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even though the only aim
es  forming " the last govern-
had in common was their
pn o0 de Valera. They were
(Conservative), the Repub-
Party (Sean MacBride), the
Party, Labour and an assort-
Independents.

WGael, when in opposition had
food for Ireland’s remaining with-
ritish Commonwealth, and when
Costello made Sean MacBride
inister, that gl
reassured the public that since
not voted for his policy of
ce, the matter would be “left
But then de Valera, freed
toured the country and even
the U.S.A. and indifferent
to campaign for the Republi
gllo stole his thunder and declared
Republic. Whercupon MacBride
ped that “the overwhelming de-
the Irish people for complete
¥ could not be withstood.”

serzled this momentous issue,
pade not o ha'porth of difference
jone, the coalition settled down to
wery like that of its predecessors,
scrapping as a matter of principle,
; emes started by Fianna
¢ ones. The resig-
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for milk. Bur the real cause of
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P Child scheme.
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7 ¢ Faith and Morals”

IHE events leading up to the Irish General Elections illustrate beyond
Lany doubt that the ultimate government of the Republic of Ireland
Roman Catholic Church, a fact that remains true whoever has topped

and

eﬁ. after the defeat of de Valera’s Fiunna Fail Party at the elections
8, an unwieldy coalition was formed by Mr. Costello, c\'c_rybodgr
hat it would last three years, as that is the minimum to qualify ex-

Prime Minister but by Sean MacBride (as

head of Dr. Browne's party).

The doctor then published his corres-
pondence with MacBride, which reached
a level of vituperation rare in modern
politics. This upset Costello, who said in
plaintive speech that he had wanted the
affair settled “privately and behind closed
doors”. Among other things the letters
revealed that Costello had known for six
months that the Church would condemn
the scheme, but had let Dr. Browne take
it as far as public announcements under
the impression that the whole cabinet
supported him. (Was the Taoviseach

thinking of those three years?) The letters

also disclosed that Dr. Browne had been
told off by “broad-minded” Sean Mac-
Bride for appearing in public at the
opening of hospital with the Protestant
Bishop of Dublin.

The Bishops® Object

The Roman Catholic Bishops stated
that the scheme would “constitute a
readv-made instrument of totalitarian ag-
gression”, that (although it was voluntary),
“it would deprive 90 per cent, of parents
of their rights because of 10 per cent.
necessitous or negligent parents, that
gynaecological care might be interpreted
as including provision for birth limitation
and abortion, even though Dr. Browne
gave assurances that “education” would
be confined to advice about pre-natal diet,

etc. Commenting on the Bishop's state-
ment, the Irish Times remarked: “A
ther-and-Child Scheme with 8 Means

Bishops Rulelreland

Infant Sacrifice

Test is in accordance with Christian social
principles; a Mother-and-Child Scheme
without @ Means Test is opposed to
them1*

The servility of the Premier when
“kindly” sent for by the Archbishop, is
almost unbelievable. He denied that he
or his Cabinet knew anything of the
Scheme—although it had been published
and budgeted for to the sum of £600,000.

And Politicians Grovel

Disillusioned, Dr. Browne wrote to
MacBride: “I entered politics because I
believed in the high-minded principles
which you were expounding on political
platforms. I do you no injustice when
I state that I never observed you hearken
to any of these principles when practical
cases came before us . . . I have bidden
farewell to your unwholesome brand of
politics.” But all parties to this slanging
match were agreed on the one thing—

their unquestioning obedience to the
Church.
Mr. Costello. said: “As a Catholic

1 obey my Church authorities and will
continue to do so.” Mr. MacBride said:
“In Ireland, a conflict betwesn the
spiritual and temporal authoritiss s
damaging to national unity.” Mr. Norton,
leader of the Labour Party, and Minister
of Social Welfare, said: ‘“There is going
1o be mo flouting of the Bisheps on
Catholic morals and social teaching.”

And Dr. Browne said: “As a Catholic
I accept the ruling of Their Lordships,
the Hierarchy without question.”
*

Mr. de Valera, waiting for the election,
kept silent. But nobody at all will dis-
pute fis loyalty to the Church.

This is why the Irish el
nothing at all. For Ireland i 1
the most powerful political movement of
the western world—the Church of Rome.

C.W,

ANTI-SNOOP SsTRIKE

Drivers Protest Against State Patrols

LU]’.RY-])RI\'I—Z
transport natior
Haulage E J

S on long-distance
lised under the Road
staged a protest strike

this week the introduction of
al snoopers.
efore nationalisation, private con-

tractors had employed patrols whose job
it was to check up on lorry-drivers o
make sure they were obeying the
numerous ulations laid down by the
companies and getting on with the job.
But only the biggest firms had been able
to afford these unproductive spies and,
when the State took over, there were five
such patrols on the road.

But the State, the biggest boss of
can afford more than fi
has decided to introduce another eleven,
making sixteen in all. The unions, of
course, have agreed to the schzme, which,
both they and the Executive are assuring
the drivers, will investigate complaints
about road hostels, feeding and sleeping
conditions, give drivers assistance, and
assist in inguiries about stolen lorries and
theft of goods. They will, says the
Executive, be more like A.A. or RA.C.
men than police.

But that is not all. They will also
be expected to report drivers for unclean-
liness of lorries, defects in the stowage of
loads, passengers carried in vehicles, im-
proper parking and excessive speeding and
any “unbecoming conduct” ¥

The patrols will have speaial vans, will
be uniformed and eguipped with special
powers.

It is not surprising that the lorry
drivers are protesting vigorously against
this imposition, and are not impressed by
the Executive's point that the patrols will
be appointed from the ranks of the drivers
themselves. Most foremen are picked by
the boss the ranks, but they are not
chosen for their sympathy with their own
ranks but because they have shown them-
selves to be bosses' men.

One of the drivers’ comp
the men were not consulte
ki however, has d this.
has b full consultation with
he said, “it is nonsense to say
there hasn't.”” But Mr. Deakin probably
thinks of himself as ona of the men, and
it has b painfully obvious for vears
he is on.

time of

all,
The Executive
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4

de

writing, more

than

The Leggett

REPORT of a Committee of In-

guiry under the chairmanship of Sir
Frederick Leggenr, C.B., entitled “Un-
official Stoppages in ihe Landon Docks”
(H.M. Stationery Office, price 1/3d.), has
recently been piiblished. The report has
been submirted to the Ri. Honm. Alfred
Robens, M.P., Minister of Labour and
National Service and will be presenred in
due course by the Minister 1o Pavliament.

Committee’s Basic Aims

The Committee of Inguiry was ap-
pointed on the 19th May, 195
George Isaacs, M.P., whc

tme Minister of Labour
was appointed bv the Labour C
lollowing the many stoppages in
London docks during the last few ¥
#nd it was given the task of ir gating
the problem fully with & view 1o report-
ing what seps could be wken 1o avoid
further “unofficial action of the 1ype that

bas wken place during the last three
years and & proved injurious 1o the
Made of the gouniry”. The cost of the
epoet is estimated ar £1,053 145 114,
#nd &t has taken the comminee, under
the chuirmanship of L 8 year o
make 45 repart w ihe pr Minister
of Labour,

IRport, and ity pecomnmendaons

“” ot only of concern 10 Poreworkers
the orgenised rade

movement iy likely 10 be alfected

tons. The firet that should
be borne mind when studylng the re-
8 that it Iy not deawn up by un

Sommitiee, as can be seen [rom

Quoted wems of relerence above snd
. of the © e iself.

L, basle apsumption of the report

ol “how best the interests of port-
workers and thy working-class in genersl
can be served”, but “what steps can be
taken to avold unofficlal scion” un the
of the rank and file. The main aim
is 10 make recommendations to
Labour Government, th: employers,
union leaders and port authorii
w best 10 preserve “'peace in in-
at all costs, which means in
al the expense of port-workers,
report is @ biased report, biased
the port-workers, and mus: be

A BIASED REPORT
Report on

by HARRY CONSTABLE

The writer of this article, Harry
Constable, one of the seven
dockers from London and Merseyside
recently on trial at the Old Bailey on
charges of inciting dockers to take part
in illegal strikes. He was one of the
founders in 1945 of the unofficial Port
Workers' Committee, and in 1950 was
of threc men expelled from the
Transport and General Workers' Union
for the i : London
dockers n with the
Cuanadian Seamen’s Di A total of

was

one

13,500 dockers struck work in protest
against these expulsions and to-day
Harry Constable and the other two

ims of wnion *‘discipline” are the
the

only men allowed to work in
London docks without a ux

Here he gives his com
Leggent Report of Inguiry into  stop-
pages ot the docks, as one whom the
lommittee  recommends  should  be

ed s “agit We ¥
however, that w few thousand kers
would have an answer to that should
the Doek Labour Board be so foolivh
ws to mttempt it

examined in this  light The Labour
Giovernment must ke responsibility for
selling up an inguiry cor tee  with
biased terms of reference against the pori-
warkers.
Restrictive Practives

The inguiry commites says that in
London, the owlook of the casual worker
sl persists and that this is shown “in
the continuance of restrictive practices,
und in the wwdition of unquestioning
solidarity in sirike action”. Readers will
note  the auuu:{:liuu that  “restrictive
praciices” are & bad thing—but bad for
whom? The employers and government
who want an incressed amount of work
withowt wage increases? Or the port-
workers ? ‘f'm committee lnes itsell up
with the employers and government in
desiring 1w break down established cus-
toms secured after years of batle and
speed up the port-workers so that men

Dock Strikes

profits. The
dock-werkers are
and the reduction
The reason why port-
workers resist rationalisation is because
such schemes are nipulated in the
interests of the em ers with the con-
nvance of trade union officials, who on
one job to my knowledge “successfully”
nepouated the sacking of 25 men.
(continued on p. 4)

11,000 men are out (the total number of
drivers is 40,000) but the Executive aré
refusing to budge. The strikers are allow-
ing perishable goods and food supplies
to go through, and are purting out feelers
for support from market drivers and
dockers, so far without result.

The drivers are now discovering—the
hard way—that nationalisation, which
they mostly welcomed as a step forward,
is mot quite the benefit they hoped _fﬂl'-
They are now saying: “Every driver
is carrying about ten non-productive
officials. We are having to work harder
e up all the extra costs after
tionalisation.”

And—"Mone

spent on these patrols

would be be employed giving us
reasonabls subsistence allowances. We
get 10s. 6d. a night, but have to pay

8s. 6d. for bed and kfast and if we
are charged 2s. 6d. for parking we have
had it. We have 1 buy our own food
during the day. With decent allowances
there would be mo need for patrols, be-
cause men would find no call to crib.”

Under workers' control, there would not
be those unproductive officials. And the
workers would be free to organise their
work on a human basis, not under the
eyes of snoopers and amateur Dick
Bartons. But everything the State
touches has to become regimented and
dead; the workers become digits to be
organised efficiently, no longer human
beings doing their job to their own satis-
faction. The miners have learnt this, the
dockers have learnt it. Now it is the
lorry-drivers’ turn.

BITTER STRUGGLE IN
SOUTHAMPTON
BUS STRIKE

YET another example of the senseless
structure of the trade unions has
resulted in a birer struggle—literally
to the death—among busmen in
Southampion.

The negotiating,
r the busmen of Southamptomeis,

officially recognised,

union 5 np!

believe it or not, the National Union of
Railwaymen. The majority of bus
workers there, however, belong to a

brea : union, the National Busmen’s
Association, which seems, to our simple
minds, a more appropriite arrangement.
The bus company, however, do not recog-
nise this union, preferring to deal with
ve one.

an unrepres
So the

rke with stepped-up
are waging a two-pronged
against the schedules and for

Teco] nir. . " ’
L»’\l.'::ud)-' a picket has been killed, while

cycling in front of a bus d'.ri\-'en by one
of the members of the N.UR., who are

attempting to run a few of the buses. We
gather, however, from an :\_po_logr the
Daily Worker made to the NUR., that
these N.U.R. drivers should not be re-
ferred to as blacklegs. This epithet on!y
applies to non-union labour broughl‘ln
to break a strike. Union labour scabbing
on union labour desérves, we suppose, &
different name.

Persia: Lega

Tl[li oil dispute in Persia .

tortuous  procedures of na
propaganda, diplomatic pressure, amd
appeals o “legality’. The British are
handicapped by the fact that for them
the continued flow of Persian oil is the
most important consideration, while the
government of Dr. Moussadek though
concerned 1o maintain the economic value
of the company, are perhaps willing to
use it as & bargaining lever even to the
point of economic chaos. The refusal of
American technical help if the British
ure excluded is however a serious sei-back
for them, and is expressed i indignation
at American advice 1o seek arbitration.

As we pointed out last week, the
Brivish case is legally waterproof if the
1933 agreement is accepred as the starting
poing Inevitably therefore the Persian
legal defence is that the 1933 agreement
is nmot legally valid. Meanwhile, it is
pointed out that though Britain received
4 legal victory at the Hague over
Albanian mining of the Corfu channel, no
compensation whatever has resulted. A
legal victory over Persia may well be just
as sterile.

its

A letter in the Times (28/5/51) mean-
while confirms our point about the 1933
agreement having been reached under
duress. The writer, Mr, M. J. Sheikh-ol-
Islami, quotes Mr. Taquizadeh who con-
ducted the 1933 negotiations and signed
the agreement describing the Persian sicde
of the matter. After recounting the pres-
surt which Lord Cadmun, the Anglo-

ity & Power

v's chiel representa-
on the then Shah,
2 extremely conscious of
uence in the League of
(the Shah) knew that no use-
ful purpose would be served by allowing
the negotiations @ be switched from
Teheran to Geneva or the Hague, having
received a most unfavourable report from
the Persian delegation to the l.uguc of
Nations. They had come to realise the
difficulties involved in fighting a case, no
ratter how just, against a greal power in
:11':! League of Nations. He (the Shah)
therefore asked me to summon a round-
wble meeting to be attended by the heads
of the departments concerned; and there,
with Lord Cadman taking his due part in
the discussions, the company s request was
;c-c:umined. It was after this fateful
meeting that the Shah gave way and
agreed to the concession to be prn!pnggd
until 1993, otherwise due to expire in
1961 . , » 1 am bound to stress the fact
that neither his late Majesty, nor any of
his Ministers, would have submitted to
the prolongation of the concession had the
circumstances been uthﬂ:wise,"

This is the Persian side of the case.
We quote it with no m(enum_oi sug-
gesting that more justice lay with them.
than with the British. It does however
show that appeals to “legality” are not
1o be taken with any great seriousness;
and it shows that, then as now, inter-
national agreements are arrived at withy
fall coasideration as to where the strength
and the power lies.

Iranian Qil Co
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Inquests on British Socialism

At its annygal conference in 1919 the Labour Party took a fa

following the lead of

)‘:l::d :a‘f_pmnu with the Fabian Socie
& the imcrease (almost wunli i
e Py nlimited in

taken consisis of * those
ordinary people and
ment-controlled public
“ecomomists partly
mamagers

corperation,
ices thewr

instrument by

Mormis 10 the Guald So

in the development of Socialiss ideas

that has been so intent ;

looked the purpose of itx existence.”
*

"I‘HF.SE words are taken, not from an

anarchist critic of the Labour Party,
nor from one of the many party members
who are at last beginning 10 question the

basic tenets of their I cal faith, but
Ir\_‘m & leading article in the Times
(15/5/51). And while we never expected
0 hat paper in the rile of an arbiter
of alist theory, its analysis of the
tragedy of the Labour movement” is un-

doubtedly correct. And it is what the
anarchists have insisted upon ever since
socialism became a political movement.

Another interesting post-mortem on the
Labour Party’s socialism is Mr. D, J.
George's  article in  Public Opinion
(11/5/51) in which he discusses the
political effects of the death of Ernest
Bevin and the resignation of Aneurin
Bevan., Mr. George considers that Bevin
“‘combined in an uncasy alliance” the two
divergent factions in the party, which he
calls “the syndicalists and the managers”,
and he regards the “revolt” of Aneurin
Bevan as intended 1o break up that
alliance setting up “the standard of syndi-
calism to challenge the onward march of
the managers”. Here Mr. Gearge is
crediting Mr, Bevan with ambitions that
he certainly does not possess, but further
in his article he gets much nearer the
truth in describing the development of
managerial ideas in the Labour Party, by
way of Bevin's admiration for American
big business, Morrison's conception of
the State-controlled corparation, Aulee's
experience as Postmaster-General, and the
establishment of the British Broadcasting
Corporation,

“There was in none of these con-
ceptions,” Mr. George peints out, “any
elements of workers' control.”

“Thiz change in
Labour movement was virtually complete
by 19 It wook place unobserved by the
industrial rank-and-file, who continued to
believe that the party’s objective was a
transfer of power 1o the organised working
class despite the cbvious evidence to the
contrary.”

“Managerialism certa
provement in the life ¢
This was t6 be achi
productive techniq
1o them of powe

inly meant an im-

not by the 5
It was and is pater-
nalistic. The nagers also needed the
workers as al in' the fight against
capitalism. This was the significance of
Ermest Bevin. More than anyons he
secured for the managerial class the sup-
port of the organised working class. He
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oy e e vuy SioNey Wr.n._ it committed itself not only 10 Socialism bue
Jwar cenmiton of Socialism which happened ar thar time to have
\-,h By this d:’rh:izrmu Socialism js identified
h the economic field) of the Srare’s power
ey 1 It .s;a riu::.l conseguence of this decision thar an imporiant flfzrellr
i the Labour Party who doubr the direction whi
who looked for morg power for the
been given instead the huge, impersonal and manage-
Mr, ;
vague but real resentmen
. b, @t they see it, have anmex 3 N
. ; #, have ¢ ed Socialism.
history of § ocialist thoughe to suggest :JJ:I' the : e
which Socialism 1 to be attained. From PROUDHO
alists, distrust of the State has been a
It is the tragedy of the La
on extending the authority of the State thar

the direction of the ,

iefuld step when,

the parry has

hers and for

Bevan, in his

ctment of the
against the State
There is nothing F

State is the matural an

was
single factor
deception w
class to believe =
planned and proceeding would eventually
bring power t 3

g <

them."
“What has not been
now in the Labour me
when it comes to an ecom
managerial revolution puts the class in-
terests and objects of the managers first,
and those of the workers not higher than
second.” 1

“When Labour won power in 1945 the
managerial revolution gathered momen-
tum. The awakening of the syndicalists
did not begin till later. The Coal Board
transferred no power to the miners. If
anything, by its centralisation it took
power away. This is true of all the
nationalised corporations established by
the 1945 Government.” .

In a later article in the same paper
(18/5/51), Mr. George declares that “the
future pattern of politics will be a straight
fight berween managers and syndicalists.”

*

appreciated till
t is that,
c crisis, the

b

The story of the adoption by the
Labour movement of the Public Corpora-
tion as its “chosen instrument™ for the
control and administration of nationalised
industries is ably described in greater
detail by Geoffrey Ostergsard in the
current issue of the Oxford Clarion, a
university magazine. “It is by no means
a " he says, that Labour's

noe,
protagonist of the Public Corporation—

AHEWHONTHI.YFEAMEIYMT
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KICKS AND HA’PENCE

The bland Very curious are the
renegade.  justifications which men

now put forward for a
change of heart, or for a loss of faith,
It used 1o be a bold assertion of en-
lightenment, a confident step forward
> new ground. The socialist, the
the religious convert—all were
sitive and militant. But now our
osophers and politicians rejoice in
raere negation. They rencunce their
former beliefs as Buchmanites re-
nounce their sins—they shed a burden
and step up into the limelight, to
their empty minds
ites an article (New S
May 19th) on what he
believes. He has lost his pacificism
(“naive optimism"™) and his socialism
('no longer a creed to conjure with.
It is like a hat which has lost its
shape because so many wear it;
rightly or wrongly, few of us now look
to it to revivify our early hopes.")
He has found a belief in “the Christ-
ian doctrine of original sin,” which
“expresses a deep and essential in-
sight into human nature"—in other
words, forbids a belief that “the
equality of women, pacifism, social-
ism or science will bring about the
millenium or even markedly improve
the human lot”, In short, Mr, Joad
has substituted a sophisticated pessi-
mism for his naive optimism. But
he “still believes” in two things—
reason and democracy. By reason he
scems to mean little more than ex-
pediency—you can convert people to
“reason™ if you can show them that
a particular policy is to their advan-
tage. As for democracy, that is

merely “the necessary framework™ for
such a pragmatic process.

Well, it was expedient o cease
being a pacifist in 1940, as it was ex-
pedient to cease being a communist
a vear or two later. But what has
such expediency to do with reason:
and by what process of reasoning does
Mr. Joad arrive at a belief in the
doctrine of original sin? Twenty
vears ago, did Mr. Joad base his
pacifism and his socialism on ex-
pediency—or on reason?  If his
reasoning was at fault twemty vears
ago, on what grounds must we con-
clude that it is now in working order?

Expediency is a betrayal of reason,
and Mr. Joad must know it. If
socialism is now a shapeless hat that
no longer looks well on Mr. Joad's
head, the explanation may be under
the hat. If socialism has failed, it is
because Socialists like Mr. Joad did
not reason clearly enough thirty vears
ago. To be specific, they surrendered
their reason to the most irrational
concept that has ever entered the
brain of man—the State. Mr. Joad
should not be blandly celebrating his
lost innocence, he should be trying 10
recover his common sense.

- - -

This is surprising
news, but there
seems to be no
doubt about it. It is inspired by
the atrocities in Korea, and has been
reproduced in some French periodi-
cals. A friend who had seen the
original told me that it lost nothing in
reproduction, being painted in dirty

Picasso paints
a bad picture.

greys. It represents a shooting sq
on ope side, a group of civilian |
tims on the other side. The

tion is crude, the distorvion ineffec
even as a caricature. 1If the suby
were not so tragic, we might say ¢
It was a piece on the level of
comic strip,

One feels as if an innocent man |
been compelled by mental tormure
tell a lie. Picasso has always been
infallible artist—his merest scrib
betrayed his subtle sensibility,
unerring grace. Guermica, 8 @
Painting with a political pur
still first and foremost a paint
composition of great complexit
of overwhelming unity of
Picasso painted it spont
strong but controlled feeliny
not doubt the genuiness of
pathy for the massacred
But T do doubt the spostanei
gesture. It almost looks as
the Party had commission
almost looks as though the
minee of the Council of Mind
Moscow had dictated how
be done. Some power not
has inspired its hatefulness;
piry it induces is not for the
of war, but for an artist whe
his integrity.

- L L

“The Brit
Committes,
nounces that Pablo Picasso
a painting to help the work
in Britain. It shows a faun's}
A faun, we hope, dishorned.

Picasso’s Gift.

Herbert Morrison—should also be the
most severe critic of any form of workers®
contral. The idea of the P Corpora-
tion with its board of exp was for
him a clever way of by-pass
rent claims for workers’ repre:

The widespread discussion of the basic
issues of the conwol of industry—for
t than the comments in the
Opimion and the Oxford

more impor

T,

(1

Clarion, are the debawes of the factory
floor and the mine—adds point w0 the
current  series of articles on anarcho-
syndicalism in Freedom, It should be
abundantly r that workers’ control
cannot possibly be won through a political
party, since it is an aim which takes

power from the politicdans and by-passes
the State. None of the “lefi-wingers™ of
the Labour Party would acquiesce in so
revolutionary a  departure from the
socialism of to-dsy. And to those who
are pressing for more nationalisation, one
might point out, as Mr. Ostergaard does,
that “what is wrong with the socialist
movement is not irs pace bur its direcrion.”

BOOK REVIEW

GUNS OR BUTTER

THE HOUSE AND THE FORT, by
Charles Humana. (Hogarth Press,
9/6d.) : E

THE hill jutted out into the sea, with

s ruined farm on one side and a
ned battery of two coastal guns on the
other. After her younger son had been
killed by a bomb intended for the gun-
site, old Maria had seat for his emigrant
brother, Paulo, to rcbuild the house and
cultivate the land. A little community
grew in the shack on the hillside, animated
by the work of reconstructing the farm.

There war old Maria, Paulo and his

daughter, Lorenzo the war orphan he

found in the village, and Robert the

British deserter who stumbled up Paulo’s

hill when fleeing from the police.

But other people are interested in the
hill. The military authorities have de-
cided that in the interests of mnational
defence the battery must be rebuilt.
Disarmament is over, though the scars of
war are still open. The Enemy, though
a different enemy now, must be shown
that the country is prepared. The farm
and its inhabitants are merely a nuisance,
for the hill must be fortified and barrack
huts built.

But, if the little group on the hill held

her by their sk of rebuild
ing, is powerless before the military
machine, and if the shack can easily be
destroyed, the forces which threaten them
are also vulnerable, for they, too, are
after all composed of individuals, and the
fort is not impregnable from eithin.

This is the theme of Charles Humara’s
novel, and its symbolism can easily be
szen; but it is not one of those por-
testiously allegorical tales with a “mes-
sage” and little else. The serring, the
diglogue, the simplicity and humanity of
the narrative bring to mind the novels of
Silone. One need not pay it & greater
compliment than that. i

e

OBSOLETE IDEAS
WH.-I T is need

rdinary out-look of ordimary people.
hange thar is wanted is sometimes
be @ mor hange, but my
that mothing is required
d a pust estimate of self-interest. I
know thar it is difficult to rouse enthu-
siasm for such a view. Suppose you said
to a population: ‘If you pursue cowrse
A, half of you will die in agony, and the
other half will live in squalor; whereas if
you pursue course B, you will all prosper’,
And suppose thar on rthis basis you com-
ducted a grear political campaign. Whar
do you think would happen? Al the
carnest moralists would rise wp and say:
*Sir, your gims are base. There are more
important things than material prosperity.
Should a great nation shrink from suffer-
ing if ir is incwrred in a noble cause?
Was it by such degraded self-seeking
that our ancestors made our mation grear?
Perish the thought! Away with money
grubbers. Let us live like heroes, and if
fare sowills i1, die like heroes.’ You will
find men pointing the finger of scorm ar
you as a coward, and you will be lucky
if your ‘cowardice’ does mot lead to your
being lynched, while the thousands wha
are lynching yow contrast their imflexible
courage with your Base poll L
The popular fear of imtelligence is one
of the grear damgers of our time, If
1eachers and educational authorities had
more understanding of the sort of persom
the modern world needs, they could wirh-
in a gemeration produce an outlook thar
would mransform rhe wmorld. Bur their
ideal of character is an old-fashioned ame.
They admire most the sort of chavacter
which would give ¢ man leadership in a
gamg of pirates, and if you say tha
commerce is a different thing from piracy,
they think you soft and hope you are
mistaken. All this is due ro the persistence
of old martial ideas that have descended
to us from earlier ages. These ideas, 1
repeat, were appropriate to an age of un-
avoidable scarcity, but are mor applm{:.!:
10 our own rimes, when hatever scarcity
still exists is dwe ro human stupidity and
to nothing else. Although this is the case,
most of us still prefer passion ro imrelli-
gence, e like 10 have our feclings roused,
e like 10 cheer and boo, we like 1o ad-
mire and we like 10 hate, we like to see
things in black and white. Our whole
mental apparatus is thar which s appro-
priate to sending ws rushing into bartle
with hoarse war cries. E
—BertRaxD RusselL  (from a
broadcast in his series “Living
in an Atomic Age™ The
Listener, 24/5/51.

it @ change in the

i

CAN IT!

In the small rivers fowing from
Bulpasia into Ynogoslavia, sardine tns

LETTER TO THE EDITORS

Anarchism and Indust

ure to see such a rational
the workers” in the first
{ the s of arucles on “Syndicalism—
The Workers' Next Swep”™. We have so
often met people, usually from what is
called the “lower middle-class”, who,
because of the political cause they have
espoused, talk in a generalised way about
“the workers”, as though they were a
vast dumb and down-trodden mass, whose
instincts were invariably right and who
were on the verge of revolutionary action
—ijust waiting for the right lead—{from

the talkers, of course). When these
people come in close contact with
“workers”, and find that the realitics of
working-class  life  differ from their

picture, that the “workers” are people
with a vaniety of aims and interests of
their own (and are not particularly in-
terested in the ideas of their self-conscious
saviours), they frequently recoil from
their political enthusiasms, and from the
glorification of a myth 1y 1o a contempt
for the reality., Think of the private
school proletarians of the Communist
Party in the ‘'thirties with their intel-
lectual slumming! On the other hand,
we know readers of Freedowms who dis-
claim any interest in industrial struggles,
‘“the workers, and that sort of thing™.
But we have yet to hear of their leading
Robinson Crusoe lives independent of the
labour of others.

“P.S." poinis out what ought o be
obvious, thar “all wealth is produced, and
all social services rendered, by these pro-
ductive workers, and it is no glorification
or flattery to state quite bluntly that they
are therefore the most important section
of the community™. It hes been sug-
gested that as anarchist propagandists, our
spproach is to individuals regardless of
what laver in our class-divided i
they occupy, and this is tue, but
by far the most effective resistance 1o
authority would come from the induserial
workers who could control and revolution-
ise the whole economic structure if they
exercised their own strength. Thar is
why we must bring our imtegral con-
ception of freedom to their notice, not w
lcadlhcm,nortopllmnise:hm,,m
plan for them, bur to work with them,

If we are honest, we recognise that a
paper like Freedom tends to creulste
among, and be written by, people who
have had the advantage of more formal
education than the majority of manual
workers and who are more often o be
found ameng technicians, traders, teachers,
clerical and “self-emploved” workers, etc.,
(for “education™, the mark of social starus,
rewards its recipients by taking them
of the ranks of the sod
The working-class

containing  anti-Tiwo were
fond.

hoped that Freedom's industrial
will do their best 1o bring anarchi
1o their workmates and make a
what it traditionally was—a working

movement. The series on The W
Next Step provides a grand s
point.
London,

BAKUNIN

'HE front-page article of The
Literary Swpplement (25/5/50
devoted 10 ha

reviewing Bakosnine er le Pan-slaoll
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MATERIALISTIC
VISIONARIES

N the century since the 1851
Exhibition, capitalism—in England
all events—has made a strange
t-face. Whereas the Crystal
in Hyde Park celebrated an
rmous cxpansion of the power of
tion, and that expansion con-
8d until a few decades ago; to-day
malised as the Age of Austerity,
everything, down to the sim-
neces: being in short

that paradox of economics,
tmore we seek 1o defend our
fife, the more attenuated our
life becomes.

firse, if society takes the long
g follows the advice given
year after year in successive
bspeeches, the paradox dis-
For the total volume of
continues to rise; only
n is unevenly distributed
he armed forces are provided
unfair share of tanks and
jes, bullets and bombs, which
pd to the civilian citizens.

purse, the socialist of to-day
ort that it is our army, our
And that anyway equal
gtion in the good things of
¥ capitalist production is
tically ensured by conscrip-
svery able-bodied male (and
o) can enter the ranks
ured consumers of to-day's
at least for eighteen months.

g look at America, however, we
we such sophistry (?) aside.
gre the expansion of productive
is still visible in goods con-
by the unarmed citizen. Re-
for example, on the fact that
‘are no less than 40,315,175
y owned motor cars in
gd Suies. One for every 3-and-
members of the population.

hists are often asked whether
Brial luxuries will increase “after
volution”. In America already
the capitalisi system can provide
tor cars anyway. If we arc
v minded we may be Lemlpud
ho o New York leader writer's
pd  boast:  “America’s  motor
e ligures would give Pravda
for comment. The capitalist
m i* not so inequitable bur that
illion families will wake the old
family bus any Sunday this
and be s happy as the kids

GAIN and again, snarchists have
pointed out how the mobilisation of
the nation for war stuliifies thinking and
distorts information, net only on the im-
mediate issues of the war but in all areas.
Passions are excited, lies are stated and
believed; but in addition the effort o
coerce and persuade the population to
national militaristic uwnity brings in its
train a fear of the results of any rigorous
critical thought, and avoidance of ques-

tions that may have onmy meaning or
consequences not knewn and approved
beforehand.

That this is the case now in war-time
America is clearly brought out in two
articles in the New York Times of
May 10th and 11th, by Kalman Seigel:

“A study of seventy-four major colleges
in the United States by the New York
Times showed that many members of the
college community were wary and felt
varying degrees of inhibition about
speaking out on controversial issues, dis-
cussing unpopular concepts and partici-
pating in student political activity, because
they were fearful of:

“(1) Social disapproval; (2) a ‘pink’
or Communist label; (3) criticisms by
regents, legislatures and friends; (4) re-
jection for further study at graduate
schools; (5) the spotlight of investigation
by Government and private industry for
post-graudate  employment and  service
with the armed forces.

“Such caution, in effect, has made
campuses barren of the free give-and-take
of ideas, the study found. At the same
time it has posed a seemingly insoluble
problem for' the campus liberal, depleted
his ranks and brought to many college
campuses an apathy about current prob-
lems that borders almost on their deliber-
ate exclusion.”

From many ‘sources, the New York
Times found that “‘censorship, wariness,
caution and inhibition"” had Jed to the

(From our New York Corresponden )

with the words ‘liberal’, ‘peace’, ‘free-
dom', and from class-mates of a liberal
stripe; (8) a sharp turning inward 1o
local college problems, to the exclusion
of broader current questions.”

As Mr. Seigel points out, it is not
McCarthyism alone that is to blame, but
also—

“"The times'; the probable inevitability
of the draft, the fear and uncertainty
of national life and a fatalistic and frus-
trated conviction that little can be done
in the college area to alter international
developments”; “a mature awareness of
the true nature of Communism, with the
result that it has lost much of its former
fascination, and the fecling that under
present conditions a firm, unswerving
allegiance to established concepis is in the
national interest and should be accepted,”

ng atmosphere
witch-hunts  and  self-

spawns
rEpression.

Municipal colleges, and large state
universities in ' large cities, says Mr.
Seigel, have been affected most. Among
the examples he cites are the following:

“At the City College of New York, a
student leader said he was ‘extremely
reluctant’ to express any opinions that
might be considered left-wing, even when
asked to write a theme in class on a
political issue.

“A student editor held that his fellow-

students were unwilling to speak out,
particularly in engineering, where, he
said, ‘the wrong word at the wrong time

might jeopardise their futures’. He said
agents of the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation were constantly inquiring about
students applying for Government jobs,
and that some graduate schools, with
Government-classified projects, were ex-
tremely reluctant to accept students who

following results on many campuses:

) A reluctance to speak out on con-
troversial issues in and out of class; (2)
a reluctance to handle currently un-
popular concepts even in classroom work
where they may be part of the study
program an unwillingness to join
student  political clubs; (4) neglect of
hurm arian causes because they may be

y un-

lack of affiliations; (6) an unusual amount
of serio-comic joking abour this or that
official investigating committee ‘getting
you'; (7) a shying away, both physically
and intellectually from any association

PROTEST IN ICELAND

W Iceland the Trade Union of General
Workers has passed a resolution con-
demning the occupation of the country by

American troops. The Federation of
Socialist Youth has also expressed
concern.

In a newspaper article by Sigur Bjoer
Einarsson, Professor of Theology at the
University of Iceland, appeared protests
against the occupation of the country and
condemning the methods by which the
American Government acquired bases.

Peace News, 26/5/51,

(from a correspondent fn Cape '_Tu:."u)
IN the Cape, the government is busy

passing a Bill 1o place 1!3c non-
Europesns, or should 1 say Coloureds
(pot to be confused with the Africans],
on @ seperate volers' roll. The g'l\]cc:_uf
this is o limit the non-European’s voung
power to lour Eurcpean candidates in the
lower house of Parliament, the Assembly.
Up till now the non-Europeans have been
able 10 vote in any Cape or Natal con-
stituency in which they lived. This fight
for their franchise, alth as
I will explain later, has b
more or less actively s

under Gen. Herzog,
Party removed the Al
mon voters' roll. T

jaken up by a few E
and liberals and, of
MNational Movements, D

In 1938, when the

then
under & ﬂeru:og

coalition,
on
ropeans
litancy,

B Ceruein ; RInd I
and s & result of Lhi i the war
wlustion, the fesuc was shelv During
under Smuts,

the war, the government
instliuted what wes called the Coloured
gil on which they placed

d ‘quislings’. 'This
0 the removel of the
the common roll,

& result of Qs complere

8 matursl death, MNow
» who got inwo pars

¥ o raciel segre-
bave decided 10 pluce
le en & scparaie

ol & large number
3 was held and
8 mass rally and
n ook  place.
B people particl-
] erence il was
day protest srike,
Mo gf May Tih.
o ok,

the workers
Town did not
it 7,000 ow of
wrcester, » lucge
Paarl were clisad,

Elizabeth and
it was not a
pres tried 0
8 fallure, Dr.
on the day fol-

The Coloured Franchise

in S. Africa

lowing the strike, calling it “a successiul
failure”, He even went so far as to
claim thatr it was a mandate on which 10
carry on with his suppressive measures,
forgetting to admit the intimidation from
the police and threats from g
ministers of wholesale sackings.
time the United Party (Smut’s successors)

who now o ¢ the Opposition benches,
were “bravely” fighting the Bill on in-
tricate legal grounds. Their policy is

that the Nationalists can put the Bill on
the statute book as long as they can get
a Lwo-thirds in both houses,
otherwise it s stitutional. They

never mentioned any moral grounds,
firstly since most of their morals are
m up o suit the situwation of the

moment, and secondly because they would
not be against the Bill but for the fact

that the non-Europcans now have the
sway in 56 constituences and in  most
i sipce the contact is betwesn the
Wationalist and United Parties, th: non-
Europeans always voled for the United

]’.m;:, There is to be another conterence
on June lith 10 consider the third round
wof the struggle.

The United Party felt slighted that
ceriain people who were not it§ m mbers
were doing so much 1o organise the
coloured people, So it gathered wgether
4 number of ex-Servicemen (under
Ciroup-Capiain  'Suilor’  Malan), and
told them 1o organise mass-torchlight

rally. Now 1 have nothing sgpinst the
support ol the ex-Servicemen n
byt I dislike some of their leaders who

¢ now shouting about general elections,
emocratic governments and  defence of
the cow ution. Maost of these guys
don't care & damn sbout the coloured
voie. 1
To explain why the coloured vote Is
S0 meagre anyway, it Is necessary o give
o few figures. hete are 40,000 voters
owt of the 1,000,000 non-Europeans.
These flgures are kept down by literncy
teats, and wage or owpership-of-properly
requirements, And |huns is n female
non-Huropean franchise, The Europeans,
men and women, sulomatically hecome
volgrs ut 21, notwithstanding whether
liierate or not, and with no income or
property qualification.

N.C.

had committed themsely,
¢ t selves to an u
point of view." i

“Student leaders at Hunger College
[another New York municipa) college]
were fearful of signing petitions, because
they were reluctant to get their names
on ‘any list’. Letters to the editor of the
undergraduate paper, they said in explain-
in the greater caution, now open with ‘It
appears that,’ rather than with the ‘I
think’, and ‘I believe’, of years ago.

. A number of teachers offer qualify-
ing apologies during their lectures, par-
ticularly when they move from the black-
and-white realm of the textbook, to
analysis and interpretation, saying, ‘Don't
get me wrong', and ‘Don’t think I'm a
Communist’.”

“At the University of Michigan, Dean
Erich A. Walter explained that students
¢ quite obviously more careful in their

recognising that  Federal
officers were making careful
5 of the membership of liberal
organisations.™

curity

At the University of North Carolina,
“John R. Harris, assistant attorney-
general for the student body, said that
while the student newspaper was free to
say what 4t pleased, there was an
atmosphere on the campus, ‘as in most
nil [I:m country, which tends. to equate
criticism with disloyalty and liberalism
with Communism’.”

It is interesting, finally, to note that:

“At the country's leading Cathoelic
colleges, deans and swdents explained
that any pressures toward conformism
were  virtually non-existent because
student and faculty thinking and action
were consistent with the Catholic point
of view,

“At Manhattanville and Fordham,
students report that the current pres-
sures had resulted in a more militant

Catholicism, and in a growing awareness
social

of and economic problems with

t of the colleges were now deal-

lism might bring
i “constructive criticism.

“The sameness of background and be-
lief almost e: the area of debate on
most controversial issues of the day, but
did not preclude discussion.”

3

Intellectual Thought in War Atmosphere

Mr. Secigel hopefully refers to the
existence of a ‘‘small but alert and grow-
ing army of defenders of free inquiry an
speech, pressing with increasing vigour
against repression” (as at Buffalo,
Colorado, Chicago, Chattanooga), but it
is clear that what is in question in these
colleges is a vigorous faculty, and occa-
sionally student, resistance to McCarthy-
Ism; it is npot accompanied by any
conspicuous growth of liberal or radical
sentiment and activity. And the New
York Times must be right in its editorial
definition of the two tendencies:

_ “There can be no doubt that two dis-
tinct trends are showing themselves, not
merely in educational institutions but in
our entire cultural life: first, a real fear
of the results of experimental thinking;
second, a reappraisal of our social and
economic traditions. The first tendency
is certainly weak and hurtful. The second
is, we believe, a sign of intellectual
health, The national mood is against a
purely destructive criticism, less intent on
evils and scandals, more devoted to
functional  improvements the way
democracy expresses itself.”

in

This, then, fills in the picture: first,
a rising fear of being victimized or of
finding oneself in a condition of heresy;
and a conviction of helplessness, hence
apathy. Second, a general acceptance of
the American system, intellectual freedom
viewed in the light of “constructive
criticism™ (the companion to the Catholic
phrase!): that is, what will make this
svstem work better no Socratic
cism!); thus a liberal minority which
takes its stand on “freedom”, but has no
positive programme.

Now, there is not really any satis-
faction in merely reporting that the
gloomier prophecies of anarchists have
been fulfilled. Let us see if something
more can be extracted from this situation,
even if Mr. Seigel’s hopes for liberal
resistance seem negative and futile.

It is doubtful if any group is poten-
tially as radical and intellectually daring
as college youth. Adolescence is intel-
lectualistic, and inexperienced, and its
enthusiasms are not reliable, we are told.
But, also, it is the nature of things that
membership in an economic class, except
when the class senses itself utterly de-
prived of apportunities to achicve tradi-
tional goals, is of conservative influence;
cconomic  interest dictates that each

(Continued on page 4)

soviet Sta

{from an East European correspondent)

ROPAGANDISTS and apologists of

the “Socialist fatherland” have
boasted many a time that it is only
I.5.5.R. that

irst (i
the full fru

over |
ures of t
tration
i the

w
=

camps,

normous power of the
rather surprising
nore an aspect

L I8
Soviet press devotes
ithusiastic articles.

A few days after the military parade
on the First of May, the U.S.5.R. Finance
Minister, A, Zverev, launched the sixth
State loan since 1945. lis targer is 30
billion roubles redeemable ov

200 years
with lowery prize drawings equivalent lo
a rate of interest of approximately four
per cent. The basic bond unit is 100
reubles, but there are smaller and larger
ones available to suit all pockets. Lottery
drawings—40 in all—starting next year
will be held twice yearly
drawing starts in 1957 and
should be redeemed by 1972, that time
35 per cent, of the unit should
have won prizes (the highest are mow
25,000 roubles), equivalent to an Iuvtr:\ll
rate of interest of 4 per ¢ent. The re-
maining 65 per cent. will be just redeemed
at par.  (The Economisi, 12/5/51.)

¢ W
By

b

There is littde doubt that the loan will
ribed very soon. The same pres-
regimentation which gives to
Generalissimo Stlin every single vote in
his clectaral district and forces millions of
workers o promise many hours of
“yoluntary’” labour in honour of some
important  anniversary in the  Marxist
calendar will be applied again on the
long-suffering  Sovier citizens.  Sowviet

te Lottery

over 10 months. By next spring new
sums will probably be needed for some
high-sounding project and an excuse
found to fleece wage-earners again.

What is ccreain, however, is thar these
yearly “loans” are by now a definite part
of Soviet economy, helping the swollen
bureaucracy to remain in power and live
in relative comfort and increasing the
th of the armed forces whi
e time tending to relieve o
pressure caused by the
of consumer goods. They also afford yet
another example of “double think™ and
show how little attention is paid by the
so-called workers’ goverament to the real
needs and desires of those whose sole
representatives they claim o be. oy

ous lack

=

Civilising Mission

The following letter (from Alex
Comfort) appeared in last week’s
New Statesman :

It has been publicly laid down that the
American objective in Korea is now to
kill ‘the maximum possible number of
Chinese. Gen. MacArthur amplificd the
attitude, though perhaps not the policy
detnils, when he said:—

“A rifle kills a single man, a machine
gun kills them by the score; heavy
artillery and bomb kill them by thou-
sands, the atomic bomb may destroy
them by hundreds of thqusands. But
when you put vour blockide on them
and prevent them from getting food . . .
you threaten the life of the entire
group. A blockade threatens destruction
by the millions.”

He then proceeded to advocate such a
blockade.

newspapers can therefore print resol

that in all industrial enterprises the
workers are “unanimously” deciding 1o
buy bonds for the equivalent of their
monthly wage, the payment to be spread

Gift to a Comrade

Caro, Monday.
Stalin sent Queen Narriman of Egypt
a magnificent sable comt as a wedding

gl
Daily Herald, 8/5/51.

Apg y it has not taken very long
for genocide, which MasArthur is advoca-
ting, 10 become part of the sitrategy of
the United Nations, a development which
the founders of that body can hardly have
envisaged. It would be naive 10 suggest
that, if other considerations did not deter
them, moral or ethical arguments would
operate in the Pentagon to prevent the
implimentagjon of the “D.D.T."” policy
over large Ms of China. I think it is
u good thing,'when we speak of a “United
Mations war against aggression”, that we
should bear in mind exactly what and who
we are allied with. &




INTELLECTUAL  ATMOSPHERE
IN AMERICA

(Continued from page 3)
individual attempt to secure his welfare
within the status quo, .Endl he u‘sualiy has
no energy for challenging it. The college
student, relatively uncommitted to the
economy, With 1o sort of vested interest,
part of a very peculiar community, can
afford to speculate, to be daring (he is not
risking even chains). Hence the European
tradition of the revolutionary university

uth. In America, the commercialisation
and technology-practical bent of Ameri-
can education, fostered by industrialists
intent on training engineers and managers,
has tended to modify greatly the pattern
handed down by the aristocratic-monastic
tradition: in a sense. the 20th century
American student is already committed to
the economic system, as an administrator
or engineer in training, as a future pro-
fessional, etc. When to this is added the
impact of war, the sense of helplessness,
and the harrying of the politician-patriots,
we have a dark, dark picture,

But the power of American capitalism,
has always resided in its flexibility, in its
ability to tolerate, and even utilise,
rebelliousness. The thirties were charac-
terised by the utmost political activity on
the American campuses: anti-war move-

(Continued from page 1)

» A " i ! a policy Amenities
Unofficial Movement in the days of casual labour”. This is  which has already come from em A
s . : Lo . . i ¥ ployers The Legge i i
The committee claim that the Port- ® Serious admission.” It is also pointed  circles who want a return to the “good  conclude Lh.anuquﬂn;;m'!‘ i ffox
workers' Committee has disrupted the ©Out that the Dock Labour ‘Board consti-  old days”. Victimisation of rank and file i

work of the Port by unofficial strikes
and has undermined the constitutional
methods of the unions. The report
ignores the fact that the unofficial move-
ment, which came into existence in 1945,
was initiated because the unions had
failed to carry out the wishes of the
members. By making “unconstitutional
use” of the constitutional machinery of

tions . . ."

the union, the union leaders have, in one give us their support in their own  ent largely on finance and consequen
concession after another to the employers,  past. . 1nterests. the various authorities have been “pas
undermined the achievements secured It should, however, be pointed out that The Trade Unions the buck”. However, a report of!
over a long period of struggle. The  the main aim of the inquiry committee The Leggett Committee says that the

report goes on to comment that “cert:nr:
leading members of the Portworkers
Committee are members of the Com-
munist Party”, but it completely ignored
the fact that many of the London Com-
mittee, including myself, are not membgrs
of that Party. Further, we can point
out that we originated the Committee in
1945, when the Communist Party stood
for a Coalition Government and opposed
our strike action.
Dock Labour Scheme

The inquiry committee states that the
Dock Labour Scheme “has left the organ-

can be done.

for this purpose.

isation of employment much as it was

tutes a third party between employers and
workers and that this has “increased the
impersonal nature of their relations”, and
they want “more stable and direct rela-
Their solution to this whole
problem is the extension of permanent
employment, but we reject this proposal
as it is an attempt to
of men on whom they can force worsened
conditions as they have attempted in the

is to tighten discipline, and advice is
given to the Labour Government, port
authorities and union officials, how this
Totalitarianism is their aim.
They want to use the unions even further

Comment is made on the dual position
of union officials who sit on the Board
and help the employers discipline us, and
it is insisted that this “joint responsibility”
must be strengthened!
is made in the report that the “continu-
ance of unofficial strikes and other un-
constitutional action may compel the
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suspension of the scheme , |

who persistently show themselves u
willing to observe the conditions of t
Scheme or who persistently incite u

uild up a body

unions is desirable”.

An implied threat

smaller “'Blue Card"

only.

union for port-worke

militant_s is also implied in the recom.
mendation when it states that “Individuals

constitutional action should be dismissed
from the industry . . " We must fight
such attempts with our usual solidarity
and the wider industrial movement must

The employers and
prominent officials of the T. & G.W.U.
would like the “Blue” union liquidated
for obvious reasons, as this union’s con-
stitution and its general working is more
democratic than the “White” union and
constitutes a threat to totalitarian control

®.¢., the Stevedores’ and Dockers’ Union, the

FREEDOM

over all portworkers. I would like to
the “Blue” union strengthened,

workers in London are totally inadequa
and this has contributed to the sourn
of industrial relations in the Port™.
report briefly reviews first-aid equipmi
canteens, and meal facilities, sanip
accommodation, washing facilities,
ing water, - and the work of welf
officers. Reading this section of the
port it is fairly obvious that respons
for improved welfare facilities is dep

n-
he
n-

National Dock Labour Board p

friction between the T. & G.W.U. and 10 the Minister of Labour in Fi 1
the N.AS.D.* is a “source of trouble 1949, which is quoted by the
and a closer unity between the two  cOmmittee makes it clear that the/G

ment must share in this re
‘The National Board's repost .
“In iﬂugust 1950, the Port.
the National Joint Council and
met to consider this o
Position”, and a tripartite
made further representations
Minister in November 1950,
to the canteens and
February of this year, the’
Labour “informed  the

s

ments, socialist and stalinoid movements,
New Deal sentiment and “liberalism™.
But where did this lead? Precisely to
intellectual acceptance of the second
world war. The anti-war movements
fostered the illusion of safety in mass;
student strikes symbolised the methods by
which the threat of war could be met;
and when nothing materialised, the young
man, swept up in these traditions, pre-
pared for no individual action, suc-
cumbed. More, the liberal and radical
activity had committed the student to the
slogans of “democracy”, “anti-fascism”
and the New Deal, and—thus—eventually
to the war so sloganised.

At present, the case is this: the student
is offered no convenmient radical or
liberal movement pretending to give
solutions and security; he is face to face
with the brutal fact—ignored in the
thirjies—that he is an individual in an
stomized society, threatened by the State,
the economic system and the system of
wars. When he does speak, therefore, he
may be more reliable; when he says he
will not be drafied, this is perhaps some-
thing more than the 1939 talk of “going
1o the hills”, that pure romanticism.

In effect, the power of the American
system has resided largely in its ability
w channel the individual into its service,
wtilising his rebellousness in institution-
alised mass movements. Through the
madness of McCarthyism, and the in-
evitable spread of parriotic and anti-
critical notions, the system antacks one of
i ic supports. More and more
y on coercion; more and more,
hope, it will throw up serious
free of old delusions. For the loss
represented by the declining level of

mic thought and swdent opinion,
hardly compensation: as, in
he sharpening of the conflict be-
d individual crushes many
than it makes aware of the
individual rebels fail to
as they feel utterly
rom socety and community, they
will be weakened. (Bur perhaps some of
them will find each other.) In any case,
it will be imeresting to see if the
American system, in the atmosphere of
permanent war, will be able to negouate
the wransition from flexibility and toler-
snce 1o intalerance and imellectual (and in
some areas physical) viclence. Let us
hope pot !
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. The Syndicali

NLIKE trade unionism, Syndicalism has not been developed

merely to “represent” workers within capitalist society. It
can do that, and do it far more effectively than trade unionism,
but that is not its main object, for its real aim is the abolition
of capitalism and the establishment of the free, classless society.
The defence and improvement of our standards of living as
long as the existing systems last are, of course, vital, but the
Syndicalists long ago realised that under the capitalist state
there is no lasting security, no permanent peacé or prosperity.
Capitalist states, forever struggling among th Ives, also

SYNDICALISM — THE WORKERS’

NEXT STEP—3

st Alternative

determined upon—a strike, for example—a committee would
be delegated by the rank-and-file to carry out their wishes. If
this entails a loss of wages greater than that of the other
workers, the delegates’ expenses could be refunded—but why

should they get more than if they had remained at the bench?
And when they have fulfilled the function delegated to them,
why should they not return to the bench? And next time,
somebody else can do the job. In this way, no privileges
are accorded to those who, for whatever reason, arc given an

wage ceascless war against their own subjects. Externally they
wage etonomic or military wars; internally, the class war. For
the workers, life is a perpetual struggle, and it is from the working-
class struggle that ideas of syndicalism have sprung. Like
Anarchism, Syndicalism is not the product of one man’s
academic theories. It has been hammered out in countless
actions against the boss and the State, against oppression,
exploitation and political trickery; it was mot just thought up
in the British Museum. But it is one of the many tragic
aspects of the situation to-day that the reformist and pseudo-
revolutionary theories of the political parties of the “Left”
have created such confusion that the simplicity of Syndicalism
seems (oo good to be true!

For, although the task which faces a Syndicalist movement
is colossal, the approach we make to that task is the straight-
forward and direct, approach of the class struggle. We reject—
however plausible Apd attractive they may seem, because they
represent the easy way out—the arguments of those who think
in terms of political tactics, rather than face up to the reality
that working-class strength lies at the point of production and
not in the seat of government.

In fact, most of those who use the political arguments very
often see that truth clearly enough, but for their own interests—
i.e., because®they want to get into power—and put forward the
well-known lines (“We've got to get our own men into Parlia-
ment,” etc.) for which the workers have so long fallen, but
which are wearing a bit thin now. Let us look, then, at the
Syndicalist alternatives.
INDUSTRY, NOT CRAFT
Syndicalists maintain that the workers should so organise
themselves as 1o get maximum effectiveness with tHe minimum
of effort. To achieve this, it is necessary in the first place 1o
organise on an industrial basis and not according to craft. I
showed in the last article how craft organisation tends to split
the workers rather than unite them. By organising themselves
sccording to industry, workers can come together on a much
more solid basis, and their identity of interest becomes much
Within the same factory, there may be workers
carrying out hali-a-dozen different kinds of jobs—engincers,
“unskilled” labourers, clerks, maintenance men,
ers, building workers—all of whom st present may belong
In & syndicalist organisation they would
all belong o the syndicate for the particular industry of which
that factory is  pert.  From this it would sutomatically follow
that whenever any section of the workers in the factory had 1o
take sction to defend their interests, all the workers would
ih

maore apparent.

electricians,

w different unions

them

ke ac

That often happens to-day, of course,
but i ¢

es w0 only &8 8 result of the netural solidarity of the
workers and asgainst the pless of the
afficials. Clearly, the workers should
foster that natural solidarity, not suile bt

trade union branch

cresie organisations o

NO PERMANENT OFFICIALS

Coming together by Industry and not by cralt would alw
greatly simplify the work of organ
hundeeds of unions claiming membershig
for it—something like twenty-ive or thinty syndicates would
cover the necessery industries and services. This would im-
mediately cut down the vau number of organisers which trade
unionist workers have 10 carry on their backs, but that number
would be ew down even more drastically by the fact that
Syndicalism sims at an absol ini of .

There are two Syndicalist principles which apply to this.
One, that no organiser shall be regarded sy permanent; two,
that no organiser shall be paid more for his job as 8 Syndicalist
than he would get at his work.

R

on.  Insead of he

and olten competing

ber, that a would exist by, and 10 express,

the will of the rank-and-file of the workers. 1f some sction is

job to do by their work-mates.

If a delegate does not carry out the job in accordance with
the workers' wishes, he must be subject to immediate recall,
to be replaced by somebody else. There must be no privileged
jobs in the syndicates, or their holders will begin to think more
of defending the jobs instead of the interests of the workers.
Don’t just hope your organisers will not be led astray; make
sure your form of organisation does not allow them to be.
Don’t trust your leaders—don’t have any!

INTERNATIONALISM
Since Syndicalists are opposed both to Capitalism and to the
State (“the executive committee of the ruling class™), it follows

further action by the Go
cc lated”. Need I comh

Conclusions

The above brief summary ol
conclusions of the inquiry comm
give readers some indication of )
character of such “impartial
committees set up by ths Go
The basic demands of the Paj
Charter have been ignored and th
mendations made are to fob us g
few minor concessions, in order
across totalitarian labour control
port-workers.

Mental Ill-Health Aj
Students

HE Department of Preventiv
cine at Cardiff has made an i
tion into the health of 1,217
76% of those entering the

there. It was found tha: 13 pér @
the men and women students wen

ing from major psychological
and about 20% from miner &
IThE report states thar “sex frustrafl
ignorance of sex hygiene” are corits
factors, and that some 95 per cefit.
and 75 per cent. of women cafiig
college with no previous forrmial
education.

logically that they are prepared neither to use them nor to
defend them. . Socialist arguments thar the State can be used
for the emancipation of the workers have been shown to be
false. Partriotic arguments that the workers must defend the
“British way of life” (i.e., capitalism) have also been shown to
be false. For the workers have no interest in common with
their ralers, who manipulate wars in their struggle for power
but who do not themselves fight them.

Syndicalists do not look for allies among any ruling groups;
they know their real friends are among the workers of cther
nations. British, American and Russian workers have more
interests in common with each other than they have with their
own ruling classes, and the internationalism of the Syndicalists
is based on the knowledge that fundamentally only international
action by workers everywhere will rid the world of the shadow
of war and the disease of capitalism.
ANTI-WAR

For wars are fought by workers. Battleships, tanks, guns,
bombs and bombers are all made by workers—and used by them
against the workers of other lands. But there is much truth
in the old saying—"“Whoever wins a war, the workers always
lose!” and the Syndicalists ask the question: “Is it not about
time we stopped sacrificing ourselves at the behest of our rulers?
Wherever we go nowadays, we hear the samé remark: “The
ordinary people don't want war.'j The question then is: “Why
on earth do they continue to fighl them?”

The productive capacity of the! world to-day is greater than
it has ever been. But we don't benefit from that because pro-
duction is geared for war, and it is no longer possible to think
of war as an isolated accident in the capitalist world. It is
not. Tt is part and parcel of that world We are on & permanent

War economy. .

Syndicalists long ago realised the inevitable conclusion: that
who opposes .tup'uulmn must oppose war, who opposes Wwir must
oppose capitlism. Trade union leaders in all countries lead
in the cries for more sacrifice from the worker§ In peace and
in war. Bui the Syndicaliss urge that the Workers in all
countries should refuse 1o make armaments for their own des-
truction, and should join hands across the frontiers in the
They should refuse Lo

commun struggle against their rulers
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fight for those who exploit them.

NO POLITICAL ACTION
This cannot be done by political sction, For politics is the
art of government, and however idealistic and high-principled
8 political party s when struggling for power, when it gets
into power it has to govern the same as any other party. Syndis
culists reject political action as being absolutely useless in the
schievement of the classless society. Socislist governments
may oust the old ruling class, but they only establish themselves
us the new one, and th undoubtedly very nice for the
politicians, but the workers find they are in exactly the same
position as before—at the botiom, doing all the work and getting
very small rewards and even less say in the organisation of | ||
thelr own lives. \
PriLir SANSOM. i
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