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CONTINUING THE DEBATE ON

THE WAY AHEAD FOR LABOUR

by Eric Heﬁ"er, Chairman, Liverpool Trades Council and Labour Party

'HIS ARTICLE is not con-
cerned with the analysis of
voting in the recent elections, or
the many statistical tables that
have flowered so in the political
journals. It is concerned with
Labour’s future, its policy and
program, and the very meaning of
its existence.

lay

After the severe “setback™ or
“defeat” (according to one’s view-
point) that the Party has suffered,
many hoped that an orderly but
principled discussion would take
place on its future. Jay’s article
in Forward (October 16) shat-
tered that hope but at least now
the conflicting tendencies are

tions in the first place, and later
realised that the best way to
secure these aspirations was to
build a socialist society.

It is precisely this that the Jay-
walkers wish to destroy. The
Labour Movement realised a long
time ago that “Radicalism and
Reform”, despite the good it could
do, was insufficient; only social-
ism could bring the end of rule by
an economic hierarchy and bring
real social advance and justice.
Yet the Jay-walkers want to turn
us backwards and start from
where the Movement left off long
ago. What would be the point of
a Party which merely put forward
a policy of reforming capitalism
but which did not attack the
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openly before all to see, the
“whigs are on the green” and at
long last fundamentals will be
fully discussed. For that, and only
that, we should indeed be grate-
ful to Douglas Jay.

Workers’ Party

What does Labour exist for?
This is the question that, in view
of the stream of ‘thought’ coming
from the Right-wing, must be
asked. Does the Labour Party ex-
ist to put MPs into Parliament at
all costs, on almost any program,
or does it exist because it believes
in a certain type of society, one
fundamentally opposed to capi-
talism? Did the pioneers fight
elections merely to become MPs,
or did they try to become MPs
for a serious purpose? The answer
is obvious. The Party was built
and developed on the basis of its
support for working-class aspira-

whole basis of capitalist society?
The abuses of capitalism spring
from its very nature, and not just
because Tory leaders are mus-
guided or evil men.

Jay's answer is that Labour
should jettison its whole basis, no
longer represent the working class
(who apparently no Jonger exist!)
and turn back from a real attack
on those who wield power in
capitalist society. My advice to
him and his co-thinkers is: go and
join Grimond, don’t bring your
Liberal-Radical ideas into the
Labour Party. In fact you have
already influenced the Party too
much and over too long a period
in the past. As Bevan said in his
News of the World article after
the elections, “socialism wasn’t
an issue”, when, I am sure, the
mass of members would have
wanted it to be.

Their argument has been that

)

if we “water down” our beliefs
we shall win wider support. The
contrary has been the case, we
have lost support and particularly
within the very sector we hoped
to attract.

Nationalization

We have to reassess our ideas,
learn from experience, and then
present a socialist program
applicable to the modern age,
tackling problems firmly, and so
shake the lethargy which years of
watering-down have created.

Nowhere is reassessment re-
quired more than on the question
of nationalization and common
ownership. Rejecting the view-
point that we must drop it from
the program and possibly the
Party’s constitution, we must nev-
ertheless admit that rethinking is
required on the subject. But re-
thinking of such a kind that
doesn’t destroy the basic principle
but rather develops and strength-
ens it. Nationalization has been
equated with bureaucracy and
bureaucracy with socialism. This
equation has been one of the
Tories most effective ideological
weapons in their attack on the
principle of common ownership.

Answer

First, the Labour Party has
been too shamefaced about the
achievements of the nationalized
industries and, second, has, as a
Party refused to admit the gen-
uine mistakes that have been
made. We must be honest and
admit that we did commit mis-
takes: we paid much too much
compensation and so crippled the
industries financially; secondly,
although the workers’ status was
certainly raised to some extent,
we failed to give them any real
control or management, and
therefore created a bureaucracy
sometimes more difficalt to deal
with than the previous private
OWDers.

Labour’s object in nationaliz-

ing an industry must not be one
of making huge profits, but of
creating a service to the commun-
ity and of changing the status of
the people who work in the nat-
ionalized industries. What does it
matter to a man or woman if,
after the industry has changed
hands, his or her position as a
worker remains unchanged? This
is surely the fundamental ques-
tion for us as socialists and we
must give an answer.

Not Identical

Let us reaffirm our belief in
national ownership where neces-
sary, co-operative ownership
where it exists and can be ex-
tended and in municipal owner-
s-hip where possible. However, in
doing so we must also work out a
system of workers’ control and
management and ensore that
bureaucratic methods are not
adopted. The present bureaucra-
cies must be opposed and, even
now, proposals made to trans-
form the structure of nationalized
industry. All ideas should be ex-
plored, but let us beware the
pseudo-syndacalism of Grimond
with his so-called co-partnership.
The interests of workers and em-
ployers are not and cannot be
identical, First things first, power
must be taken from the hands of
the monopolies, the big business-
men and the state they support;
thereafter, in the process of
developing the new, the workers’
position will be automatically
transformed.

Youth

Having re-affirmed our belief in
our basic principles, what to do?
Firstly, I think we must begin to
build a Youth Movement that is
given its head. The Party book-
Jet, The Younger Generation,
contains much that is important
and useful but says nothing on

@® contd. on page 8
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AFTER 1re FLECTION—John Phillips discusses

THE TRADES UNIONS AND e TORIES

THE defeat of the Labour Party
at the General Election is going
to mean, among other things, a
lot of re-thinking and heart-
searching on policies and ideas
within the party. In the immedi-
ate aftermath there has been
much discussion on the possibility
of a Lib-Lab union, a big left-
right split in the movement,
where Bevan is going to move
next, etc., etc., and not much has
been heard of the effect another
five years of Tory rule is going to
have on the Trade Union move-
ment.

I think first we must examine a
couple of factors which had a
direct result on the election. It
was seen quite clearly that in
areas of higher than average un-
employment such as the Lanca-
shire cotton belt, Scotland and
Northern Ireland the Labour
Party made substantial gains. In
the Midlands, however, the Tories
romped home purely on the fac-
tual evidence of increased pros-
perity and standard of living.
Also in the new towns around
London, like Harlow and Steven-
age where Labour expected to
win on the influx of working class
votes, the swing was against them.

Again Labour received a blow
from the 21-30 age group, who
unlike the solid block of ten mil-
lion supporters haven’t had the
struggle against unemployment or
the bitter fight even to maintain
living standards.

Of course this all looks rather
grim. It is very easy to say that
because the post-30’s generation
are not attracted to Labour then
in successive elections the Labour
support will dwindle until it be-
comes non-existent.

Shop Stewards

Fortunately it is not as black as
all that. For even though the
younger generation in particular
are becoming increasingly apa-
thetic towards a party of only
moderate reforms when it comes
down to pure bread and butter
issues at workshop level they can
be just as militant as any of their
more experienced workmates.
There we have then this contra-
diction of better off, suburbanized
workers showing an almost class-
less attitude in the political arena

and yet still proving their true
class position when faced with
real issues in the factory.

Secondly, we should try and
analyse what the victory for the
employers will mean in their atti-
tude towards the unions and shop
stewards. There has been some
talk, even before the election
campaign, of legislation to limit
powers of shop stewards com-
mittees. On this point it is diffi-
cult to guess how far the govern-
ment will go in having such a
showdown with the grass roots of
trade unionism. As far as predic-
tions can go it seems safe to say
that they will not openly attempt
such a thing'at the moment. For
as much as the Tories would like
to smash the'shop stewards even
they kmow that to bring politics
onto the shop floor in such a way
would in the long run damage
them politically. They are quite
happy with the present situation
of politics separate from indus-
trial problems. It will have to be
done in a much more subtle way
if at all.

The most obvious is that pres-
sure will be brought to bear on
the trade union bureaucracy to
try and get them to do the dirty
work.

Within Unions

This is quite possible and will
be attractive to the trade union
official, because any lessening in
power of the shop stewards will
mean that the rank and file will
have to rely more and more on
the paid official. In fact the way
the Municipal Workers Union got
their own back on the oxygen
strikers after the election (and the
ecstatic response this brought
from the “Daily ‘wildcat’ Mail”)
shows a trend. Also the banning
of the two unofficial shop stew-
ards meetings by threatened ex-
pulsion by the AEU confirms
this, although we mustn’t be too
rash and say this is a completely
new trend. Labour officialdom
has always frowned upon its flock
when it wants to go into new
pastures, but with the increased
strength of the right wing the
officials are more confident that
no real organization will be set up
to oppose them, and even if one
appeared, at present it could be

S R EDITORIAL

At the time of writing, we still don’t know whether
Gaitskell and the rest of the Party’s right-wing leadership
are going to swing farther to the Right or just drift in that
direction. Of one thing we are sure—the direction. The
leadership is bent on continuing in the suicidal path they
have been following from defeat to defeat every since 1950.
Once again they are playing the Tories’ game by hunting
the “wildcat”, ensnaring the shop-steward, and killing

rank-and-file initiative.

We have to know what we’re fighting for. We have to
continue the debate beyond Conference. Labour’s Right
must not be allowed to get away with the murder of the
movement. Once again, we are devoting a large part of
SR to the fundamentals of socialist policy. Once again we
are hoping to make our contribution, be it ever so small,
to the debate on the future of our Party, to the strengthen-

ing of the Left within it.

easily smashed. :

If we then agree that the
wing is on the offensive the fign.
against them can only be in one

.diréction. It cannot be done by

organizations outside the move-
ment offering tempting dishes of
militancy and revolution at bar-
gain prices as a palliative to the
backwardness and apathy of the
movement, ; :

That leaves the left with only
one alternative—to organize with-
in the trades unions. What must
we organize around? Since the
war, and even more SO Now,
we have the situation where the
pattern of industrial disputes have
been localized around limited
issues thus divorcing worker from
worker, factory from factory, and
industry from industry. This has
been because by being separated
from their union officials workers
really have no central organiza-
tion where local issues can be co-

ordinated into a national policy.

This can .only be achieved by

democratizing the movement.

This would mean fighting for
the election of ALL officials, par-
tiCiarly those on policy making
committees, and the right of im-
mediate recall of those officials,
therefore making the official
directly responsible for the de-
mands of the rank and file, it
means bringing officials to within
shouting distance. of workshop
conditions by seeing that they get
no more than the average skilled
wage ruling in the industry they
are bargaining in. It means exer-
cizing the basic democratic right
of organizing unofficial opinion
within the union ranks.

It is only along these lines that
we can ensure that our union
machinery connect up local, sec-
tional struggles into a broad
movement and that the leadership
is sufficiently dynamic and far-
sighted to knit the entire move-
ment around a struggle for basic
demands such as the forty-hour
week.

Nigel Harris
Reviews -

BOOKS

Jim Crow Guide to the US A—S Kennedy

'HIS is a very unpleasant book.
It is not deep, and only in-
cidentally searching in relation-

ship to social conditions, but.

effectively it demarcates the area
of American affluence and the
grotesque conditions that exist
outside that area. Moreover, it
concisely pinpoints America’s
tacit acceptance of implicit apar-
theid, the ignorance of much of
the American public of what 1s
happening on its own doorstep,
the tolerance and sometimes open
support of racial discrimination
that goes right the way up
through the administration.

In a country which has a popu-
lation whose physical character-
istics are roughly similar, social
depression of a specific group is
less clear than where the exploited
can be pinpointed as easily as
can the racial minority groups of
America. Sucked in by a variety
of economic means (or extermi-
nated by invasion as with the
Red Indians), the racial minority
is maintained in a state of poverty
and persecution as a reserve army
of labour — prosperity obscures
their function and absolute depri-
vation without relieving any of
the horror of their relative posi-
tion.

Once the system is laid down
then a variety of ideological
means are used to maintain the
subjection—most of them devol-
ving into a crude Nazi theory of
racial superiority (cf. Imperial
Wizard Simmons: “The Anglo-
Saxon is the typeman of history.”
T'o him must yield the self-centred
Hebrew, the cultured Greek, the
virile Roman, the mystic Oriental.
The Psalmist must have had him
in mind by poetic image when he
struck his sounding harp and sang:
“Oh, Lord: Thou hast made him
a little lower than the angels and
hast crowned him with glory and

honour”, or the slightly blunter
Senator Eastland, Chairman of
the Senate Sub-Committee on
International Security: “I believe
in white supremacy, and as long
as I am in the Senate I expect to
fight for white supremacy . . .
Asiatic exclusion and Negro re-
patriation are the eugenic ideals”).
And when a morality of this kind
can be successfully generated,
solitary individuals can do more
than conform lest they too be
made pariah .The fantasy of race
obscures all conflict as it did in
Hitler’s creed—class-lines are lost
in race-lines (cf. the modern pro-
gram of the Welsh Nationalist
right-wing) and the battles are
lost in irrelevancies.

Conditions

Sixty years ago, a Populist
leader put it to a mixed audience
that: “You are kept apart in order
that you may separately be fleeced
of your earnings. Racial prejudice
is the keystone of the arch of
financial despotism that beggars
both”. For ordinary individuals
in the twenty-nine states of the
South, the conflict is too great
and the morality too strong—only
if the leaders of the South can be
driven to make other pronounce-
ments than they do make, will the
moral impulsion be peacefully
thrown back on individual choice.

It is significant that the emo-
tional aspect of discrimination
can only be maintained en masse,
in relationship to a community—
mobs generate the fever, store-
keepers watch their white patrons
when they abuse. More sophisti-
cated arguments arise—such as
that of the openly acquiescent
unions: “Why risk gutting the
organization in the interest of a
gesture, however worthwhile?”,
which is the permanent seal of

@ See next page
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Short Story

MEETING THE PEOPLE

by Shillaly

“l was rather hoping that the
‘Meet the People’ campaign would
be abandoned”,' said- the new
Prime Minister to the Party
Chairman. The Party Chairman
gazed at him in horror “aban-
doned!” he exclaimed “why it is
the main plank in our program!”

“I feel it was rather undignified
for my predecessor to make his
exit while dancing the Wonky
with a group of teenagers”, the
PM remarked timidly. “Of what
importance is dignity”, replied the
Chairman “why the National
Press called him a martyr who
died preserving our National-heri-
tage. “Of course”, he added “if
you feel unsuited to the immense
tasks before us we will be willing
to consider your resignation”,
“Oh no, indeed no”, said the
Prime Minister hastily, “I am
quite ready to do anything you
suggest”.

“Very well”, replied the Chair-
man, “our Publicity Manager has
arranged a tour, the details of
which you will receive in a few
days. In the meantime, he has
instructed me to send you to
Molita’s Dancing Academy to
learn the Chunky, the very latest
thing in dancing so I am told.”
“Thank you”, said the Prime

Minister courteously, but he could
not suppress a small sigh.
“Pint of M and B Mike” ordered
Big Bert. He was sitting in his
customary place in the Crossed

Garters. “Beer gets worse an’

worse ’ere”, he remarked to his
mate Charlie. The two men
gloomily contemplated the beer
for. a moment. Charlie nodded
towards a group of men playing
solo, “look at old Sam over there.
Can’t lose tonight. Must ’ave
picked up a quid by nah”. “Well
the other blokes ain’t so ’ot at
the game”, replied Big Bert.
Charlie was about to make
another remark concerning solo
and card games in general when
the door opened and a well-dres-
sed, small, bald man entered. He
half-bowed from left to right and
walked to the bar. Behind him
came two men in grey trilby hats.
Bert’s practised eye told him that
these two were detectives. Fol-
lowing the detectives came a
dozen camera-men and news-

paper men.

" Sam was about to pocket his
winnings, when looking round he
saw the two detectives. In the
local idiom he ‘‘went white”.
“Bleedin’ raid”, he muttered to
himself and hurried out of the

e Jim Crow Guide — continued

the status quo.

The conditions for coloured
existence in America must be
read to be believed—discrimina-
tion extends throughout the whole
social contact of the coloured
man’s life, in recreation, religion,
education, politics, law, housing,
breadwinning and so on. The
situation is widespread through-
out the United States and not
merely in the South — however,
the South maintains the situation
through a variety of legislative
means as well as violent social
pressures; the North operates
more on English class-lines: jobs
are difficult in all but unskilled

.positions, housing is zoned, etc.,
university and college education

is widely discriminatory.

In the great Reconstruction
period after the Civil War in the
last century some firm measure
of unsegregated life was establish-
ed—for example, a proportionate
number of Negroes sat on State
Legislatures (one in three people
are Negro in the Southern States),
there were seven Negro Congress-
men and one Negro Senator, Now
there are none—and none sitting
even in municipal councils.
Through a variety of social and
legistlative pressures, the Negroes
are prevented from voting — a
1948 survey estimated that “the
total number of persons not
voting in eleven Southern states
because of the poll-tax and other
local reasons” was 7,700,000.

The unions have not taken up
the battle and the forcible eman-
cipation of foreign territories has
not produced an ideological re-
vision—nor has prosperity. The
racial minorities (which include,
when Negro open slave traffic
was brought to an end, Chinese
and Japanese) are a group outside
the basic definition of “man”—
even the legislative help given to

the Negroes does not help the
other groups. The Red Indians, a
million or so when the first white
men crossed America and a quar-
ter of a million by the 1930,
have been exterminated by direct
violence, by economic disposses-
sion (being driven into desert
regions), by the disease and star-
vation following upon their posi-
tion. The average expectation of
life of the Pueblo Indians is
seventeen years—scarcely enough
to reproduce the nation. The Ne-
groes have the highest crime rate
in the country, their expectation
of life is ten years below that of
the white population. Negroes are
five times as likely as whites to
contract tuberculosis, eight times
as apt to get syphilis, and so on.
“The real problem is not the
Negro but the white man’s atti-
tude towards the Negro.” (Bailey).
Patriotism, Imperialism, and
Racialism find a common source
in the tribal morality which al-
ways raises irrelevant issues to
obscure the basic situation, to
blanket ignorance, to keep the
sensitive conscience clean. This
book, too detailed and extensive
for a short review to do it justice,
must be read not as an excellently
close survey of a diehard last
stand, but as the description of a

-very real state of affairs. It is a

state of affairs our betters are
disposed to ignore in the interests
of international demands, a state
of affairs the United Nations pas-
ses over, that the South Africans
are trying to emulate, and we as
socialists must face if moral state-
ments are to lose their exclusion-
ist qualifications. We do not have
to be Communists (and this is the
first American counter-charge) or
remotely sympathetic to Commu-
nists to believe that race is not
a condition for the application of
human rights.

pub. “Sam dont want his
money”, remarked his mates
gleefully, and returned the cash
to their pockets.

“I've seen that geezer some-
where”, Bert murmured to Char-
lie. “So ’av 17, replied Charlie
a puzzled tone, The bartender
was quickly and happily pouring
out whiskies and sodas. “Been
a fire mate or”, he added more
hopefully “a 'murder?”. “PM7,
replied one of the newspapermen.
“Something happened this even-
ing”, Mike murmured to Maggie,
the barmaid, “bloke just said PM.
That stands for night time”.

“I know oo that geezer is nah”,
said Bert “saw ’im on the telly
up the Eagle. 'E’s the Prime Mini-
ster”. Bill the beer ponce was
listening. “You mean the Guv'-
ment?” he asked and without
waiting for a reply he was sitting
at the little man’s table. Bert and
Charlie could hear him explaining
how he had supported the Prime
Minister and the Party since he
was a nipper. “I've suffered for
the corse”, he declared. *’ad
bricks and milk-bottles frown at
me”. “So ‘e ’as”, muttered Char-
lie, “but not for the corse”, re-
plied Bert,

Then Bella came into the pub.
She was usually known to Bert
and his mates as “that tart out of
Limbo Street, dim as a candle”.
“What’s going on?” she asked.
“Film director from ‘Ollywood
looking for a leading lady”, re-
plied Charlie, winking at Bert.
Bella made her way to the little
man’s table. “Allo”, she said *‘can
you and I get together?” She
waggled her large hips from side
to side, then she turned round and

Three

gave the little man the benefit of
her rear view for a moment. Tur-
ning back again she stretched her
mouth into a broad smile.

“Oh, yes, of course”, replied
the little man, looking rather un-
comfortable, “we particulariy
want the support of the ladies”.
“Or leading ladies?” Bella asked
archly *“‘come ’ome with me and
we'll go over the script”. The
little man was saved from reply-
ing because the door burst open
and in came Dick who was
known as a plain speaker. “Blee-
din’ well meetin’ the people is "e”,
he shouted, “let im meet 'em up
my street. All our ceilin’s are
comin’ dahn, pools of water on
the floor, and the bleedin’ land-
lords are putting up the rents”.
One of the detectives moved over
to Dick. Dick did not go quietly,
but he went.

By then a crowd of people had
collected outside the pub and two
squad cars had arrived. It took
them about ten minutes to clear
the crowd and the Crossed Gar-
ters had two broken windows.

One of the detectives came up
to the Prime Minister. “Clear off
or you'll be done for soliciting”,
he whispered to Bella. She gave
him a nasty look, but she left the
pub. “There has been a mistake,
sir””, he said to the Prime Minister
“apparently the local officials of
the Party are waiting in a public -
house in the next street. Shall we
proceed?” “I'd like to go home”,
murmured the little man rising to
his feet and tottering to the door.
The two detectives and news-
papermen followed him and a
deathly silence settled on the
Crossed Garters .“Two pints of
M and B Mike,” Bert ordered.

Eccles, Minister
November 9.

November 7.

Bailey, November 11.

Francisco.

Soviet, October 31.

November.

Lord Morrison of Lambeth.

IT’S RICH

“History is mainly concerned with putting the rate of interest
in its place”—George Schwartz, Sunday Times, September 20.

“If we didn’t have any washing machines, and electrical appli-
ances for the home, we could produce a sputnik”—Sir David
of Education,

“The majority of people sent to Gokwe (detention area)
appreciate the efforts being made to rehabilitate them, but
a few trouble-makers are making it impossible at present for
this to come about”—Mr. Jack Quinton, Southern Rhodesian
Acting Minister of African Affairs, Times, November 4.

“He was asked about another boy who was made to sweep
the yard for days ‘rather in the manner of a glasshouse’. Mr.
Price said he would not agree that this was pointless; it was,
he said, a genuine attempt to try to do something positive
with a difficult boy”—Times report on Carlton School enquiry,

“If Labour is ever to persuade the nation that it can govern a
prosperous Britain, the Socialist True Believers will first have
to suspend their moral disapproval of the high profit-making
private sector”—John Beavan, Observer, November 8.

" “There’s nothing better than a lorry to get rid of a few
people”—Pc. O’Hara at the trial of the printworkers, Old

“We don't want to see a change in the social order of your
country” — Krushchev, to leaders of the CIO-AFL, San

“It is known that historically formed close bonds exist be-
tween Algeria and France”"—Kruschev, speaking to Supreme

“For this (getting the housing program restarted in Stepney)
is the real socialism, not some pie-in-the-sky idea of revolu-
tion”"—ClIr. Solly Kaye, Daily Worker, September 17.

“The first requirement of a person who seriously believes in
theory is to put himself right with the historical reasons for
his development” — Gerry Healy, Labour Review, October-

“Title or not, | know that | shall still be Herbie to the boys”"—

“It's poor without readers’ contributions”—SR Editor.

Speaking at Newcastle,
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We are happy to reproduce from last month’s issue of

THE PLATFORM rank-and-file busworker’s journal

LET US CHALLENGE THE TORIES by ‘puncry

HEN, in 1945, the British
workers and returning
soldiers united to put the Tory
Government of Winston Chur-
chill into the garbage can, they
carried out the operation with a
thoroughness that left Fleet
Street and the political “experts”
gasping, A new page in British
political history was written.
The common man, it appeared,
was on the march.

Fourteen years later, a general
election has returned that des-
pised and rejected Tory Govern-
ment for the third time in suc-
cession with an increased
majority, to the thunderous
cheers of Fleet Street, the stock
exchange, financiers, landlords,
and every cheap chiselling crook
from Land’s End to John
O’Groats.

1945 Election

How do we explain this? Are
we to assume that Viscount
Montgomery is right after all —
that the British working class is,
in fact, “barmey”? Or is there
a fundamental political explana-
tion? 4

When the British electorate
voted in 1945, soldiers of the first
world war marched into the pol-
ling booths side by side with their
sons returning from the second
world war and their women folk
from the bomb-scarred cities. We
were a united people who, in the
space of one lifetime, had been
forced to endure two murderous
wars and two decades of mass
unemployment.

In 1945, the British worker
voted from his heart, as never
before in our political history.
He voted for a new deal, for a
new society., He voted for an
end to destruction, disease and
dirt. He voted for peace and
progress, for human dignity and
decency.

He had been tricked once be-
fore with the promise of “A land
fit for heroes to live in.” This
time he would not trust the poli-
ticians of the old school. Not
even the great “father figure” of
Churchill could save the Tories.
The British people wrote a blank
cheque for a Labour Government
to begin to build a new society at
home and enduring peace abroad.

1959 Election

The Tory majority of 1959 is
the measure of the failure of the
1945 Labour Government to live
up to the high ideals and aspira-
tions of the people. Elected to
apply socialist policies to prob-
lems at home and abroad, the
Labour Government quickly
emerged as the champion and
defender of capitalism on all
fronts. Wage restraint and de-
valuation allied to sharply rising
prices undermined the living

standards of the people at home.
Servile acceptance of American
domination through Nato, sup-
port of the Korean war and of
German rearmament — all these

policies bore the authentic hall-
mark, not of Socialism, but of
Toryism.

The first ever British Govern-
ment presented itself to the world
with a Fabian tract in human
brotherhood in one hand, and a
hydrogen bomb in the other.
Thus did they dig their own grave
and guarantee the return to power
of the Tories. That the archi-
tects of this disaster should have
the brass nerve to blame the
working class for the conse-
quences of their own political
bankruptcy, is surely the most
nauseating spectacle of all time.

And where do we go from
here? In their defeat as in their
victory, the right-wing clique
that dominate the Labour Move-
ment show that they are a world
apart from the man on the
factory floor. The conclusions
they draw from the election re-
sult hardly differ from those of
Fleet Street and the Tories them-
selves. In effect, they say:

Britain is no longer a nation of
two classes, but one equal society.
The class struggle is old fashioned
and out of date. Let us, therefore
drop such terms as “‘Socialism™
and “Working Class”. Let us
even drop the name “Labour”.
After all, it has such a horrid,
common ring that smells of the
0ld Kent Road. How could any
self-respecting millionaire be ex-
pected to join such a Party?

What sort of political dopes do
they think we trade unionists are?
Do they really believe they can

kid us that £10 a week Nobby
Clark who drives a bus is the twin
brother of £200 a week Sir Brian
Robertson who drives Nobby
Clark? Is Judy O’'Grady the
clippie, really a sister under the
skin to Lady Muck? Are Charlie
Brown of Wapping and Sir Ber-
nard Docker just a couple of old-
age pensioners enjoying a spree
under the welfare state? Is there
really no difference between
working for a living and having
ten thousand other blokeés doing
it for you? No difference between
the exploiter and the exploited?

No class system, eh? So long
as we have a capitalist system—
so long will we have classes. So
long as we have classes — so
long will we have class warfare
— and, so long will we trade
unionists stand in the front-line
trenches in that war, whether we
consciously recognise it, or not.

If the Labour Party is to sur-
vive there must be a return to
basic socialist ideas and policies
accompanied by a drastic prun-
ing of much dead wood at the
top. Frank Cousins sounded the
note for this when, at the recent
T.U.C., he said:

“What we want is a Labour
Government pledged to genmine
socialist policies.”

If the entire Labour and Trade
Union Movement is roused and
united for a genuine fight for its
already declared aims, then des-
pite its apparent strength, this
Tory Government can be brought
down long before its 5-year term
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is completed. When the whole
Labour Movement is inspired and
in action it will prove invincible.
But let the next five years of
Labour “opposition” follow the
pattern of the last five years —
and the Tories might well still' be
in power when the 21st Century
dawns.

The present situation demands,
above all, some central issue
around which the entire Labour
Movement can be rallied for
action NOW without waiting for
the 5-year parliament to unwind
its weary length. Such an issue is
the 40-hour week, which is the
declared aim of every major trade
union in the country — a claim
that is a hundred times justified
by present day conditions
throughout industry.

Here is a golden opportunity
for Frank Cousins to justify bold
words about ‘“‘genuine socialist
policies” by leading the whole
trade union movement on this
great issue.

It was a loud election boast of
Macmillan and the Tories that
our economy was booming —
that the nation was never more
prosperous. Very well. We can
challenge him on his own ground.
Let the working class share in
that prosperity — in the shape of
the long-awaited 40-hour week.
Here is common ground upon
which the Labour Movement can
challenge Toryism and set into
motion the revival so urgently
needed.

THE CLASS CHARACTER OF
THE LABOUR PARTY by P Mansell

HE LABOUR PARTY, alone

among the three major par-

ties that have dominated the

British Political scene in the last

hundred years, openly proclaims
its class character.

~ Its very name indentifies it with
the working class. The Tories
label themselves Conservatives or
Unionists or what you will, but
they never label themselves the
Landowners’ Party or the Ty-
coons' Party. The Liberals have
never called themselves the Party

of the Middle Class or the Shop-

keepers’ Party.

This difference is not accidental.
Any capitalist party must hide
its class character even from it-
self. Because it represents the
interests of a minority class, it
must claim to be above class and
“national”’, hoping thereby to
appeal for support from ‘the wor-
king class, or from sections of it
at least. Tt must confuse and blur
the deep class contradictions that
lie at the heart of capitalist
society.

Awareness
A party of the working class

has no need for such subterfuges.
It represents the majority class

in a capitalist society, and repre-
sents the genuine national interest
infinitely better than a capitalist
party. If it is true to its class
position and imbued with Socia-
list consciousness, it is proud of
representing the class which alone
is progressive and capable of
carrying society forward to its
next and higher stage. Thisaware-
ness of present, and even greater
potential, strength is an essential

element in the ultimate victory
of the working class.

But the working class character
of the Labour Party goes far
deeper than a mere name. Even
fascists use the name (National)
Labour. Its main distinctive fea-
ture is its close association with
the trade unions, the organ of
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working class industrial organi-
zation. As we all know, the La-
bour Party was the child of the
trade unions. The Socialist groups
that preceded it made compara-
tively little headway largely be-
cause they lacked any organized
connexion with the unions (even
though prominent individualtrade
unionists were often among their
members). As the Labour Party
developed, a place was found for
individual members, in addition
to membership through affiliated
organizations; constituency par-
ties were formed; the Parliamen-
tary Labour Party developed on
its own lines.

Nevertheless the connexion be-
tween the two wings of the move-
ment has remained intimate on all
levels, from the top brass of the
NEC, down to the level of the
constituency party to which local
trade unions affiliate and send
delegates to General Management
Committees, etc. In the eyes of
the great majority of workers, the
Labour Party is their party and
it can count on a massive, instinc-
tive loyalty from these workers.
All this, of course, does not ex-
clude the fact that the leadership
of the Labour Party can and does
play a reactionary and often anti-
working class role. But the charac-
ter of the leadership does not
define the character of the party.

Argument

Now, since the election, the
idea is being openly canvassed
that it is time the Labour Party
lose its class character. The very
pame is said to be damaging and
the identification in the public
mind of Labour Party and Trade
Unions is said to have lost us a
lot of votes, because the trade
unions are unpopular and be-
cause workers in one industry
have little or no sympathy with
the struggles of workers in other
industries.

The argument runs something
like this. At a time of relative
prosperity such as this, the in-
dividual worker is keen to “get
on” socially. He wants, quite
naturally to move into a better
house, to have a car, to get a
good education for his children,
etc. In other words, he wants to
move into a type of life which in
the past has been characteristic
of the middle class, rather than of
the working class. To do so, he
feels it necessary to bury his wor-
king class “past” and to proclaim
his new status by voting against

Two classes

a working class party.
There is an element of truth in

the assertion that people do seek

what they feel is a higher status.
In a society which for centuries

has been stratified into classes,
whose mainspring has been ruth-
less competition between indivi-
duals, where the good things of
life (not only materially but
culturally) have been reserved for
the few, where all the agencies
moulding public opinion have
openly and by implication held
up manual labour to contempt, it
would be very surprising if this
were not the case.
to-day by dint of overtime wor-
king, plus wives’ earnings, can

But the fact that some workers
achieve a better standard of living
than in the past does not mean
that their class position has al-
tered. It remains as trome as it
ever was that there are two oppo-
sing classes—capitalist and wor-
ker. To deny this, or to slur it
over, serves the interest only of
the ‘capitalist class. The present
system suits them fine. They want
the worker to be as content with
it as they are themselves. The
more fragmented the working
class, the more each worker is
thinking of “getting on™ himself,
the weaker are the workers
collectively.

Besides the extent to which any

worker can “‘get on” under capi-
talism unless he has exceptional
luck is so limited. It is not our
job as a party to create or foster
any illusion either that the present
relative prosperity can last for
evermore or that the emancipa-
tion of the working class can be
achieved by any means other than
collective action. It is precisely at
a time like this that we must em-
phasize again and again that the
only way the workers are going to
get a really full life, instead of a
few extra crumbs, is by collective
action for a class end. The La-
bour Party must unequivocally
reassert its class character.

Similarly there must be no,
repeat mo, loosening of the links
with the trade unions. If there is
a feeling among the workers that
only their particular struggle

matters and that strikes in other -

industries are usually “wild cat”,
and a damned nuisance, it must
be explained, over and over again,
that the common class interest
transcends particular sectional in-
terests and that a victory for any
group of workers is the best
assurance of victories for others.

Five

A divorce from the trade
unions would be a catastrophe for
the Labour Party. The possible
gain of some floating voters, some
middle class elements and some
aspirants to middle class status
would be no compensation. It
has been suggested that the Left
would benefit if the trade unions
ceased to be affiliated, because
the control of the Party would
pass to the constituency parties
and the dead weight of the block
vote would be removed. But this
is hopelessly short-sighted. The
problem of, pushing the move-
ment towards the left is not to be
solved by truncating it in this
way. The way is to fight against
apathy and for more democratic
practices within the trade unions
so that the block vete is a truer
reflection of rank and file opinion.

The Labour Party must set
itself resolutely to the task, not
of wooing the vague “centre”
voter, but to win over once and
for all those workers who now
vote Tory. It must assert and by
its actions prove that it is the
champion of the workers’ in-
terests,

M Millett

YOUNG PEOPLE

THOSE RESPONSIBLE for “A
Charter for Youth” have
managed to cover most of the
problems of today. So much so,
that several demands, each one
reasonable by itself, are incom-
patible with each other. This is
the trouble with the section on
“Young Workers in Training”.

The point

The demand: “Eventually the
apprentice and the adult worker
must receive the same wages in
all cases” and the aim "to extend
the opportunities for sandwich
courses of six months in school
and six months in industry” go
uneasily together. And possibly
equal wages for youth and adults
are not a desirable social aim.
Given that there should be a pro-
gressive elimination of the over-
time and piece-work worked by
adults, what would be the point
in growing up?

i
Basic solution

The section on young workers
in less-skilled jobs suffers from
the same lack of basic principle.
Agreed that young workers in
unskilled occupations should not
be doing the work of adults for
less wages. But they should not
be doing it for the same wages
either. They ought not to be there
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AT WORK

at all, They ought to be learning
something more useful, more con-
structive than addressing post
cards or glueing plastic heads on
plastic soldiers.

I believe that the basic solution
to the various problems of youth
is to conceive of education and
the state’s responsibility for it
continuing until twenty or twenty-
one. Under this age, everybody
ought to be at school or attending
an approved apprenticeship or
sandwich course. This is more
“school” than is strictly required
for many occupations but this is
an opportunity for extending gen-
eral education at the ages (sixteen
to twenty) when it is very likely
of most advantage.

Youth away

Of course, the concept of
approved apprenticeship for all is
easier to put into effect than the
six months sandwich courses. For
a start, a program would prob-
ably have to confine itself to ex-
tending one-day release to all
young workers.

Since it is a physical impossi-
bility to provide every sort of
training in every town attention
must be paid to the problems of
youth and students living away
from home.

Utopian ?

Consideration might be given
to a non-military form of Nat-
ional Service. Work in under-
developed countries would be of
particular advantage. If this idea
is ever developed, It think it is
important that supervision should
be by nationals of the country
concerned and the life and con-
ditions of the young temporary
workers should be as closely in-
tegrated as possible with the life
of the country. This service

should not be compulsory and I
do not think that there would be
any lack of volunteers.

Now all this might seem a bit
Utopian. But there are other fac-
tors involved. Two of the difficul-
ties of the capitalists of the West
are the need for automation to
make their industries competitive

and the quite remarkable techni-

cal success of the Soviet bloc. It
is increasingly recognised by capi-
talists that in their own interests
both these problems require a
great increase in the standard of
education. Therefore in the future
it is quite likely the problem will
not be a shortage of money (for
even British capitalists will start
spending money twenty years too
late) but to ensure that it is spent
in the most constructive way. The
thing to avoid is the capitalist
concept of a highly educated elite,
largely drawn from their own
cultural class, backed up by a
highly certificated but narrowly
educated section of technicians.
The rest of the population is then
of course a vast highly mobile
labour force, equally suited for
button pressing or suit pressing.

By historical accident, socialists
have, even under capitalist gove-
ernments, a considerable in-
fluence upon educational policy.
Local education authorities are
more often than not under the
control of labour councillors.
And once I heard the Labour
Party rather rudely described as
“The League of Militant School-
teachers”. However, the driving,
politically most advanced force in
the French Revolution were the
lower middle class lawyers. This
was also true of the American
Revolutionaries and the English
Commonwealth. Similarly, the
League of Militant School
teachers may yet have its histor-
ical function.
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