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The election defeat has cleared the air for debate within
the Labour Party. The Right-wing can no longer hide
behind organizational arguments or behind charges of
disloyalty and disunity. On the contrary, the Left swal-
lowed its tongue to maintain Party unity; we saw glossy
after glossy eradicate the vestiges of a socialist platform
and still swung into the election campaign with energy and
enthusiasm. The time has now come for the reckoning.
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For a few months at least, the Left will have the initi-
ative. It was not our policy that was presented to the
electorate; it was that of the Right; it was not our
unprincipled opportunism that went chasing after the
floating voter, but theirs; it is not the Left that is gouging
out the last morsels of socialist tradition within the Party,
that is selling out to Liberalism, but the Right.

In these coming months the Left must take the debate
into every corner of the Movement. - Every Ward Party
and General Committee must be made a battleground for
the defence of socialist nationalization, national planning
and control of industry and society by the workers. The
fight against the H-Bomb and military pacts, against British
atrocities in the colonies must be made a fight for the con-
science of the Labour Movement. The Left has the initi-
ative for the time being. Let us make the most of it.
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It is a time for the debate on principles. Many in the
Party will be asking themselves afresh: what do we mean
by Socialism? what is a socialist program? This paper will
do its best to help clarify the fundamentals of socialist
thought. We shall do our best to service the movement,
by presenting clearly and undogmatically the case for
nationalization and national planning under workers’ con-
trol, for internationalism and for the class nature of the
British Labour Party.
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We shall do this not in any spirit of “we know, but
nobody else does”. On the contrary, now as never before,
the Left needs to unite within the Labour Movement. So
long as it has the initiative, a united Left can do wonders
in embedding socialist fundamentals in the Party rank-
and-file and especially in its youth.

Finally, such a debate cannot go on in isolation. Oppor-
tunity must be given for it to take place. The Right-wing
must not be allowed to get away with a mock two-day
inquest at the forthcoming Annual Conference. Every
socialist in the Movement should campaign with Tribune
for a full week to discuss both the past defeat and the
future direction of the Party.

* * *

The Party faces a fundamental choice: socialist prin-
ciples based on working class activity and interests or
middle class expediency based on the wish for ‘power’.
For the moment, possibly not for very long, the initiative
lies with the Left. Let us take it, united and informed.

LIBERAL KISS OF DEATH

PETER SEDGEWICK

RIMOND has dropped the
hint. Roy Jenkins, Labour
MP and (according to the Obser-
ver) one of Mr. Gaitskell's
Poodles, has mused openly about
the possibility. The Observer it-

* self, in the same issue in which it

launched it new column to
prove that capitalists Are Human,
has welcomed the idea in an edi-
torial bearing the sonorous head-
ing “LEFT”. The Liberal-Labour
alliance of the nineteenth century
is once more being canvassed as a
remedy for present ills.

Labour vices

rtain okay words are being

. WIDOSC piCasing, i vagn

fine words?

The Labour Party, whatever its
faults, is a party created to rep-
resent the working-class as an in-

dependent social force. Its vices
and failures, whether of reform-
ism or of jingoism, largely reflect
the stage of consciousness which
the working class of the oldest
imperial country has attained.
The history of the Labour Party
began when the organized section
of the working class realised that
it had no need of benevolent
bosses to speak for it in Parlia-
ment.

No temdency

The Liberal Party, on the
other hand, however radical cer-
tain of its foreien and colonial

policies may appear. is 2 bour-

T

British Bomb is only the mirror-
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A BERLIN DIARY by Dev Murarka

S THE PLANE comes down

in darkness, Berlin emerges,
a blaze of light. Even in those
few minutes one cannot help
noticing the characteristic width
of roads for which Berlin is fam-
ous. One notices also the fresh
look of the buildings. Behind
this freshness is the story of
terrible destruction which has re-
duced the city to a heap of rubble.
Reconstruction is impressive, par-
ticularly in West Berlin, while
East Berlin looks somewhat
shabby and sad in comparison.
This difference in appearance of
the two Berlins is a real illustra-
tion of the character of divided
Germany.

Politically, it is a tragic situa-
tion. The city is divided in two
parts none of which theoretically
belongs either to East or West
Germany. In practice West Ber-
lin with a population of mere
than two and a quarter millions
is part of the Federal Republic
though cut off from it by East
German territory. East Berlin
with a population of about one
and a quarter millions is not only
part of the German Democratic
Republic but also its capital.

Weak Left

There is no telephone commun-
cation, no bus services and no
common currency between two
Berlins. But, the underground
and overhead railways are owned
by the East Berlin regime even in
West Berlin and remain the only
form of public transport between
the one zone and the other. To
maintain this partition the police
are very much in evidence on both
sides of the dividing line. Once
while T was in East Berlin and
had to make a phone call to West
Berlin rather urgently, I was
driven to a checkpost on the
eastern side where I had to get
out of the car, cross the road to
the call box in the western sector,
and cross back within a few min-

utes. Such is the infuriating
reality of Berlin.

Consequently, the level of poli-
tical consciousness is high in
Berlin but it tends to be of a
monolithic nature. It is the other
side which is constantly blamed
for all the ills. Propaganda is
crude, heavy and controlled.
There is hardly any attempt to
inform or educate the public and
workers with objectivity. In East
Berlin all political activity is con-
trolled by the Socialist Unity
Party under the domination of
the Communists. But Berlin has
a long tradition of support for the
Social Democratic Party and in
West Berlin it is still the favoured
party.

Their leader, Herr Willy Brandt,
is a shrewd politician who has
benefited from the cynical be-
haviour of the communists in
Berlin. Personally charming and
popular he ultimately aspires to
lead the SPD to power in Western
Germany. It is his contention
that to get into power the party
must drop its socialist tenets and
become simply an alternative
political party somewhat on the
lines of the Democratic Party in
America. The left inside the

" party is small and weak and there

is a conspicuous lack of youth.
The hold of the old leadership
has weakened due to repeated
failure in elections. As such the
prospects for socialism in Ger-
many is very gloomy. It remains
to be seen, however, if Brandt can
cash in on his reputation made in
Berlin and carry the party with
him,
In Berlin itself, employment is
high and wages average 2.8 DM
per hour which is 5 per cent.
Jower than in West Germany. A
representative of the West Berlin
Federation of Trade Unions
claimed that real wages were 10
per cent. lower in East Berlin and
20 per cent. lower in East Ger-
many but I was not able to verify
these figures. There are still about

38,000 unemployed but it was
claimed that most of them were
old white collar workers, a left-
over from the days when Berlin
was the capital, and it was diffi-
cult to find jobs for them. The
Trade Unions are avowedly non-
political and not very militant.
until 1950-51 they followed a
policy of wage freeze and are
now shifting their attention to
40 hour week. An interesting
feature of Berlin is that every day
about 37,000 workers who live
in East Berlin come to work in
West Berlin and about 13,000
West Berliners earn their liveli-
hood in East Berlin.

Deprived of its hinterland,
hedged by a regime hostile or at
best indifferent to it, its houses re-
duced to rubble. the survival of
Berlin looks like one of those
miracles we hear about in the
Tory press. The reality is that
Berlin was too big to be disposed
of in the manner suggested by
Secretary Morganthau of Amer-
ica, namely to put it under the
plough. Only too soon it became
the focal point of cold war and
both sides wanted to save it for
their own ends. It became an in-
strument of propaganda. Hence
the glamorous reconstruction of
West Berlin, still heavily subsi-
dised by allies. Hence the panic
and worry of the communists who
cannot compete in this com-
modity.

And the solution? It is very
far off. Not even a hundred sum-
mit conferences will alter the
troubled status of Berlin or bring
a permanent relief to Berliners,
who are the real sufferers. Noth-
ing short of the dissolution of
the two-bloc system and the re-
unification of a Socialist Germany
will do the trick.

Meanwhile, the West Berliners
are really afraid of being reduced
to serfdom by the East German
regime. So, no one in West Berlin
is prepared to accept a solution
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which will deprive them the pres-
ence of Allied troops. In their
presence they see, rightly or
wrongly, the only security against
the use of force by the Russians
or the East Germans. On the
other hand, the East Berlin auth-
orities rightly point out that the
propaganda activities and espion-
age based on West Berlin consti-
tutes a serious problem for them.
Their youth falls an easy prey to
the seductive glamour of Kurfur-
stendamm. Their economy is
undermined by the free exchange
of 4-6 East German Marks for
one DM. Above all they are wor-
ried that the example of a con-
sumer economy, made easier by
various types of direct and in-
direct subsidies, forces them to
divert their resources towards a
competition they would rather not
have. The Western Powers are
also not willing to let slip such a
wonderful opportunity of carry-
ing on cold war in the heart of
enemy territory.

Travel

_ So the people must suffer. What
is happening is that youth is leav-
ing Berlin at such a rate that the
city has almost ceased to grow.
The economic prosperity and pol-
itical deadlock have combined to
induce a mood of dangerous
cynicism and political apathy.
One consequence is the remark-
able interest in travel which the
youth display in Berlin and bring
to it that dedication which they
reserve for studies and work, It
has a pleasant result too. As a
very dear old lady said to me in
Berlin, “In 1914 and in 1939 the
young men went to war with
enthusiasm. Now, they travel and
come back saying that all the
other people are so nice. Why
should we fight them,” That is a
gain. 1 hope it lasts even while in
the name of self-defence instru-
ments of total war are being
created and organized.

CLASS

IN EDUCATION-3

ORTUNATELY we find
considerations of caste im-
pinging on the education system
at points other than the mere ex-
istence of the public and private
sectors. - The LEA system is it-
self caste-ridden particularly in
the secondary stage.

Top caste

The typical organization of
secondary education under an
English LEA shows. three types
of school: grammar, technical
and modern. Theoretically there
is parity of esteem between these
three types: in practice there is
not. Grammar schools stand
higher in the public regard than
modern schools; indeed many
parents feel ashamed if their
children attend a modern school.
(On this sense of shame, which in

middle-class and suburban areas
—the Isle of Wight, the Hants
and Sussex coasts, the dormitories
of outer London, turns into snob-
bery, private secondary schools
batten). And once again it is a
fact that considerations other
than educational affect a child’s
chances of admission to a school
regarded as being in the top caste,
ie, a grammar school.

Hertfordshire

In other words, considerations
of class affect a child’s progress
up the educational ladder; the
distribution of opportunity is not
necessarily related to ability. In
London in 1933-34, for example,
less than a quarter of unskilled
workers’ children with an IQ of
130 or more, and only one third
of skilled workers’ children with
similar 1Qs went to grammar

schools: and “the likelihood that
a working-class boy will reach a
grammar school is not noticeably
greater today despite all the
changes, than it was before 1945.

Rather less than 10 per cent
of working-class boys reaching
the age of 11 in the years 1931-41
entered selective  secondary
schools. In 1953 in South-west
Hertfordshire the proportion was
15.5 per cent, and in Middles-
brough, 12 per cent. The pro-
portion of children in each occu-

- pational group selected for gram-

mar schools gives what has been
called the *“class chances” of a
grammar school education.

After their investigation in SW
Herts and Middlesbrough (re-

ported on at length in their
Social Class and Educational

" Opportunity, from which came

all the direct quotations in this
paragraph) Drs Floud, Halsey
and Martin say “there were in
both areas considerable dispari-
ties in the chances of boys from
different social classes. In gene-
ral, the sons of manual workers
had a chance below average, and
the sons of non-manual workers
a chance above average, of
being selected for grammar
schools”, and they illustrate this
by these figures showing the per-
centage class-chances for boys in
1953:

see page 7
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‘THE YOUNGER GENERATION’

COMMENT AND CRITICISM

IN THE SILLY SEASON at the
beginning of the Election
Campaign (when papers were
driven to re-hashing the statistics
of the 1955 results to make news)
the Needs of Youth, rather than
their Misdeeds, suddenly became
front-page stuff. This was a result
of the sudden appearance of the
Report* of the Commission ap-
pointed by Gaitskell, on the
problems of young people and
how far they could be solved by
public and voluntary bodies.

Wider Forum

The six men and four women
of the Commission were probably
considerably younger than the
average NEC sub-committee al-
though none were of the ages the
report concerned itself with and
none were members of Labour
Youth Sections. In fact it was a
commission of the administrators
and heroes of Youth rather than
of the Youth themselves. Gaitskell
himself was reported to have been
rather surprised at some of the
imaginative recommendations
and, although he was later able,
without notice or apparent dis-
cussion, to pledge himself to no
increase in Income Tax, he felt
unable to commit himself speci-
fically on any of them.

However, he gave the report a
guided welcome and a number of
Labour candidates — perhaps
short of an issue — gave it con-
siderably more. As the campaign
got under way, however, the
attention swung back towards the
old people (who had votes) and
then to the immediate material
comfort of the floating votes of
all ages.

The report deserves better. In
printing it the Party have brought
into a wider foruom many of the
ideas which young socialists have
taken for granted for years. The
collection makes some bitter
attacks on present official atti-
tudes towards Youth, is well
documented and throws up thirty-
six recommendations of varying
precision. In the flatness after the
electoral defeat it should not be
allowed to be forgotten but
should be discussed by wards and
branches and at conferences.
Youth sections, in particular,
should fight for some of its more
useful recommendations to be ad-
ded to the Party Program by
resolution of National Con-
ference.

Builder

That said, it must be confessed
that the Commission’s analysis
is inadequate and its proposals
often provide no solution,

The language and the thinking
of the Report is refreshing to the
jaded reader of too many NEC
blue prints, yet its basic draw-
back is the same as that of Indus-
try and Society and other pro-
ducts of the last bout of official
“re-thinking”.

The way the NEC pros write
their documents is probably like
this. A preface gives an excellent
description of the surface of some

*The Younger Ggneration (Labour
Party, 1/6).

present-day  misfortunes; the
symptons are mistaken for the
disease and any analysis of the
fundamental causes slips into the
report by accident. The specialists
then propound their pet solutions
to certain of the problems. Those
that remain are dealt with by one
of the vague general-purpose
answers which can be used time
after time without offending any-
one. The more literary members
then patch the lot together with
their supply of clichés guaranteed
to stir liberal consciences or to
convince the other side that we
are just, reasonable men.

Their role is that of the builder
who tries to stop a house falling
down by replacing a tile or
cleaning a window.

The Youth Crisis according to
the Commission is produced by
three facts:—

1. Because of the post-war
bulge in the birth rate, 200,000
more jobs will be required for
school leavers in each of the
five years (on top of the annual
half million required now).

2. The withholding of Govern-
ment encouragement and
money from the Youth Em-
ployment Service, certain fields
of teen-age education and the
Youth Service - was causing
these services to break down
even before the bulge began to
hit them this summer.

3. The gap between the ideas
and activities of youth and the
adult community is widening.

Permanent

In the analysis of this last
(pages 38-40) the Report comes
nearer to the causes of the present
apathy of Youth towards parties,
trade unions, churches and youth
clubs. It is not enough to say, as
the Report does, that older people
dislike the clothes, music and sex-
ual practices of the young—they
usually have. The Report hits the
nail on the head with:

“Particularly true of working
class young people— is the failing
that society itself and most of its
institutions are still run by people
of different outlook and class
background. This feeling extends
to many of those who have direct
contact with youth, particularly
teachers and youth organizations,
and, where it exists, is bound to
vitiate the work they do . . .
many teachers, certainly are
themselves products of working-
class homes. But the social out-
look of the teaching profession is
essentially -~ middle-class. How
much so was recently illustrated
at the Careers Exhibition at
Olympia, organised by thé Nat-
ional Union of Teachers: the
central symbol of the Exhibition
was a series of connection lad-
ders, rising from floor to ceiling
with cardboard effigies swarming
up the rungs. In this course the
NUT itself is only reflecting the
new post-war stress on getting on
now one of the most dominant
values of our society.

Again “the truth is, and many
young people are quick to see it
that for nearly half of all young
people repetitive, often boring

by WILL FANCY

work with no chance of improve-
ment is their future lot”

This feeling, although perhaps
more keenly felt among the
young, affects most of the work-
ing class They feel that the
present setup is permanent and,
anyway, they distrust the preten-
sions of the movements which
might be expected to challenge it..
They don’t expect to have any
say in running the government or
the factory and content them-
selves with getting as comfort-
able as possible in their present
situation, believing that only a
big win on the Pools or Premium
Bonds can radically alter it.

The proposals of the Commis-
sion for ending this alienation of
Youth are unbelievingly inade-
quate. They are, more sympathy
from adult organizations, “second
chance” training schemes for
young people who feel they made
the wrong choice of a job, outlets
for young people’s need for
adventure and selfless service
when Conscription ends, and
votes at eighteen. The really
relevant argument for votes at
eighteen is the first one the Com-
mission mentions, to give Youth
“a sense of greater responsibility
and participation in society”

In fact bringing a few teenagers
into the electorate might extort a
little more money from Govern-
ments for youth clubs and play-
ing fields; but many young elec-
tors now suffer from the same
dissatisfaction, wear the same
clothes and share the same
apathy as those under 21. And
if adult suffrage has not given the
workers the feeling that Britain
belongs to them and should be
run by them how will a couple
of million teenage voters alter the
situation?

The failure to carry their
argument from the ballot box to
the work-place is the greatest
weakness of the Report. I have
failed to find “Socialism”, let
alone workers’ control mentioned
in the whole report (capitalism
appears once on page 35 in a
reference to sex in advertising).
The shallowness of the section
“Earning” may be due to the
make-up of the Commission (the
nearest to an industrial worker
seems to be a professional foot-
baller) and of the bodies submit-
ting evidence to it; whereas three
national student organizations
wrote in, the whole of industrial
vouth was represented only by
the TUC and the Industrial
Training Council. Even the title
of this section is a misnomer, as
it doesn’t discuss wages or hours,
the Report having previously
commented that the average
weekly earnings of teenagers have
risen even faster than those of
older workers (to a princely
£5 14s. 0d. for men!).

Dodged

If it doesn’t mention the con-
trol of industry, earnings or the
need to remove the bar on in-
dustrial action by apprentices,
what does the Report say? It
warns of the danger of a million
unegmployed teenagers within the
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next five years unless industrial
output expands at the rate of 5
per cent. a year. It warns briefly
of the dangers of the boring and
repetitive jébs to which 50 per
cent. of the boys and 60 per cent.
of the girls are condemned, but
finds no solution. It gives some
facts on the overloaded, under-
trained and under-paid Youth
Employment Officers, 900 of
whom are supposed to shove
500,000 school leavers (pre-Bulge
figure) into jobs each year, and
follow them up to the age of 18.
Less than £2 million is spent on
this service.

The Commission decided that
the shortage of apprentices is not
due to a lack of able applicants
or to union restrictions but to in-
adequate training facilities and
the diminished profitability of
apprentice labour. The sugges-
tions that the first requires train-
ing to be transferred to expanded
tecl:mical colleges and, eventually,
public ownership and lanning
are dodged. g .

Vague

The second argument of the
Commission will need more justi-
fication. Tt is true that the gap
between the earnings of appren-
tices and adult workers has de-
clined relatively, and that day
release—where it has been allowed
to operate — has reduced the
profit to be obtained from appren-
tices. But apprentices are still
doing the work of fully-trained
men during the latter vears of
their “training” and for only a
fraction of their wage. The Com-
mission’s solution to the shortage
is to subsidise the employer to
take apprentices.

The Report’s Educational pro-
posals are vague. There is too
much talk of “a wider range of
courses for the older pupil” and
“a different relationship between
the school and the more mature
pupil” and not emough about
which courses and what relation-
ship. There is the reminder that
a nation which has never had it
so good is still far from imple-
menting three major proposals of
the all-Party 1944 Act—raising
the school leaving age to 16, com-
pulsory part-time education to 18
and a comprehensive Youth Ser-
vice.

Because of the teacher shortage
the Commission felt that the most
it could ask for on the first two
points was target dates for their
fulfillment some years ahead. It
suggests the extension of day re-
lease to non-technical subjects,
which would help the late-starters
to get back into an academic or
professional course if he wanted
to and would perhaps make un-
skilled jobs less deadening

The Section in the Youth Ser-
vice—one of those expert ones—
is good. A witness from the Min-
istry of Education (which runs
the service) is quoted as admit-
ting, “it has been definite policy
for some time now not to advance
the Youth Service”.

The Report is far from ade-
quate, but it is out and we should
make the most of it.



Four

LABOUR AFTER THE ELECTION

THE FUTURE OF THE LEFT com xoron

DID OUR BEST. Party

activists rolled up in thou-
sands for canvassing, addressing
and all the other necessary jobs.
The poll was high (6 per cent.
more than in 1945) the weather
good. The organization near-
perfect. The left put unity above
all other , considerations and
accepted the most right-wing,
unsocialist platform ever to have
emanated from Transport House;
they closed the ranks without
reservation to put Gaitskell into
power and postpone the reckon-
ing with him and his wing until
then,

It didn’t work, and the fact
that it didn’t work has set off a
chain-reaction of soul searching
that promises to last well beyond
the forthcoming conference. What
happened? Was it that the Party
leadership have not put up a con-
sistent fight for the old aged
pensioners all along, but remem-
bered them only during the cam-
paign? Was it that they have
made it only too clear to militant
workers that industrial disputes
were none of their business and
shouldn’t even' happen? Was it
that they were on the defensive
on nationalization, paring it away
here, changing its nature there?
Was it their colonial record that
made their fight for African free-
dom seen so phony? Was it their
reassurance to the City that the
Pound would be put before em-
ployment? Was it their Tory
position on the H-bomb?

Change or reform

It was all this. Labour, the
party of reform par excellence,
has shown little reforming zeal.
Nothing it has said or done in
opposition, nothing it has
promised on the hustings could
arouse much enthusiasm in any-
one looking for more appreciable
easement within capitalism than
he was getting anyway. let alone
anyone wanting an end to the
system- To have an image pro-
jected at one during the election
campaign is one thing To be sure
that it is the true image is alto-
gether another. What, for ex-
ample, has happened to the
municipalization of housing and
all the other bright products of
the three-year re-think? Electors
were not sure. They were not sure
that the Labour Party was the

. party of change, of small reforms

or of large historical steps.

But is that all? Can we honestly
say with many of the political
concerns, that had the party
shown more fight for reforms,
more principled concern for pen-
sioners, a lively defence of na-
tionalization and so on, over the
years we would have definitely
got back to power? Is there
nothing other than the negative
features of the Labour Party and
its right-wing direction that can
explain the defeat?

1 believe there is if the lack of
fight was the only reason for our
defaulting support, there would
have been no swing to Labour in

the areas of above-average unem-
ployment (Scotland, the cotton
belt and Northern Ireland) where
a militant struggle for reform is
more pressing than -elsewhere;
there would have been a greater
turn towards the Liberals in those
areas than in the country as a
whole instead of which they lost
votes in four out of the five con-
stituencies in which comparison
with 1955 is possible- If this were
the sole or even major reason, at
least Labour’s Left would have
escaped the rout, Asitis, Mikardo
lost Reading and over 4,000 votes,
Orbach of Victory for Socialism
dropped 3,000 votes and lost East
Willesden, Michael Foot suffered
one of the greatest swings towards
the Tories (6 per cent.), Fenner
Brockway just managed to hold
on to Eton and Slough with the
narrowest of majorities, having
lost almost two-and-a-half thou-
sand votes on the way, and so on.
Similarly, deserters from the
Labour Party would have turned
towards the Left: but the Com-
munist Party lost 17 deposits out
of its 18 and its vote slumped
heavily—14 per cent. of its sup-
porters disappearing since the last
elections in the fifteen constitu-
ences which have been fought
both times (the drop being from
3.9.,090 in 1955 to 25,742 this year.

Americanized

The turn was definitely to
the right and Labour’s right-
wing platform was simply not
right enough to stop the tide. Not
that the movement of support
away from Labour should be
exaggerated. We still polled
nearly 123 million votes; 43 per
cent. of the electorate still support
whatever program Labour puts
forward. The swing in Parliamen-
tary terms is violent compared
with the movement in party sup-
port. Yet, small though the latter
was (less than 3 per cent.) it was
significant in that it was concen-
trated in the younger age group:
the new arrivals to the voting
register, and the under-thirties.
How many old Party stalwarts
learned poignantly that their sons
appeared as ‘doubtful’ or ‘against’
on the canvass cards? How many
learned that the loyalty to La-
bour, the blind unreasoning loyal-
ty scarred into them by the
struggles and sufferings of the
‘twenties and ‘’thirties has not
passed by heredity into the youn-
ger generation? that the environ-
ment of post-war prosperity has
produced a new crop of working-
class agnostics? to whom, in the
words of the Party’s Youth Com-
mission “‘trade unions, political
partiés . . . have considerably less
appeal . . .” and in whom “there
is a great deal of indifference,
even hostility . . . to the trade
union movement?” that, finally,
their move to new towns and
boom power has weakened the
social pressures that might have
kept them ‘loyal’?

“This section of the popula-
tion”, to quote Bevan who is
once again busily turning his

coat, “has become thoroughly
Americanized”. *“Their psycho-
logy . . . is compounded of two
contradictory elements—content-
ment and apprehension, Content-
ment because their material hori-
zons have expanded and appre-
hension because they know their
new-found improvement is pre-
carious and fragile.” (News of
the World, October 11). True
enough. The new voting genera-
tion have never had it so good.
No matter that their prosperity
is compounded of overtime wor-
king, of wives earning, of hire-
purchase and other debts; this
compound is itself a product of
the boom and is ministered suc-
cessfully, so it seems to them, by
the Tories

Caught

To sum up so far, prosperity
has weaned the post-war genera-
tion of working-class voters per-
ceptibly from their ‘natural’
loyalty to Labour by offering
them tangible benefits in the
Tory here-and-now; it has taken
the steam out of the older genera-
tion’s reforming zeal with the
result that the Labour Party
leadership had permissive author-
ity to suffocate in a tasteless
porridge of Butskellite policy all
the idealism, all the power of
change inherent in youth’s frus-
trated condition, that might yet
have appealed against the mater-
ial gains and given Labour elec-
toral victory. :

The Labour leadership was
caught suspended between the
generations. The undying tradi-
tions of the older generation, its
class loyalties proved an embar-
rassment to the opportunist em-
pirics at the top bent on office at
any price and on any program.
The new voters found the fuddy-
duddy philanthropy of the leader-
ship unsuited to the brash

- realities of the Jasper world as

they know it. The promise of
return was not bold enough.
Prosperity poisoned Labour’s
electoral prospects as surely as it
has separated the generations;
where it hadn’t seeped through,
in ‘Scotland, the cotton belt, and
Northern Ireland, young and old
put their cross against the same
candidate.

Prices down

The coincidence of prosperity
and Tory rule hurt Labour. It is
a coincidence based partly in a
steady rise in export prices and
fall in import prices that have
improved Britain’s overall terms
of trade by more than 11 per cent.
since 1954 and have helped to
steady prices. It is based partly
on the enormous increase in
dollar and other foreign invest-
ments in the Outer Sterling Area

since 1958, which have offset the .

loss of some 20 per cent. in its
export income and have pre-
vented a run on the slender
reserves in gold and foreign
currency held in London. An-
other element was the rise in
unemployment, short-term though
it was in most cases but sufficient
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to reduce the pressure for wage
increases which helped keep
prices down.*

These factors operated, but
they were not the only ones. Our
young workers received their im-
pressions not merely from the
Tory world of 1958-59, but from
the entire post-war decade in
which changes in terms of trade
cancelled out, in which unemploy-
ment was a factor of negligible
importance and in which the
strains of exchange crises alter-
nated with the building of foreign
reserves. There is something more
lasting in the post-war prosperity
than the coincidental luck of the
Tories, something that confounds
the interminable predictions of
‘the slump around the corner’ and
rights Capitalism’s bias to over-
production, at least for the pre-
sent It is the permanent arms
economy which has sustained the
long-term boom and which has
fixed the impression of continu-
ing and inevitable prosperity in
the minds of our young working
class.

Reaction

This impression might not be
misplaced for a number of years
yet. The greatest immorality of
all time—prosperity poised on a
nose-cone—looks to carry on. Not
so, however, the exceptionally
favourable circumstances that
have blessed the Tories over the
past couple of years disappear-
ance that will make most of the
political running over the period
of the coming Parliament.

First, the facts. The terms of
trade are turning against Britain
as the world industrial boom
seeps down to the raw-materials
producing countries and raises
prices. The September Board of
Trade figures (neatly held over
until after the elections) showed
a trade gap of £72 million, the
highest since December of last
year. Then, unemployment is
dropping rapidly in this country
and likely to drop further as the
boom spreads over into the areas
(Scotland, Northern Ireland) spe-
cializing in the production of
capital goods. Already, some six
million workers are covered by
wage claims pending and many
more will probably be joining the
queue this season. All this and
more point to the imminent loss
of the exceptionally favourable
economic climate which the
Tories have enjoyed these last
couple of years.

There is no doubt how they
will react. Their majority of 100
in the Commons, the feeling that
they can rely on a substantial
minority of working class sup-
port, will give them the confidence
to resist any encroachment on

* In the first eight months of 1957
10,865,000 workers received wage
increases amounting to £4,526,000
per week.

In the first eight months of 1958
6,028,000 workers received wage
increases of £1,754,000 per week.

In the first eight months of this
year only 3,606,000 workers are
receiving wage  increases of
£867,000 per week.
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their good fortune. They will
resist; but there is no occasion
for a show-down, for an all out
attempt to crush the working-
class movement. Anmy cry of
“back to the ’thirties” is as idiotic
as it is irresponsible since so long
as the no-war arms economy is a
major factor in the West, they
need not fear serious damage to
the basic structure of their world
however much they might be

cramped for space every now and
then.
Real danger

What can we expect, then?
Legislation  against  strikes?
against shop stewards’ activities
and unofficial action? against the
need to ‘contract-out’, of the poli-
tical levy? Possibly. But no show-
down. Again, only possibly, but
also possibly not. And for this
reason.

The bosses’ defence of their
especially favoured position gain-
ed in the last couple of years will
turn the focus of class activity
towards the factories and building
sites. As Bevan writes with heavy
heart, the workers “will look
upon Parliamentary debates as a
meaningless charade, and they
will seek their solution by means
nearer to their hands” (ibid). The
Americanization of class relations
will go on as workers become
industrially more demanding,
more militant and politically
more reserved. Under such condi-
tions, the bosses have the choice
of openly attacking as attempted
by the engineering employers
twice in recent years or of dis-
uniting the workers even more by
driving a wedge between the
union leadership and its member-
ship, by using the bureaucracy to
sort out their ‘rebel’ rank-and-file
militants and to conduct the war
against shop stewards and such
like ‘firebrands’. Anyone who has
followed the increasing indepen-
dence of the trade-union leader-
ship from its rank-and-file, who
has watched their willing accep-
tance of a cooperative role within
the industrial machine of recent
years, or, who saw the delayed,
lethargic response to Labour’s
election campaign cannot fail to
doubt that the Tories and their
pay-masters will find the second,
less dramatic approach more
fruitful in the long run. The real
danger at this moment appears to
be an attempt to buy the political
neutrality of the trade union
machines, and their enthusiastic
condemmation of anything ‘uno-
flicial’ or ‘unauthorized’.

Ideological lines

What of the Labour Party? We
must remember that it still com-
mands an enormous vote. It has
not by any means received a death
blow. But the circumstances out-
lined above will put enormous
pressure on it to swing more and
more rightward as the class
struggle, fragmented though it be,
passes it by and assumes a more
and more ‘industrial’ coloration.
Militants will find it less, even
less than now, sensitive to their
needs; youth will tend to escape
it; intellectuals ignore it.

The ideological lines in the
Party are already drawn. The
Right has marked a course to-
wards a self-confessed, alternative
capitalist party on the lines of
Western Germany's SPD (the
“Party of Free Enterprise”), to-

wards a final rejection of what-
ever traces of class identification
remain. The Left has gathered
around the defence of this class
heritage and the class political
platform: defence of nation-
alization, defence of national
planning and so on. The Left is
undoubtedly unorganized: its pro-
gram is manifestly incomplete; its
perspectives  completely  un-
thought-out. For the moment,
however, it exists as a conscious
tendency within the Party, more
conscious than it has been for a
number of years.

That the Right will ultimately
be in the ascendant seems almost
inevitable. The ‘re-think’ over the
last few years was made on their
assumptions; the election fought
on its policy. The Left offered no
opposition, no platform. The
Right is based on a profound
trend in contemporary capitalism;
the stability of a permanent arms
economy. The Left on nothing
more than a defence of traditions
and a half-formulated, semi-
socialist ideology inherited from
a pre-arms-economy period. That
the Left is doomed to ultimate
atrophy seems almost sure.

New chance

But socialists don’t always deal
in ultimates, The very next period
offers an opportunity for socialist
propaganda and conversion such
as we've not had for many years.
At least over the next few months
the Right, for the reason that
they made all the running in
choosing election issues, will be
on the defensive. For the first
time since the immediate post-war
period, they will have to fight on
ideological ground, on policy.
They will have to justify their
programmatic stand. This is our
chance. Now is the time to resur-
rect the fundamentals of socialism,
to hammer them out in the eyes
of a rank-and-file still ing at
the unexplained defeat. Now is
the time to bring in the youth as
a natural socialist battalion. No
matter that we remain the minor-
ity. No matter that we face an
almost certain defeat. The more
we gain over the next three
months, the more difficult will it
be for the Right to smoke out
the socialist traditions of the
Labour Party, the more fertile the
soil too for a burgeoning of
socialism in Britain in the future.

LETTERS!

COMPENSATION IN
BUILDING

“Omar” is to be congratulated on
his comprehensive review of the
relationship of the working class
to the building industry (SR.
October).

The question of compensation
for businesses nationalized or
taken over by the working class
raises, I feel, a good many more
issues that “Omar” deals with.
Some industries, shipbuilding,
chemicals and heavy engineering,
for example, raise no particular
difficulty. Each unit is so large
that the nominal owners, the
shareholders, have lost all func-
tions of management and on take-
over they can be dealt with on the
basis of our program of “com-

pensation payments based on a
means test.” There will probably
have to be various rather compli-
cated provisions to ensure that
small indirect shareholders—in-
vestors in insurance companies,
unit trusts and the like—are not
deprived of their savings. Some-
thing like a mass transfer of
accounts to the Post Office Sav-
ings Bank might well be the best
way.

Industries like building and re-
tail shops are not nearly so
straightforward. By sheer numeri-
cal strength the proprietors of this
sort of business constitute a social
problem of the first magnitude.
Futthermore, an anti-socialist at-
titude on the part of so many
people, with numerous relatives
and friends amongst the industrial
working class and in direct daily
contact with it, cannot fail to
powerfully inhibit the growth of
socialist ideals amongst industrial
workers. Nor is this problem a
theoretical one, a bridge which
only has to be crossed in the
future. After 1945 the Labour
government, needing to re-
organize the country after the
war, to make capitalism more
efficient and in a limited way to
make social progress, had to com-
pulsorily acquire land, buildings,
etc. The sorry mess made of this
business has probably created
more resentment against the Lab-
our Party than anything else.
Even more, I regret to say, than
the decisions to manufacture
atomic weapons and to use troops
for strike breaking.

Proposals

In the worst instances, people
were left with more to repay on
mortgages than they received as
compensation! Guess who they
and their friends and relatives
voted for in 19507

The Town and Country Plan-
ning Acts are the background to
a fascinating story of the damage
that muddleheadedness and a
misunderstanding of  socialist

ideas can do when let loose in a
basically capitalist economy. Not
that muddleheadedness and mis-
understanding will exactly bring
forth Utopia in a Socialist society
either,

If a master builder is to make
£20 a week for himself the turn-
over of his business cannot be
much less than the £10,000 per
annum mentioned by “Omar” as
a possible lower limit for nation-
alization.

Indeed, if such a person is
operating with little capital -and
hired plant he is really only a sort
of pieceworker. Tt is not so long
since metal workers on piece
rates paid their own assistants.
(Why, then, have metal workers
been subordinated in factories
and builders remain indepen-
dent? Because the metal workers
had only one customer, who was
often the material merchant as
well. Builders have many custo-
mers.)

To make some proposals. The
most important is that no person
displaced shall be worse off than
he would be if he were a dis-
placed skilled worker, irrespective
of his past National Insurance,
etc., position. He should have the
same re-training rights.

All outstanding debts on the
business taken over shall be
either paid or abolished, depend-
ing on circumstances.

Five

A proprietor shall have the
right to only give up a part of
his business, retaining a nucleus
smaller than the minimum take-
over size.

If any private dwelling is ac-
quired the occupier, whether ten-
ant, leaseholder or owner, shall
have (whether or not he is entitled
to it under the existing but mori-
bund Town Planning Acts) either
a council house and mortgage
cancellation or the transfer of his
mortgage to a comparable house,
without loss. And in any case, a
“disturbance allowance.”

. A useful rule would be that no
independent building contractor
could be a member of a local
authority. Even now, publicans
cannot be magistrates, and an ex-
tension of this sort of law would
prevent much of the abuse of

public contracts that now goes
on.

I am not suggesting that pri-
vate business men should have a
charter of rights for all time. The
working class must retain politi-
cal flexibility for itself. What it
must never do is to treat individ-
uals according to political cate-
gories instead of as people ‘with
their own lives to lead.

Michael Millett.
London.

THE BRITISH
ECONOMY AND THE
WORKING CLASS

I have read in your issue of
October, 1959, the very fair re-
view by J. Crutchley of my book-
let The British Economy and the
Working Class.

There are one or two points
which T would like to discuss.
The reviewer points out that the
fall in the relative consumption
is due to the vast expenditure on
arms—and he may be right. I
have not made this comment in
the pamphlet for the simple
reason that I did not want to dis-
cuss any matter which does not
follow logically from the official
figures which I used. T refrained
from doing so in order to make
it impossible for the bunch of
bourgeois economists to attack
me on the grounds of sheer sur-
mise. I believe it is important to
hit the other side with exactly the
same weapons they use against
those who look at society from a
Marxist point of view.

However,—and this is my sec-
ond point—the reviewer did not
mention the most important con-
clusion which I draw from the
official statistics. I have shown
that the standards of the working
class are falling, that the workers
are in the grave danger of losing
the achievements of 1945. And I -
also show that they can fight
back only when their industrial
struggle is closely linked with the
political struggle. Since there is
no party which makes a revolu-
tionary stand, I conclude that the
main task of the working class is
the building of a new workers’
party.

I would be grateful to you if
you would publish this letter to
enable your readers to follow
those arguments which I have
given you above.

Kurt Map.

London.






