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GERMAN
RE-ARMAMENT

*
Asks John

HE Debate in the House
of Commons after the
Berlin Conference coin-

cided with the Annual General
Meeting of my Labour Party.
The decision of the Parliamen-
tary Labour Party, by a bare
majority, .to support the Re-
armament of Germany brought
forth a spate of emergency
motions opposing this decision
and calling for an emergency
national conference. My Party,
which has a strong Left Wing
and a strong Right Wing, were
wunited in their reaction, and,
the A.G.M. became a demon-
stration against the decision to
re-arm Germany.

It is not clear why the Parlia-
- mentary Labour Party and the
National Executive Committee of
the Labour Party rushed suddenly
into this new declaration in spite
of the fact that they had great
difficulty in obtaining a majority
for such a declaration. They must
have known that by avoiding the
conditions laid down by the More-
cambe and Margate Conferences
they were inviting immediate op-
position and sharply dividing the
whole Labour Movement.

In fact it is very doubtful
whether, if a decision were taken
now, they could obtain a majority
for German Re-armament within
the Parliamentary Labour Party.

OPPOSITION GROWS

Since February 24th there has
been a mounting wave of opposi-
tion. First from the Constituency
Parties, and now from sections of
the Movement at their annual
-conferences.

We had the Co-operative Party
and the Union of Distributive
Workers both coming out strongly
against German Re-armament,
followed by the annual conference
of the Amalgamated Engineering
Union, where the opposition to
‘German Re-armament was com-
plete and absolute., To quote the
“ Manchester Guardian” of last
Friday :(—

“The engineers’ decision was
quite uncompromising. They

Is There An Alternative? %

Diamond

are unconditionally opposed to
German re-armament. They re-
ject out of hand the concept of
the European Defence Com-
munity.”

WHO WILL LEAD ?

The writing on the wall is now
quite clear for all to see, and there
is little doubt that the Whitsun
week-end will give us another spate
of annual conferences on the same
lines. The unhappy declaration in
favour of German Re-armament is
already raising the whole question
of the leadership of the Labour
Party, and this question of leader-
ship will not be an easy one for
the Labour Party to resolve, but
it is one that all of us in the Move-
ment must face during the months
to come.

Which are the “ suicide clubs”
—the Constituency Labour Parties
which have taken ‘the lead in
opposing German Re-armament or
those Labour Leaders who are
trying to commit the Labour Party
to the Re-armament of Germany?
We may soon know.

Since the 25th of February we
have learned that hundreds of
Constituency Labour Parties up
and down the country have reacted
similarly, and are opposed to the
Re-armament of Germany.

DISCUSSION NEEDED

Mr. Herbert Morrison told the
House of Commons on February
24th during the d8bate on the Ber-
lin Conference that the differences
of opinion in the Labour Party on

German Re-armament “are sin-
cerely held and are convictions
which are fairly held and which
we must mutually discuss.” We
agree with Mr. Morrison and we
are doing everything possible fo
get the subject fairly and fully dis-
cussed.

The reason given for the deci-
sion was that the Berlin Con-
ference constituted the * further
efforts ” called for by the Mareate
Conference resolution. We deny
this, and we have prepared a 4,000
word Statement on German Re-
armament which deals with the
subject fully, and which we claim
is official Labour Party Policy.
This official Labour policy is
sound and socialist, and is a basis
on which a constructive and

Help the Fight
AGAINST
TORYISM
and WAR!

Support Viet-minh Terms gfor Cease-Fire

Here Is A Chanee
KFor Peace In Asia

HE might of Imperial

France, well-equipped by

their “friends” in the
United States and possessing
absolute air supremacy, forced
to surrender to the armed
forces of the Indo-Chinese
people ! That was Dien Bien
Phu. The biggest blow to an
out-dated and vicious colo-
nialism yet to take place

It was not superior arms that
furthered this amazing defeat of
the French. It was the over-
whelming moral superiority of the
Indo-Chinese who fought with the
knowledge that they were freeing
their land of an age-old oppressor.

The French on the contrary,
fought a purely military action,
surrounded entirely by a bitterly
hostile population and conscious
of the fact that at home in metro-
politan France the prevailing
mood was to end the war on al-
most any terms.

THE FUTURE FIGHTS THE
PAST

Viet-minh in fact represented
the Asian Revolution against op-
pression, misery, squalor and ex-
ploitation. The French represen-
ted all that must pass, and is pass-
ing away—foreign domination of
the Asian peoples.

Absolutely understandable there-
fore, is the note of iqbllatxon
which permeates the official com-

munique of the Viet-minh High
Command which announced the
fall of Dien Bien Phu.

“The Vietnam people’s forces
have completely defeated the
enemy on the Dien Bien Phu
battlefront and scored the
greatest victory ever recorded in
the history of the Vietnam
People’s Army.

“QOver 21 enemy battalions
and 10 companies. numbering
over 16,000 crack troops anad all
the French Command including
one brigadier-general, 16 colo-
nels, 1,749 officers and non-

Editorial

commissioned officers  were
killed injured or made prisoners
in this offensive.

“The Vietnam People’s Army
brought down or destroyed 62
enemy planes of various types
and captured all enemy arms
and depots of ammunition and
military equipment.”

The offensive lasted 55 days
and nights from March 13 to
May 7, 1954.

“The Vietnam People’s Army
captured all enemy arms, ammu-
nition, vehicles—including artil-
lery pieces, tanks, trucks, etc.
and all enemy depots of ammu-
nition and military equipment.

peaceful settlement could be
achieved in Europe. There was no
justification for abandoning this
policy and for handing the Labour
Party on a plate to Churchill.

As the demands for emergency
conferences were not responded to,
we decided to call a Delegate Con-
ference for our area, which covers
the counties of London and
Middlesex. We were told by
Transport House that we could
not do this, and although we could
not see what objection could pos-
sibly be taken to our proposal, we
did not proceed with the confer-
ence.

A CHANCE TO SPEAK
Instead we are now holding a

Private Meeting restricted to
Labour Party Members who are
members of their Constituency
Management Committees. No ob-
jection has been taken to this
meeting, and we are most anxious
that it should be as representative
as possible, and we would ask
readers of this paper to tell mem-
bers of their Management Com-
mittee about it. By doing this
they will be helping to make this
meeting on this most important
subject a success.

For further particulars, and
copies of our Statement of the
Case Against German Re-arma-
ment, please write to Holborn and
St. Pancras South C.L.P. 169
Hampstead Reoad, N.W.1.

The number of parachutes cap-
tured amounts to 30,000.”

PEACE DESIRED

Yet, despite their resounding
victory, there is no desire by the
peoples of Indo-China to continue
the war a day longer than is neces-
sary. They are absolutely wiiling
to end the fighting—providing
justice is done to the legitimate
aspirations of the Indo-Chinese
people.

This is showed beyond all doubt
in the peace terms announced by
the Viet-minh delegate to the
Geneva Conference.

1. Recognition by France of
the sovereignty and independence
of Viet Nam, Laos and Cambodia.

2. An agreement to withdraw
ALL foreign troops from these
territories within a time limit to
be agreed upon by the belligerents.

3. Free Elections in Viet Nam,
Laos and Cambodia.

These are the main proposals.
They are just, democratic and must
surely be supported by every
socialist in this country.

The people of Viet Nam are not
seeking aggrandisement, they are
not seeking to hold anyone in sub-
jection—they merely insist on the
right to manage their own affairs
without the interference of foreign
powers.

LABOUR’S
RESPONSIBILITY

Whether these simpie demands
will lead to peace depends pri-
marily on the Labour Movements
in the Western World. If we use
all our great strength to compel
our governments to accede to the
just demands of Viet-minh then
peace can be established in South
East Asia. The shadow of World
War III which hangs over us all
will be lifted.

The Asian Revolution has
shown its tremendous strength.
Dien Bien Phu has thrown con-
fusion and demoralisation into the
men of the old order. Dulles has
temporarily retired from the
scene in high dudgeon. But he
will come again if he can. Plans
for the fashioning of an instru-
ment of aggression in Asia—the

South East Asia Treaty Organisa-
tion—are going ahead, with the ob-
vious connivance of the British
Tory Government.

There is real need for vigilance
on the part of the Labour Move-
ments of the world. The victors
of Dien Bien Phu have offered a
chance of peace that must be
grasped without hesitation by our
Labour Movement here in Britain
...yet so far there is an inexcus-
able silence from the leadership
of the Labour Party. Here is a
chance to lead—by declaring, with-
out reservations, support for the
main proposals of the peoples of
Viet Nam. ‘

The National Executive Com-
mittee meets next week. Labour
Party members will insist that it
places our movement on the side
of the Asian Revolution and for
world peace. Let the Tories and
their American friends know that
British Labour will not tolerate a
world war to place the French
back in power in Indo-China.

Tory Trick To Catch The Homeless

OES the new scheme for
larger advances for house
purchase mean that Mr.

MacMillan, Tory Housing
Minister, has developed a
heart of gold ? Is he moved
to pity by the thought of count-
less young couples living in
furnished rooms or with in-
Jaws ?

A glance at his official circular
disproves that suggestion. It says:
“The time has come when every
reasonable step should be taken to
minimise the heavy and increas-
ing burden housing subsidies put
upon rates and taxes.” This
scheme is intended as a partial
substitution for municipal hous-
ing. The meotive is financial—not
‘humanitarian. The theme song is
“Don’t spend so much money on
providing houses to let—sell them
instead.”

Countless thousands of families
are living in heart-breaking con-
ditions. All the efforts of the
‘Government should be turned to

* Light on the ‘ Buy-Your-Own-House’ Scheme %

giving new houses to those most
in need, and in using to the full
all the available accommodation.

The people are led to believe
that rapid re-housing is prevented
by shortages of materials and
other such factors. Yet the Minis-
try’s circular says: “ During the
last two years, however, the pro-
duction of building materials has
steadily increased and enabled
licences for the building of unsub-
sidised houses—for sale or for
letting—to be granted with pro-
gressively  increasing freedom,
with the result that 60,528 private
enterprise houses were completed
in England and Wales in 1953 as
against 32,078 in 1952, and 21,406
in 1951.”

We know that the vast majority
of these unsubsidised houses are
for sale, thus showing that some-
thing in the region of 60,000
houses have gone — not to those
most in need—but to those most
able to pay.

The Ministry’s circular con-

tinues : “It is generally recog-
nised also that the clearance and
replacement of slums sets local
authorities a formidable task of
the first importance and urgency.”
No-one will disagree with that—
but here follows the catch : “ They
will be better able to concentrate
on it if other agencies can be per-
suaded to make a growing contri-
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bution, to the satisfaction of other
housing needs, including the needs
of families who want accommo-
dation to rent.”

So let the local authorities clear
the slums, there’s no profit in that.
But put other housing back in the
hands of the jerry-builders and the
profit-seekers. Thus runs the hope
of “private enterprise”. The
Labour Party, on the contrary, re-
gards housing as a public service,

and will fight to extend municipal
ownership.

It is, of course, no accident that
this scheme is announced on the
eve of the municipal elections. It
is an endeavour to catch the
“middle class” vote, with the
twin slogans of “a property-own-
ing democracy ” and “reduce the
rates.”

It is also aimed at the young
voters, in their twenties, en-
gaged or married in the last two
or three years, who can’t have
children till they get a house
and can’t get a house till they
have children.

In many cases it will raise false
hopes. Some couples, however,
paying £3 or so for a couple of
furnished rooms from which they
can be evicted at any time and
where they can have no family
life, might even find it more
economical to buy a house and
might be glad to make use of the
scheme. Thev are, in any case,
frequently striving desperately to
raise the deposit, and no doubt

they will be relieved by this pro-
vision for larger advances. But all
that this “ concession ” amounts to
is in utilising the housing short-
age to help property speculators
to keep up the price of houses by
ensuring a market.

It is taking advantage of the
housing shortage, not solving it.

A comprehensive plan is needed
to ensure full and rational use of
all housing accommodation. All
new houses should be built by
local authorities, and let by them
to those most in need. All empty
houses should incur rates, and, if
empty more than three months,
should be immediately requisi-
tioned and let.

The furnished room racket
should be stopped by rent control
and security of tenure. There may
well be a place for assisted house
purchase within the general
scheme, but it must not be re-
garded as a substitute for munici-
pal housing.

Mr. MacMillan’s scheme—like
all Tory schemes—is a trick de-
signed to catch those in desperate
need of homes.

Unions To
Meet On
War Danger?

N contrast to the hysterical
¢ toe-the-line > brigade who
are doing their best to ex-

pel Aneurin Bevan from the
Labour Party, the General
Secretary of the Amalgamated
Engineering Union has sugges-
ted that trade unionists should
meet together to discuss
seriously a policy for Labour
on foreign affairs.

Mr. Ben Gardner, according to
a “Times ” report, has written an
article in the current issue of the
A.E.U. journal in which he says
that issues like German Re-arma-
ment and the war in Indo-China
“are not marely political.” Trade
unions are affected to such an ex-
tent that they should have an op-
portunity of ascertaining how far
they are in agreement.

He therefore proposes a con-
ference of Trade Union Execu-
tives. If, says Mr. Gardner, union
executives met during a time of

economic  crisis, they should
surely meet now to discuss, in
their members’ interests, the

“ existing precarious counterpoise
of the world between war and
peace.”

This is an excellent idea. Trade
unionists cannot stand aloof on
political questions. The A.E.U. at
its recent Conference decided not
to support German Re-armament.
The vote was unanimous in a
union which is, with 900,000
members, the second largest in
the country.

It is high time that great weight
of opinion was brought to bear
in the present discussion on
foreign policy within the Labour
Movement.

Bevan and

Morrison

What is it all
about ?
(See article on p. 2)
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Bevan and Morrison

* It is a Difference of Principle *

AST week in the “ Social-
ist" Commentary > Mor-
rison fired the first shot

in a campaign by right wing
leaders of the Labour Move-
ment to silence Aneurin Bevan
or remove him from the
Labour Party. The rank and
file must, and will, rally to
Bevan’s defence. What is at
stake is not primarily the fate
of one individual leader but
whether the party is to move
forward to take its own inde-
pendent socialist position on
home and foreign policy or
whether it is to be tied to the
policies of Toryism, particu-
larly in relation to the Anglo-
American Alliance.

1t is not simply the resignation
of Bevan from the Shadow
Cabinet which has engendered the
present state of affairs within the
party. The drive of the right
wing against Bevan is the result
of a much more fundamental pro-
cess—the steady growth within
the party and among the working
people in general of anti-war
sentiment, of uneasiness at the
plans of American Big Business
and of opposition to imperialist
adventures against the deep going
revolutionary movement in the
colonial and semi-colonial world.
The resignation of Bevan was it-
self a reflection of that.

RIGHT-WING AIMS

The right wing are faced with
a mounting demand - for the
Labour Movement to cut itself
free from, and stand in opposition
to, the Dulles-Eden foreign policy.
They are faced with the possibility
of a defeat at the Labour Party
Conference or, at the best—from
their point of view—with a very
small majority in their favour. In
such circumstances they attempt
desperately either to imprison
Bevan in anti-democratic rules or
to iexpel him from the party and
thus remove a figure around which
the opposition could coalesce.

That is like trying to hold back
Niagara with a fork. The sup-
pression of Bevan will not sup-
press “ Bevanism "—the general
left wing sentiment among the
rank and file of the Labour Party,
the growing opposition to the
drive to war. Proscriptions, vic-
timisations of leaders, removal of
democratic rights will not stop
that movement, which is rooted
deep in the experiences and
" socialist traditions of the rank
and file. Only the defeat of right
wing policies and concealed coali-
tions with Toryism, will end that
movement.

Mr. Herbert Morrison, in his
article in “ Socialist Commen-
tary 7 attempts to minimise the
conflict on principles in the
Labour Party. For him the differ-
ences in the Labour Party revolve
around the question of expediency.
There is no “fundamental clea-
vage of principles.” By this
method he can create the impres-
sion that the conflict is due simply
to the foolishness, the awkward-
ness, the ambition of a certain
group of people, and their in-
ability to work loyally with their
colleagues in the Parliamentary
Labour Party or in the leadership
of the Movement.

In fact there is a difference of
principle. Mr. Morrison evi-
dently cannot recognise principles
in any -case so we would not ex-
pect him' to recognise this differ-
ence. But it is a difference that
is vital to the Labour Movement,
and the future of the working
people of Britain. In practice
there has already been evidence
of this in regard to one of huma-
nity’s greatest problems — the
drive towards war.

One of the most important fac-
tors which prevented the British
Government from agreeing to
intervene in Indo-China together
with American imperialism was
the widespréad opposition which
it knew such intervention would
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engender among the

people at home.

By his resignation Bevan high-
lighted the prevailing sentiment
among the rank and file of the
Labour Movement and the work-
ing-class in general. It brought
sharply home to American Big
Business and the Tory Govern-
ment that full intervention for the
defence of colonialism in the East
would be met with opposition by
a large section of the Labour
Movement.

For that reason alone—the fact
that his action helped to check
American plans in the Far East—
the Labour rank and file must
rally resolutely to his defence.

He is accused of splitting the
party. Why ? Because he resigns
from a committee which adopted
a course he, in all principle, dis-
agreed with? And when that
course is tearing the party away
from its independent and socialist
principles, lining it up with the
Dulles-Eden combination in
foreign policy ? In such circum-
stances blame for splitting the
party rests with those who seek
to separate it from all its inde-
pendent, socialist and anti-colonial
traditions; and not with those who
fight such a course.

WHO AIDS TORIES ?

Mr. Morrison declares that
Aneurin Bevan has embarrassed
the Labour Party and aided the
Tories. “The so-called left”
which is guilty of “foolishness ”
can be sure of “first-class publi-
city in the anti-Labour press ” he
declares. Bevan certainly is
given much publicity in the anti-
Labour press. But, unlike Morri-
son, he receives no praise from
that quarter. All are united in
attacking him.

In the last few weeks, almost
every editor in the anti-Labour
press has been ready with advice
on how Morrison and the other
right wing leaders could deal with
Bevan. The anti-Labour forces

working

6th: “A victory for Bevanite
socialism in the next election
would be a disaster beyond com-
putation.”

There speaks the voice of Tory-
ism. It is certain that the prospect
of a victory for Morrisonism
strikes no such alarm among
them. On the contrary; they can
hope only for victory for the
forces in the Labour Party who
are united with them .on foreign
policy.

Thus in rallying to defend
Bevan the rank and file of the
Labour Party rallies not only
against the right wing but also
against the Tories. The first step
in fighting Toryism is to establish
the independence of the Labour
Movement.

In the same issue of “ Socialist
Commentary ” where  Herbert
Morrison gives the signal for the
offensive on Bevan there is the
following statement by ¢ Com-
mentator ”. He declares that
Bevan’s actions would be justified
if they led to “the adoption of
a positive, trenchant policy which
could sweep Labour back into
power and advance the socialist
cause everywhere. But the fact is
that he has no such policy to
offer.”

Presumably the author is im-
plying that the right wing leader-
ship of the Labour Party are
offering such a policy. In this way
he only shows his inability to
understand the reasons why the
working people sacrificed and
struggled to establish their own
party independent of capitalist
politics.

It is precisely out of the desire
of the rank and file of the party
for a “ positive trenchant policy ”
as against the policies of Morri-
son and his colleagues, their
“new thinking ”. their compro-
mise with capitalists at home,
their failure to fight against the
war policies of American Big
Business and Toryism, that Bevan-
ism has gained support. And it
is as part of the fight for a “ posi-
tive, trenchant” and socialist
policy that the rank and file must
rout the present right wing offen-
sive against Bevan.

America Still Drives

HE * Economist”, im-
mediately after Bevan’s
resignation, put very

plainly what is at the root of
the present division in the
Labour Party. < ... the differ-
ences on principle” it de-
clared “ between Mr. Attlee,
who knows that with all its
annoyances the Anglo-Ameri-
can Alliance is the chief hope
of peace for the world and of
security for Britain, and Mr.
Bevan, who wants to smash it,
are the most important differ-
ences of principle in the
modern world.”

Shall the Labour Party go along
with American Big Business in the
vanguard of the forces striving to
preserve the old rotten system of
imperialism which it is pledged
to destroy ? That is the question
posed.

There is a fundamental conflict
in the world today. On the one
hand—the old imperialist order.
On the other—the colonial revo-
lution, erupting in Asia, Africa
and South America, and the Soviet
Union which—however much its
present leaders have departed
from the principles that governed
the leaders of the Russian Revo-
lution—represents an area torn
out of capitalist exploitation, thus
heightening the crisis of the old
system.

In that conflict American Big
Business takes the lead on behalf
of the old ruling classes. ‘It does
so because it is the most confident,
%h? strongest, and the most power-
ul.

Its allies in Europe, their Em-
pires crumbling, weakened in two
world wars are dragged willy
nilly along after it. Desperately
anxious for a breathing space they
might even be prepared to re-ad-
just themselves to the post-war
realities, accept the existence of
the Soviet Union, the Chinese
Peoples Republic and the Eastern
European States and the loss of
some of their former “ glories”.
However, there can be no adjust-
ment of the old system with the
constant eruption of the desire of
the colonial peoples for freedom.

to War

The rise of colonial revolt spells
death to the status quo. Only the
eradication of the old imperialism
can end the colonial revolution.

So, in attempting to defend and
maintain what they have left, the
older capitalist powers are forced
to go along with American Im-
perialism in its aggressive poli-
cies, as it rings the earth with
military bases and attempts the
diplomatic and military encircle-
ment of China and the Soviet
Union~policies that can only
lead to war. They have no alter-
native, only American power can
guarantee the continuance of their
economic system.

Thus, the enormity of the crime
of Bevan in the eyes of Tory poli-

By
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ticians and the press. That is why
the “Economist” describes as
“most vital ” that he is opposing
“the basic principle of foreign
policy that Ernest Bevin laid
down—the principle of according
paramount importance to the An-
glo-American Alliance.”

That Alliance is driving to war.
The basic aim of the U.S. Govern-
ment—with or without any suc-
cess for its pressures at Geneva—
remains. That is to weld together,
in a concerted strategy, a united
capitalist front, a front tied even
more firmly to the leadership of
American Big Business and direc-
ted at the colonial movements,
China and the Soviet Union. That
is'ltlhe meaning of Dulles’ “ united
will.”

Let no-one believe that when
Dulles refused the request for
American troops to land in Indo-
China, or when Eisenhower talks
of the possibility of achieving
a “modus vivendi” in the Far
East—as he did recently—that the
American Government is drop-
ping this strategy. Speaking of

the “ practical basis” on which
the East and West can get along,
Eisenhower declared the “com--
mon solution ” must “strengthen
the defences of the free world
against Communist expansion.””
Translated into the language of
reality, this means the strengthen-
ing of Boa Dai, Syngman Rhee
and colonial imperialism in Asia.

The aim remains, but in work-
ing out its strategy. American Big
Business can. only work with the
means at its disposal. Its Allies:
are bound to it fundamentally, but
occasionally drag their feet at the
consequences. Full intervention in
Indo-China meant going it alone
or, at least, with very unwilling
European Allies and amidst the
hostilities of Asian states such as

India and Burma. And in
America, there is rampant the
fear of another Korea. American

newspaper editors recently were:
bombarded with letters attacking
Nixon’s speech indicating that
American troops might be sent to
Indo-China.

U.S. Big Business hopes that
full-scale military intervention in
Asia will be more saleable to the
American public if America’s:
Allies are fully involved.

Hence, the holding back of a
smaller intervention now and the
probing for a “common solu-
tion” so as to prepare a unity
and an alliance for “ massive reta--
liation ” in the future against what
it views as the source of the
canker—China and the Soviet
Union.

That means World War Three.
That is where the Anglo-Ameri-
can Alliance leads. As that has
become clearer there has grown
an uneasiness in Labour’s ranks.
The rank and file of the Labour-
Movement rally to Bevan because
of this.

The stopping of this drive can
only be the task of the Labour
Movement. World War Three
can only be prevented by develop-
ing further the anti-war sentiments
among the working people which
have already helped to hold back
the war drive. These anti-war
sentiments can be developed posi-
tively in a fight against the war
alliances and in a programme

mortally fear Bevan’s victory. The
“Daily Telegraph ” made this
plain when it declared on May

PN each Western country

I authority must talk

more plainly and more
squarely to its lunatic fringe.

“At a time like this the
China lobby in America, which
howls so loudly for military
adventure against the Chinese,
and the Bevanite faction in
England, which is so bland
and so blind about the conse-
quences of a Communist vic-
tory, must not be allowed to
weaken, divide and disrupt the
Western Alliance.

“In  wrong-headedness and
doubt the greatest danger lies. To
see clearly, and to act re$olutely
—that has been, is, and always
will be the way to safety.”

Thus the ¢ News-Chronicle ’ edi-
torial of 26th April. I quote the
‘ Chronicle’. not because I have
any personal animus, but because
that newspaper may be ‘taken as
a reliable guide not exactly to
WHAT people think, but to the
WAY they are thinking.

Let me draw your attention to
that sentence which begins “ To
see clearly,” etc.,, and let us see

just how clearly the ¢ Chronicle’ ¥

sees things. Speaking of Indo-
China and the Chinese, it says:
“...they may feel the need for
peace—if they are readv to leave
the non-Communist Indo-Chinese
their independence and integrity
on terms the West can accept.”

*

Let us by all means see this
clearly. The < West’ is, of course,
Britain and America, mainly.
America is a country, notorious
throughout. the world for leaving
Communists their independence
and integrity, and Britain is the
country which has just suspended
the Constitution of one of its Colo-
nies, and imprisoned the former

Prime Minister—constitutionally

East versus West: Clear Thinking or . . .

‘Through A Glass Darkly

elected, mark you. The Constitu-
tion was suspended on the sole
grounds that the Government of
that Colony, freely elected, was
suspected, only suspected, of being
Communist. The name of the one
police witness mentioned in the
early stages has never, so far as I
can see, been published, nor was
the Prime Minister’s Defence
heard in the Parliamentary debate.
Dr. Jagan himself was imprisoned
for ‘going outside arbitrary bound-
aries in the course of his profes-
sional duties.

Look at it squarely — see it
clearly. These two countries pro-
pose to send delegates to Geneva,
and preach to the Communists
the doctrine of independence and
integrity. Haven’t we a strong
case! Are we not standing on
nice, firm ground ?

*

Most people in this country,
apparently, see things in terms of
black and white. We are white,
and therefore right, Communism
is black and, ipso facto, wrong.
And because a few, a very few,
people see things in terms of a
little white and a little black, with
innumerable shades of intervening
grey, we are called a “lunatic
ringe .

The ¢ Bevanites’ are described
as ‘bland and blind’. Is ‘Bland’
the adjective you would use in
connection with Nye Bevan ? As
to his blindness, why not read, or
re-read Wells’ ¢ Country of the
Blind’, and then think it over ?
We look at things so squarely in
Britain, we see things so clearly,
that we can howl at Bevan one
minute, do exactly what he told us
we should have to do the next,
and still call him a turbulent
trouble-maker, still swear that he
is wrong. Need I mention the
word ¢ Armaments *?

The ¢ Black and White ’ outlook
is a comfortable one, it is also very
easy. It is also impossible to justi-
fy. Very few things in this world

By G. C. Siddle

are just plain black or pure white.
Many religious sects adopt it,
which explains why so many
people are irreligious today—in
fact I can only think of two Chris-
tian sects which do not adopt it,
and even they are not wholly free.
However, this is not an article on
religion.

Black or White, Communism is
a fact which has to be accepted.
Neither our Tory press, nor the
¢ News-Chronicle °, nor indeed the
majority of people in the Western
world have sufficient clarity of
vision to see this. They persist in
thinking that world Communism
can be handled as it is being
handled in British Guiana (if it
really exists there to the extent
alleged). :

They think we have only to
shout long enough at the Commu-
nists, telling them that our point
of view is white, and theirs is
black, to effect a change of heart.
They presumably read, or have at
some time read, history, but they
see nothing clearly there, either.
Just as Trade-Unionism was a fact
which had to be accepted black
as some people thought it, just as
Non-Conformity in religion had
to be accepted, so we shall, sooner
or later, have to accept Commu-
nism.

This is not propaganda, it is
sober fact. We shall show our
wisdom, or the lack of it, in the
way we accept it. We have a
choice in the matter. We can
accept it with, or without,
bloodshed, and that is our only
choice. Unpalatable, perhaps,
but inevitable.

One thing is certain—ijust as the
transportation of certain Tolpudd-
lians failed to kill Trade-Union-
ism, and the burning alive and
torture of its devotees failed to
kill non-conformity to the Church

joining the Labour Movement
here with the colonial people in
struggle against the old system.

of Rome, so will ‘Red’ witch-
hunting down to the sacking of
Queen’s Scouts fail to kill Commu-
nism.

History proves that you cannot
successfully oppose an ideology
by force of arms. Christianity is
still a force today because the
Jews of the time thought they
could kill it by Kkilling its head.
Ideologies can only be combatted
by offering something better, and
can we honestly say that we have
anything better to offer ? Can we
look at British Guiana, Kenya,
Rhodesia, South Africa and Ugan-
da and still say, with honest con-
viction that our methods are right?
If we can, we do indeed see
‘through a glass, darkly’.

*

The West has much to offer the
East in knowledge and scientific
achievement, but it must be
offered in friendship, and not
forced upon them at a price they
are unable or unwilling to pay.
Above all it must not be offered
in conjunction with the Hydrogen
Bomb. It is the tragedy of this
age that America pours out so
much and is firmly convinced that
she asks nothing in return. To
her ‘Black and White’ way of
looking at things she honestly be-
lieves that the adoption of “ The
American Way of Life” is
really nothing to ask of anyone.
But the East has no more use Jfor
it than we should have for “ The
Chinese Way of Life ”. She asks
them, in fact to forfeit their in-
dependence and integrity—a de-
mand which we must not allow
China to make.

Can we see clearly the answer
to the question “ What do we do
when. Kenya turns Communist 79
Do you see things so clearly that
yvou think it can never happen ?
Look at the problem closely and
you must admit we are doing
our best toward that end. What

would you do if you were an East
African ?

Remember, you are less than the
dust. You have no vote, but you
are taxed. You have purely nomi-
nal representation on the Legisla-
tive Council, but your representa-
tives are not of your choosing,
neither have they any influence_on
your behalf. You are subjected
daily to insult and degradation,
you are part of a vast pool of
cheap labour, you have no security
of any sort, you are uneducated,
you may not do this or that, but
y;)u had better do the other, or
else.

'S
-

Isn’t it obvious what you would
do? You would form resistance
bands, and because of your ie-
norance they would be terrible,
beastly, merciless. In your ignor-
ance you would believe that only
terrorism could gain you your
ends. And only those with a
‘ Black and White > mentality could
condemn you out of hand. Only

the majority of British and Ameri-
can public opinion.

We have much to offer Africa
—Iet it be offered at a fair .price.

Let us see clearly the price we
are asking now. Because it is not
so high as that asked by the South
African Government does not
mean that it is not exorbitant. -
We were once instructed, by a
wise man, to-‘ cast our bread upon
the waters —in other words to
give, and not to sell, our most pre-
cious commodities.

Oh, yes, there will be a harvest,
a harvest of friendship, and East
Africa will emerge politically
neither ‘Black nor White’, but
grey, not necessarily a_drab colour.
It is, at any rate, the colour of
clear thinking.

This is not a pro-Communist
article, far from it. It is a plea to
‘ See clearly, and to act resolutely.’
Only, for heaven’s sake be sure
you do see clearly before you act,

‘and be sure you know the mean-

ing of the term ‘resolute action.’
Apparently the ¢ Chronicle ’
doesn’t,
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May Day in B. Guiana

% Police Ban The Socialist

Georgetown, British Guiana,
May 5th, 1954

IX THOUSAND workers
marched in traditional
May Day Celebrations,
after police permission was
granted to the Trade Unions
on the morning of May Day.

The Police gave permission on

condition that no political
placards be used, no political
speeches be made and an al-
teration of the traditional route
through the working-class dis-
tricts. Mounted police, police
lorries and jeeps, police inspec-
tors and plain clothes security
police were seen in large num-
bers. They carried the proces-
sion through the least popu-
lated areas of the city.

The procession was led by the
leaders of the country’s most
powerful Trade Unions—Trans-

A
GREEK
TRAGEDY

In October it will be ten years
since the Nazi Occupation of
Greece ended. Today, many of
the Nazis who committed crimes
against the Greek people are free,
but many thousands of Greek
patriots who  resisted their
tyranny and helped the Allies are
enduring their eighth or ninth
year of imprisonment.

For several years, relief sup-
plies, including blankets and
medicines, have been sent from
Britain to the political prisoners
and exiles in Greece, through the
International Red Cross. As the
years pass by, the health of the
prisoners and exiles deteriorates
and the humanitarian task of sav-
ing them becomes more urgent.
At the moment, although second-
hand clothes and foodstuffs are in
stock, a mere trickle is flowing
through to the Greek prisons be-
cause of lack of finance. An
urgent appeal has been received
from the International Red Cross
for 12,000 Rimifon tablets so that
treatment begun on tubercular
prisoners can be continued, but
only 4,000 tablets have been sent
because of lack of finance.

May 1 therefore appeal to all
those who are able to make a
financial donation to enable exist-
ing supplies to be sent off and
X Rimifon tablets to be
bought, to do so now and to make
their donations as generous as
possible. Donations should be
sent to: Relief Conanittee,
%.D.G.), 19, Beak Street, London,

1.

Yours faithfully,

Compton Mackenzie
President, League for
Democracy in Greece.

. illegal

By
Janet jJagan
port Workers’ Union, Post Office

Workers’ Union, B.G. Labour
Union, Clerical Workers’ Union,

“Guiana Industrial Workers’ Union.

Mr. Jackson, President of the Post
Office Workers’ Union moved the
following resolution :—

“ Be It Resolved that this May
Day gathering of workers pledge
itself to fight for (1) the estab-
lishment of democratic rights,
civil liberties and a representa-
tive government; (2) the recog-
nition of trade unions fully
representative of the workers;
(3) increased wages and salaries
to meet the high cost of living
and improvement in the standard
of living of the workers; (4)
continued support for célonial
and other workers fighting
capitalist oppression and ex-
ploitation in their lands; (5) the
formation of one strong,
central trade union organisation
fully representative of the trade
union, movement.”

While the 6,000 marched, a
handful of trade unionists belong-
ing to the recently established
break-away T.U.C. met in a hall.

Seventeen persons were arrested
at Plantation Skeldon following a
May Day demonstration.

On April 27th, the P.P.P.
marked the anniversary of its vic-
tory at the polls in the 1953 elec-
tions by the wearing of the Party’s
red, gold and black colours.

When the cases against the
sixty-five persons charged with
procession and other
charges came before the Whim
Court on April 27th, over 800 per-
sons assembled in the court yard
to hear the proceedings. Ten per-
sons were arrested and tear gas
was used by police to disperse the
non-violent crowd. Several per-
sons were beaten by police in a
baton charge. The crowd, con-
sisting mostly of East Indian
women, refused to move during

‘the tear gas attack.

Bertrand Yhap, P.P.P. member
charged with disorderly conduct
for shouting “ God Bless Cheddi
Jagan. Down with Savage” on
the occasion of Dr. Jagan’s second
arrest was found guilty and fined
$50 or two month’s imprisonment.
He chose imprisonment.

Barrister Rudy Luck was taken
to prison on May 3rd to serve two
months for refusing to sign a bond
of $100. He was charged by
police for disorderly conduct and
assaulting a police officer when,
on April 7th, after a tear gas
attack on the Party Headquarters,
he came to assist in locking up the
office. The Police later withdrew
the assault charge and the Magis-
trate ordered that he be placed on
a $100 bond. Announcing his re-
fusal to sign the bond, Mr. Luck
was given ten days by the Court
to do so.

Following an accusation by the

Outlook %

press and pulpit that the People’s
Progressive Party was guilty of
painting slogans on city churches
and desecrating a bible in Smith’s
Memorial Church, the Party issued
a denial statement noting that it
has every reason to believe the
acts to be committed by enemies
of the Party in efforts to discredit
the organisation. This denial has
been attacked by all three news-
papers. -

The Customs Department are
still holding up non-banned publi-
cations sent to Mrs. Jagan. They
include publications issued by the
Union of Democratic Control,
Labour Research and Socialist
Outlook.

Following the press attack on
the Party referred to in the pre-
vious paragraph, the Police have
carried out over thirty raids on
private homes and two raids on
the Party’s new headquarters. The
Party’s weekly paper “ Thunder ”
came out for the first time on
April 26th after a two week de-
lay caused by police scrutiny of
articles.

I

Joe Must Go

HE main reason why the
shadow of the Third
World War hangs over

all humanity is the relative
passivity of the American
working-class. While through-
out the rest of the world,
ordinary people are on the
march against the old order
the American workers—for all
sorts of reasons which cannot
be gone into here—are making
no serious resistance to the
fiendish plans of their own
rulers.

It is this above all which lends
confidence to people like Dulles.
They—unlike Bidault and Eden—
have as yet no “ home problem ”
to consider.

But that situation is bound to
change and, indeed, it is already
beginning to change. The small
but valiant band of socialists,
communists and militant trade
unionists who have risked life and
freedom to oppose American Im-
perialism in America itself, who
have courageously spoken out
against McCarthyism and the

HE Central Executive Com-

mittee of the Vietminh

General Confederation of
Workers has sent a message of
congratulations to the dockers in
Sydney Harbour who refused to
load U.S. made arms bound for
Indo-China.

The message voiced the Viet-
namese workers’ admiration for
the Sydney dockers and concluded
by wishing the Australian workers
and dockers success in their
struggle for vital rights and world
peace.

* *
HE Vietminh General Con-
federation of Workers has
sent a message of greetings
to the French General Confedera-

Viet Minh Internationalism

tion of Workers, the * Force
Ouvriere ” (Workers’  Strength)
and the French Confederation of
Christian Workers.

The message warmly hailed the
heroic and consistent struggle of
the workers and various strata of
the people in France, and con-
cluded: “We pledge to further
enhance our solidarity with the
French workers and people and
resolutely fight for the success of
the Geneva Conference and for
the triumph of our two peoples’
aspiration for peace and friend-
ship over the war-provocators’ per-
fidious plot...”

witch-hunt, are at last beginning
to be joined by bigger sections of
the American working-class. Here
are a few examples taken from
the American press of the past
few weeks.

JOE MUST GO'!

A spontaneous movement to
force the recall of Semator Mec-
Carthy is spreading like wildfire
through the state of Wisconsin
which he “represents” in the
American Senate,

. It began with an offhand sugges-
tion by the Republican editor of

American Report

a small-town weekly paper. The
idea was caught up by others
throughout the state and soon the
“ Joe Must Go” movement was a
force to be reckoned with.

Despite lack of formal organi-
sation and fund shortage, about
200,000 signatures, almost half the
total required, have been collected
at this time (April 11th). The
local labour movement is now
giving its support to the campaign.

In the same stdte, all the Mc-
Carthyite judges who recently had
to run for election were defeated
by decisive margins.

LET HER SPEAK

Free speech has won a big vic-
tory at the University of Min-
nesota when it succeeded in bring-
ing to the university a speaker
from an organisation which is on

the attorney-general’s “ subver-
sive ” list.

Mrs. Elizabeth Moore of the
National Council for Soviet-

American Friendship was granted
permission to speak and show a
film on the Soviet Union. The
meeting was attended by 150 stu-
dents.

. A small but significant breach
in the prevailing thought control
atmosphere of most American uni-
versities.

® Say These
® American Workers

The Lord’s Prayer

Typical of the anti-Republi-
can poetry now circulating in
American factories is this one
from Detroit, the centre of U.S.
car manufacture now suffering
serious unemployment.

Our father who art in Wash-
. ington
‘ Ike is thy name

When your term begun

Our jobs were done
At Hudson Motor and Wil-
low Run.

Give us this day our star-
vation pay

And forgive us for taking it

As we forgive those who
take it from us

And lead us not into demo-

cratic prosperity.
For thine is the country
and General Motors’

The power and the profits

for ever,
Amen.

As the anti-war aspirations of
the American workers grow—and
this is inevitable—they will find
no lack of courageous spokesmen.
Here is an extract from an article
which recently appeared in “ Ford
Facts” the paper of Ford Local
600, the world’s largest local
union.

“We entered the war in Korea
and under a war-time economy
we had three years of artificial
prosperity. The parallel is that
todav the Republican admini-
stration is beating the drums in
an effort to condition the
American people to our en-
trance into a shooting war in
Indo-China. We have not
heard from any of our Labour
statesmen. We in Local 600
would rather stand in the bread
lines than have one American
youth die in an abortive attempt
to hold together the last rem-
nants of French colonialism in
Asia.”

The author of the article was
....the President of the Local
union.

HERE is to be a distinct

T change from the auto-

nomous boards set up by

the Labour Government to run
nationalised industries.

Morgan Philips has stated
that Labour should become
more flexible in its approach
to methods of exercising pub-
lic control over industry.

One method may be demon-
strated (when Labour returns to
power) by the acquisition of a
controlling number of shares in
firms manufacturing mining-
machinery. Directors pominated
by the Government will adopt
measures to increase supplies of
existing machines but more par-
ticularly to stimulate research in-
to the manufacture of coal-cutters

and conveyors.

Stop This Cruel Persecution

The London District Committee of the Association of Supervisory Staffs, ExXecutives and Tech-
nicians has sent the following letter of protest to the Spanish Ambassador.

LTHOUGH we are aware that
in the early days of Trade
Unionism in Great Britain
severe punishment was often
meted out to leaders, we now
appreciate that this was a barba-
rous and uncivilised thing to do,
and had supposed that there was
now no country in the world which
was not of this mind. Yet we
" learn that throughout your land
there are men and women impri-
soned without trial for no other
“offence ” than active member-
ship of a Trade Union.

We call your attention to the

READ
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fact that in Britain and through-
out the whole civilised world such
association  and activity  is
honoured and respected. It is
brought to our notice that in the
Modelo prison alone there are
five groups awaiting trial and we
are sure that what information we
have, a monstrous indictment of
events in Spain although it is, can
only be a fraction of what is
hidden.

Secondly, the trials themselves
when they do occur, reveal, not
only a contempt for the accused,
unthinkable in a Christian country,
but an indifference to Rule of Law,
which we in this country regard
as fundamental.

Apart from the fact that every
effort seems to be made to secure
both the most terrible punishment,
and the absence of witnesses to the
proceedings, especially from
foreign lands, the rules of evidence
seem to be completely in abey-
ance. In no case which has been
reported to us by British observers
of unimpeachable integrity, does
there appear to have been any evi-
dence on which a charge could

properly lie, and yet not only have
people been prosecuted, but have
actually been condemned to a
lifetime’s imprisonment. in the
absence of any real evidence what-
soever and for an act which would
only be considered meritorious
here in Britain.

These men and women who are
undergoing, what Captain Mark
Hewitson, M.P., recently described
as “such cruel persecution” are
our brothers, and we identify our-
selves wholly with them in their
righteous stand for their elemen-
tary rights. We utterly deny that
any Power has any right to with-
draw from any man or group of
men their fundamental freedoms.

We therefore look to you Sir,
having put this matter clearly be-
fore you, to make representations
to your Government as will
shortly result in the release of all
these people wrongly imprisoned,
and where in the opinion of your
Government a case for prosecu-
tion can be made out, that they
will allow full facilities for ob-
servers from foreign lands to be
present to assure: themselves that
justice once more resides in Spain.

* No Need For Apologies %

The N.C.B. has already ap-
proached this problem of research
but Labour feels that more can be
done in this direction.

Method apart, the idea is com-

monsense. But why has Labour
chosen this way of showing
flexibility ?

Even the most ardent advocates
By
J. F. Marston

of nationalisation admit to faults
in the publicly-controlled bodies
and would gladly consider ways
and means of modifying the exist-
ing structures to eliminate friction
between management and men,
which undoubtedly exists.

But few socialists can believe
that a  partially-owned industry
will solve labour problems. And
it is in the manpower situation
that drastic changes are needed.
Production and general efficiency
have surprised even the Tories;
discontented miners and railway-
men after years of nationalisation
surprise all but the discerning
socialist.

Flexibility is needed, but it
must spring more in the direction
of ‘industrial democracy. If
Labour feels that more consolida-
tion is necessary before attempt-
ing further extensive nationali-
sation measures, not including
those industries destined for pub-
lic ownership—chemicals, water,
machine-tools—then it  should
experiment in really effective
democratic control by the
workers, starting from shop-level.

Labour will also set up a
Development Council for the
Shipbuilding industry with plans
involving the granting of subsi-
dies to shipyards used almost ex-
clusively for defence purposes.
Efforts will be made to ensure a
steady supply of orders, even to
the extent of building a reserve
mercantile fleet.

The aircraft industry, in addi-
tion to almost complete financial
support for research, carried out
largely at the Royal Aircraft
Establishment, the National Phy-
sical Laboratory and the National

Gas_ Turbine Establishment, is to
receive bulk orders for civil air-
craft.

Further help is already provided
through the leasing of special
equipment to the industry.

As there has been a satisfactory

expansion of trade, particularly in
exports, which rose from -£34.2
millions in 1949 to an estimate of
£64.6 millions in 1953 (with a
comfortable increase in profits,
De Havilland up by £961,000 to
£2,639,193 at September, 1953)
the aircraft industry need have no
fear of nationalisation. Labour
is not convinced of the need for
public-ownership, (only for a
great deal of public assistance).

Engineering firms, whose ex-
ports amount to more than 40 per
cent. of the whole export trade,
are assisted by an Export Credit
Guarantee Department which pro-
tects the exporting firms from bad
debts and delayed payments.
This scheme is to be extended.

Market study to promote sales
abroad will be the responsibility
of the Labour Government
through an Export Promotion
Organisation. (It seéms that all
that is required of engineering
employers is to reject workers’
pay-claims and, perhaps, vote
Labour).

Action will be taken to ensure
that the policies of the Heavy
Electrical Engineering sector are
in accordance with Labour’s
future economic planning, though
no specific mention is made of
nationalisation.

Only in the machine-tool sector
of the engineering industry will
Labour take positive action in the
sphere of public ownership.

A reduction in the number of
independent companies is con-
sidered necessary for greater
standardisation, and key machine-
tool firms will be taken over.
These will act as centres for
technical nationalisation and de-
velopment.

Taking things all round, a great
deal is to be done for the engin-
eering industries, there is to be
a little coercion and unlimited ad-
vice, subsidies for some and pub-
lic ownership for a very few.
And the industry as a whole will

Real Reasons For Nationalisation

still remain a bastion of “free”
enterprise, bolstered up where
necessary by Government support.

There appears to be a mounting
antipathy among the .Labour
leaders towards public ownership.
The stress on the need to “ make
a case” for nationalisation of a
particular industry is rapidly ap-
proaching the phobia stage. And
if the leaders believe that only by
making the case for nationalisa-
tion so overwhelming will they
convince the electorate of the jus-
tice of their claims they must be-
ware of apparent contradictory
statements which are only too
easily exploited by the Tory press.

For instance, in the 1954
“ Speaker’s Handbook ” it states
that “ A major obstacle to effi-
ciency in this industry (machine-
tools) is the existence of far too
many small firms. From this flows
the familiar defects of inadequate
research, ggsufficient application
of research and lack of standardi-
sation.”

These defects, according to the
Handbook, can be remedied by
public ownership. There is little
to criticise in that.

But it goes on to say this of
the Chemical Industry, which is
destined for public ownership.
“There is plenty of evidence to
show that the degree of concen-
tration has increased, ...48 per
cent. of those employed in chemi-
cals were employed by the three
largest firms...No democratic
Government can afford to leave
so much power in so few hands.”

How easy it is for the Tories
to make a mockery of Labour’s
well reasoned arguments.

One industry, they could sneer,
is to be nationalised because there
are too many firms—and the other
because there are too few.

Quinton Hogg, (now Viscount
Hailsham) in his book “ The Case
for Conservatism” used exactly
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They Work
in
- Seeret

Last week a group of Labour
M.P.s in the House of Commons,
sought to determine that, before
the Hydrogen Bomb was manufac-
tured in this country. Parliamen-
tary approval must be granted.
Their proposition was defeated,
only 63 Labour M.P.s voting for
it.

So much for the limits of Par-
liamentary democracy, when on an
issue of major importance to the
people of this country, Parliament
is to have no say. The decision
whether or not to manufacture
the hydrogen bomb now rests with
a small group of people, and their
conclusions will remain secret.

This is quite in line with the
history of mankind’s greatest
horror weapon. Its very inception
was decided by a small group of
35 men in the United States.

The Washington Correspondent
of “Truth”, a Tory weekly, re-
cently gave a few details of how
the weapon which is 750,000 times
more powerful than the heaviest
missiles dropped on Germany
during the war, came to be manu-
factured in America.

When four years ago, these 35
men decided that the hydrogen
bomb was to be produced, the
American public was not even
remotely informed. “Only as a
result of widespread fear through-
out the world has information be-
gun to seep through from various
quarters on how the momentous
decision was made in America.”

Of this group of 35 men, only
eighteen were Senators and Con-
gressmen. These 18 therefore
were the only ones who could re-
motely claim to represent the
wishes of the people, in taking a
decision which effected not only
140 million in America, but many
more additional millions in the
rest of the world. The decision to
develop the bomb was taken al-
though a large minority in these
secret conclaves were opposed.
The Atomic Energy Commission
was opposed, as was its ten mem-
ber advisory group.

Thus the destruction of man-
kind is prepared behind its back.

Tottenham J. Dipple

*

The Chicago
Martyrs

The May Day article by Reg
Groves (S.0., - 30/4/54) mentions
the Chicago Anarchists who were
executed or imprisoned for the
bomb which they did not throw.

Many more, frame-ups were to
take place against persons whose
views were considered to be
« subversive ”—Joe Hill, Sacco
and Vanzetti and, more recently,
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were
all done to death by one of the
most notorious ruling classes in
all history.

In addition, how many inno-
cent persons have been put in
prison either by fascist-like legis-
lation or on framed-up charges ?

The Labour Party Right-Wing

Real Reason
(from p. 3)

that argument in his observations
on reasons for nationalisation of
the coal and steel industries.

The Labour arguments, how-
ever sound they might be in them-
selves, are bound to clash when
there are so many degrees of in-
efficiency, monopoly and exploita-
tion in each and every industry.

Is it not time the Labour Move-
ment reverted to’ the ideological
reasons for nationalisation, pro-
duction for use, “that the econo-
mic destinies of the people should
not be directed by a privileged
minority of owners, ... that only
by democracy, in industry as well
as in the council chamber and
Parliament, can we enhance indi-
vidual freedom ?”

These quotations are not old.
They are from “Labour Believes
in Britain.” They are still the
most powerful reasons for the
socialisation of industry.

Our Readers Write . . .

betrayed Socialism in 1945 by
lining Britain up with U.S. Im-
perialism against Soviet Russia
and the socialist countries of
Eastern Europe. Let the Left-
Wing reply with a demand that
the Labour Party breaks com-
pletely with the ruling class of
“God’s own country”, and ally
itself with the American Prole-
tariat.

Back to the Chicago Martyrs of
1887. 1t would be interesting to
learn if the line in “The Red
Flag ” ¢ Chicago swells the surging
throng ” makes reference either
to “ the Chicago Anarchists ” or to
the fact that a strong Labour
Movement existed in that Ameri-
can city when Jim Connell wrote
the famous socialist hymn.

Keighley M. Evans
*

Whieh Side

Herbert?

When the Labour Party was
formed, almost fifty years ago, it
defined its peolitical object as:

“To secure for the producers
by hand or by brain the full
fruits of their industry, and the
most  equitable  distribution
thereof that may be possible,
upon the basis of the common
ownership of the means of pro-
duction and the best obtainable
system of popular administra-
tion and control of each indus-
try or service.”

In conformity with this general
aim, the Parhiamentary Labour
Party, on March 20th, 1923, pro-
posed the following motion in the
House of Commons :

“'That, in view of the failure
of the capitalist system to ade-
quately utilise and organise
natural resources and produc-
tive power, or to provide the
necessary standard of life for
vast numbers of the population,
and believing that the cause of
this failure lies in the private
ownership and control of the
means of production and distri-
bution, this House declares that
legislative effort should be
directed to the gradual super-
session of the capitalist system
by an industrial and social
order based on the public
ownership and democratic con-
trol of the means of production
and distribution.”

The Government of the day was
Tory. The motion was opposed
by their spokesman, Sir Alfred
Mond, and defeated by 368 votes
to 121.

Contributing to a symposium
“What is Socialism ”? compiled
by Dan Griffiths in 1924, Mr.
Herbert Morrison, expressed his
own views as follows :

“Socialism :  Ownership by
public authorities of land and
the essential means of industrial
production, and distribution, to-
gether with public direction as
to, in any case, policy and
economy in the use of the in-
struments of social labour.”

Joining issue with Aneurin
Bevan, and writing in “ Socialist
Commentary ” in May, 1954, Mr.
Morrison now says :

“T do not know anybody in
the Party, and certainly nobody
in any position of responsibility,
who takes the view that a true
Socialist is one who believes in
the immediate or quite early
nationalisation of all the means
of production and distribution.”

“1t is impracticable unless we
committed ourselves to hot re-
volutionary tactics. And even
then it would lead to a mess
and, moreover, is quite unlikely
to command the support of an
electoral majority, so we would
have no chance to do it any-
way.”

So, fifty years after the forma-
tion of the Labour Party, and
thirty years after the famous
House of Commons debate, Mr.
Morrison publicly disavows the
political obiject of the Party he re-
presents, claiming indeed, that no-
body in the Party believes in it
either, and that, even if they did,
the people wouldn’t have it any-
way.

What sort of “ Socialism ™ is
this—and whose side is Herbert
on, anyway ?

New Wanstead George Moore

Our Duty Towards The
Colonial Peoples. ..

HE acid test for any socialist
paper in Britain is its atti-
tude towards the struggles of

the colonial peoples against
British Imperialism. For this rea-
son I think the points raised in
the letter published last week by
J. Fairhead deserve a somewhat
detailed reply.

The proud record of the “ Qut-
look ” on colonial affairs is well
established in the Labour Move-
ment. Leaders of the colonial
struggle—like Cheddi Jagan—
have written in the columns of the
paper. But now, it seems that
some of our readers want to be-
lieve that the paper is departing
from its old line on the colonies.
Why ? Because, in reporting the
recent U.S.D.A.W. Conference, I
suggested that the demand for the
immediate withdrawal of all
troops from all colonies was not

always an appropriate slogan for
British socialists. Let us see.

Where the demand for indepen-
dence and self-government is ad-
vanced by the colonial people
themselves or where a bitter
struggle is taking place and there
are in effect two governments, then
it is the duty of all socialists to
give unconditional support to such
movements.

Of course we are all for the
withdrawal of troops from Kenya.
Indeed, the. very first article to
appear in the paper on Kenya was
written by myself and was head-
lined ... Withdraw All  British
Troops !

The position is not always as
obvious as that. Many articles
have been written in the ‘ Out-
look ” against Central African
Federation. In this case the
struggle was against federating

Geneva, May 9th

DELEGATION of S re-
presentatives of Mar-
seilles dockers, came here
and presented an appeal for the
restoration of peace in Indo-
China and further easing of

international tension to the
delegation of the Chinese
People’s Republic to the

Geneva Conference yesterday
evening.

A similar appeal was also
sent to the delegations of the
Soviet Union, the United
Kingdom, France and the
United States, and the Demo-
cratic Republic of Vietnam.
Text of the appeal reads as
follows :—

. * * *

“ The workers of the Port of
Marseilles, like all the workers
of France are following the
Geneva Conference with atten-
tion. With the holding of this
conference, great hope is born
out of the action of the peace-
loving peoples.

“In particular, the workers
of the Port of Marseilles—
dockers and transport workers
and others—have since 1949,
engaged in concrete action to
bring an end to the war in
Indo-China.

“In 1950, the 6,000
workers of the port, in the
most complete unity, in a
magnificent and powerful
action, acted concretely by
going on strike for peace in

French Dockers Demand
Indo-China Cease-Fire

Indo-China for 40 days.
They waged a patriotic fight
against the forces of reac-
tion and. war.

“The workers of the port
have their own particular
reasons for wanting peace, be-
cause they knew that it is in a
climate of international relaxa-
tion and normal trading ex-
change between all countries,
that they will avoid knowing
unemployment and misery on
their homes.

“Today, along with the im-
mense majority of the French
people who ask for peace in
Indo-China, the workers of the
port of Marseilles, on the basis
of their struggles and their
particular interests consider
that the Geneva Conference
must lead to an immediate
cease-fire, which is the ex-
pressed desire of the French
people, and that M. Bidault re-
presenting the French Govern-
ment resists this strongly ex-
pressed desire. The workers of
the port of Marseilles have sent
an elected delegation to the
representatives of the powers
participating in the Geneva
Conference in order to demon-
strate their firm determination
to see the negotiations result
in a cease-fire in Indo-China, as
a prelude to peace and a re-
laxation of international ten-
sion.

(Reported by New China News
Agency).

- white settlers.

two Crown colonies with a White
Dominion, Southern Rhodesia
which practised Malanite racial
policies. The Africans of North-
ern Rhodesia and Nyasaland
organised in African National
Congresses and Trade Unions
opposed this scheme and demanded
the right to remain as Crown
Ceolonies with a future of consti-
tutional advance leading to even-

tual self-government as predomin--

nantly African states.

Once again, as in Kenya but in
a different form, the ‘ Ouflook >
backed the demands of the Afri-
can peoples. How ridiculous it
would have been whilst there was
a mass movement against a repul-
sive feature of colonialism, the
attempt to rivet legal racialist
policies, a legal industrial colour
bar, etc. on 4 million Africans
who had never known it, for us
in Britain to say, “ Your struggle
is futile and we shall have nothing
to do with it or you unless you
are for immediate self-government
for all the colonies, withdrawal of
all troops at once.” i

Is it necessary to remind our
emphatic friend from Woking
that in the Rhodesias this pro-
gramme for the immediate with-
drawal of all British troops was
the programme of Huggins, Prime
Minister of Southern, Rhodesia and
apostle of White Supremacy, in
order that he could extend his
state northwards for the benefit of
the copper barons and their asso-
ciates. '

Many more people here and in
Africa were prepared to join in a
struggle to prevent the rivetting
on the backs of 6 million Africans
a strong centralised state con-
trolled by the Southern Rhodesian
Very few would
support a purely abstract demand
for the withdrawal of troops. We
joined in such a struggle, and left
the crackpots with their religious
attitude to the withdrawal slogan
on one side and I hope we shall
continue to do so in Uganda,
Nigeria and other African states
not to mention the Gold Coast,
where the success of Nkrumah’s
government has led to great ad-
vance with the recognition that
complete independence cannot be
long delayed.

To refuse help and co-operation
to this government on the grounds
that it does not demand “imme-
diate ” self-government,is like re-
fusing to be a member of a Trade
Union because it does not demand
Socialism immediately.

The ¢ Outlook ” supported the
demand for the return of Seretse,
a semi-feudal chief (member of a
class who are 75 per cent. in the

+ pockets of British Commissioners)

because the action of the British

Government represented ap attack
on the human rights of the Afri-
cans and the struggle against this
injustice represented an attack on
colonialism as a whole. No-one
demanded that the *“ Outlook ”
should call for “ the withdrawal of
all troops at once.”

Today in Bechuanaland and the
other South West African protec-
torates the call is “ Hands off the
Protectorates.” “Keep Malan
out.”

In all these cases the link be-
tween the immediate struggle and
the ultimate aim of independence
for the Africans is the setting of a
timetable for achieving self-
government within the framework
of steady constitutional advance in
agreement with the colonial
peoples.

Mr. Faijrhead refers to “‘such
‘ practical > help for the colonial
peoples as the sending of Trans-
port House stooges to ‘help found’
(i.e. disorient and disrupt) trade
union movements in the colonies.”

_ Complete ignorance of the facts
in Northern Rhodesia is not ex-
cusable. No-one will ever gain the
confidence of the colonial workers
by such ignorance nor is it a fit
qualification for even local leader-
ship in the British Labour Move-
ment. It is not good enough to
repeat a statement that is true of
Malaya and generalise it as hold-
ing good for all colonies. In N.
Rhodesia, as a result of advice and
help from British trade unionists,
the African Mineworkers’ Union
was established on a stable basis
for the first time, has conducted
two strikes and won, since the end
of the war, wage increases which
in the aggregate represent about
500 per cent. on the 1945 rates.

Mr. Fairhead seems to be very
upset about “ reporting ” and con-
siders that “ the task of a socialist
reporter...is not merely to re-
late, but to comment on what took
place.” The whole article was a
comment and intended as such. In
the “Outlook ” what one reports
is held up to give guidance to the
readers. It seems such a straight-
forward matter that T am at a loss
to understand what all the fuss is
about but then I must be rather
a simple chap as I cannot under-
stand what all the other stuff I
have mentioned above has to do
with the real struggles of the colo-
nial peoples to destroy Imperial-
ism, either.

Peckham John Goffe

STEEL ERECTORS®
WAGE C(LAIM

The executive council of the
Constructional Engineering
Union stated yesterday that
they had decided to submit an
application on behalf of steel
erectors for an increase in
wages “of a character which
would bridge the gap between
the rate paid to the qualified
steelwork erector and the rate
of other craftsmen in the build-
ing industry.”

General

General From The Jungle by B.
Iraven. Published by Robert
Hale 10/6d.

HIS is a book about a revo-

lution—a colonial, agrarian

revolution against a deca-
dent and oppressive social order,
a revolution led and conducted
by Mexico’s landless and dis-
possessed peasantry.

The setting is somewhere in the
deep south of Mexico, near
Guatemala and the Honduras. It
is the year 1910. the first year of
Mexico’s Great Revolution which
lasted until 1919, cost 3,000,000
lives, but successfully eradicated
the semi-feudal land order and
thereby laid the foundations of
present-day Mexico.

With the heroism born of des-
paration, with the cry of “Land

NEW READERS

SPECIAL TRIAL OFFER
9 issues for 2/-

Fill in and return to:
SOCIALIST OUTLOOK,
59 FLEET STREET,
LONDON, E.C4.

From The Jungle

and Liberty 7, the Indian peons
and workers of Mexico storm the
gates of a hellish tyranny to equip
their -own armies from the
armouries of their oppressors.
Within a short period hundreds of
roving guerilla bands operate in
every state.

The title of this book can be
somewhat misleading. The story
revolves not just around a single
central figure, the ““ General from
the Jungle ”. It turns around the
desires, needs and actions of a
segment of the oppressed classes
of a doomed Mexican society,
around their collective leadership
—the General (one-time soldier-
deserter), a teacher (victim of
political persecution), press
ganged lumber-jacks and peasants
who had sold themselves to Lumber
tycoons in order to redeem them-
selves from debt. It is a continua-
tion of the story which Traven
began in the “Rebellion of the
Hanged.”

In the General himself we are
given an excellent portrayal of a
revolutionary soldier. He takes
nothing for granted, always
credits his enemy with every ad-
vantage, weighs up every situa-
tion with cold blooded obiectivity,
and acts decisively and ruthlessly.
He neither expects nor gives
quarter.

There is no attempt to stuff
sophistication into the characters
of this book. They speak their

own tongue, the simple, direct and
violent language of men engaged
in a ruthless, life and death
struggle against tyrannical and
corrupt rulers. It is a struggle
like those which today are being
waged throughout the colonial
and semi-colonial lands of the
world and B. Traven has ren-

dered a great service in por-
traying it.
A. Banda
A PRIVATE
MEETING
on
German
Re-armament

Restricted to G.M.C. mem-
bers of Labour Parties in
London and MiddleseX.

(admission free)

Holborn Hall (Grays Inn
Rd.) Saturday, 29th May
at 2.15 p.m.

Further particulars and copies
of the Statement of the Case
Against German Re-armament
from Ho'born and St. Pancras
South C.L.P., 169 Hampstead
Road, London, N.W.1.

Small Advertisement
(1/- per line, minimum 3 lines.)

BAN THE H. BOMB! March

in Holborn on Wednesday, May
19th with the Holborn and Dis-
trict Peace Council. Leaving
Portpool Lane (behind Holborn
Hall) at 6.45 p.m. and proceeding
via Tybalds Close and Herbrand
Street to Cromer Street, W.C.1.
Your support is requested.

CHINESE SPOKESMAN
REFUTES “ MANCHESTER
GUARDIAN ” REPORT

The “ Manchester Guardian ”,
carried in its May 5th issue a dis-
patch from its special correspon-
dent in Geneva stating that during

.{a private discussion with Mr.

Myrdal, the Executive Secretary
of the Economic Commission for
Europe, the Chinese Deputy
Minister for Foreign Trade
dropped hints to the effect that the
Chinese delegation was prepared
to consider an armistice in Viet-
nam along the 20th parallel pro-
vided that it could make a pact
for a wider settlement including a
substantial expansion of trade be-
tween China and the West.

Regarding this, the spokesman
of the delegation of the People’s
Republic of China states that Mr.
Lei Jen-min, Deputy Minister of
Foreign Trade of China, never met
Mr. Myrdal. and consequently the
above mentioned report is a pure
fabrication.

(New China News Agency)
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