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EVER THOUGHT ABOUT SOCIALISM?

As an-NS-reader, you probadly regard Ihe sbove question as rather a chesk. 3 WHAT ABOUT THE LABOUR LEFT-WING?

After a'II, most people regard NS readers as socialist aimost by defi: itton. Would Wall, what aboul 17 Do you really believe that the antics of thase sfale comad-

that this were iruel tans really alter lne fact that they are an integral parl of the malorily in the
Unhappily. we m the SPGB consider 11 is nothing like true. The trouble staris, House which maintains in power a government which runs capitallsm  (with

of course, with the old problem: 'H depends what you mean by sociallsm.” But § monumental inefliciency, it's lrue) and fraudulently protends to socialism at the

beip_re dealing with that directly by giving our own definition, ot us give an same . fime? One of them, Faul Rose, wrole an article In the Guardian recently

ingirect answer where we will be on common ground. with NS readers: ‘Sociatism proudly prociaiming that he and his fellow left-wingess had voted against ail ihe

is not the same as capitalism.’ . obnoxious measures which the government (his government,. of coursgs) 1ha_c:
introduced. He was so thrilied with his articla that he even wroté a ‘rep y' to i
I8 THE LABOUR GOVERNMENT SOCIALIST? ' a couple of days later] But he maintained a craven silence In ihe face of two

On this point we can deal with expesienced fact, rather than mere theory. Mosi L. lelters In the Guardiam pointing out that he and his frisnds were part and parcel
of you probably voted for this government hinking thal the Labour Parly was of Wilson's majorlty and were respensible for evary pisce of anli-working class
socialist. "Well, weuld you say now that the system you are Hving under is not fegislation introduced. Their only honourable course would be to resign their
_the same a5 capifalism? Can you detect any difference in principle between the I Sedls. Bul of course lhey would aft do anything rather than face the prospoct Oé
social set-up that obiained in the ffflies when admilled capitalisls were in power | 990 Into the wilderness. So, by periodic baring of thair m:;cih l:t':b“ctltsek
and the present one? Cah you find anylhing to quarrel with in lre following | consclances they kaep the cash and take the credit too. '“Cl'_”d" ‘I-]d ? altac
quotations: *Mr Wilson has the distinction of presiding over a government whien | 11, the Guardian wers Michael Foot, Mikardo .i;.“d A"&‘.JI" {t!h?‘_;st:ou a o cog:g
has removed the lasi. major dislinction belween labour and conservative.' "It Is fiave filled a column). Al of them kept significanty silent. Mikardo was &0

i P } i his Prime Minisler 'an unprincipled opportunist’ during his first
not in ihe nalure of labour governments 10 be sotjalist.” Ah, you say, jusl quotes of calling r P

ali N . administration put saying not a word abdul this 1o his electors al the last
fram the Socialist $tapdard: And you would be quite wrong. Thay are both from -i. glagtion. His silende must surely satisfy NS readars that he and his friends wil
;

the NS-i%_s_eIi allhough, most urusually, our paper would have been quite happy [ play .the same game at the nexi eleclion ton.

with eilher of them {for those who wanl to check, the dates are < :pectively - - ’

1/3/88 and 17/1/68) They seem tue encugh. don’t they? And jat in case THE COMMUNIST PARTY—AND THE REST .
you would like to hitsh off lhese remarks as aberrations and ot SerioUsly | The GP was formed as & sycophant of Leninist state-capitalism and has centinued
meant, your will remember. that the NS has recently been fealuring serious articles 1 play thal inglosious Tole ever since, They slood bravely behind Stalin ‘while he
»showing how the gap belween rich and peor has grown wider under Wilson. | yas butchering untald numbers of Russian workers {including thousands of thair

the most obvious feature of capitalist soclety in all igs is thai the mass

of the people are forced to sel thelr alarm’ clocks earn g out and sell their |

.mental. and physical _energies  in relum. fo1 wages. we say ‘all countijes’ Z .
|
i
i

in the full knowledge that they have never breathed a word agains! the USSR

for fifty Inglorious years. They are. utterly discrediled.

dasignedly; most people :In Moscow are afteched to hZir alaim .clocks in state-
capitalist Russia” exactly as tn- state-and-privaie-capitaiist England or America.) ’
Mow when we say ‘forced” we do so knowlng that under capitalism thers are no
slavé drivers with whips as there were under previous social syslems. Bub you
know what ‘it 'is that forces people fo hire themselves out” by e hour or the
week.: like so many farm-horses or tractors, i Is simply that in all countries
tha vast majority
.of_living,

the eviis of capilalism while leaving intact the ‘system_ Which is their causg

undsrsianding of and desite for soclalism™Is teo hard and toa unglemorol
ther. Only the SPGE has asver _daviated..feam:ihe “soctalist paih ~and

ople .own_nothing of the means of production, lhe 4
o ol iye Ao

of 1he pe
The. tand, . “dnd the #lores g Ao

sthe »fs {es;:ha o

- damands. -‘For ihis we have been called Utoplans. Yet who are the real Ulopians
If not inasa who, iry. to achieve peace and harmony While leaving the capitalist
" jungle ; Intacl? - They ‘merely - Gissipale  the 'énthusiasm "of thote many -sincera
youngsiars Ahat fher areomeraly dryin rgiarg ths r3ls wnd In Jdus
yacoiie -frualraied - and apathetic. It .happens lime “and again. .
he ‘pathelic. halure ‘of these 'Redicals is_perhaps best fllusteated by a Jingle
ihey ‘chanted In.ihe fiist days of their disiflusion wiih the- Labour government
- which many.of them heiped to install: *A talas .of two Anthonys, Greenwood and
! ‘Benn, ‘Now.thoy are minisiers, once they were men’, They are quite right to
derounce those loud-mouthed leflies of opposition days who have deserled fo
enfoy ihe sweets of office (Crossman, Castle. Wilson himself). But ihese was
no excuse for their owa folly in not reatising that these people risver ware ‘men”
and that when lthey came to adminisier capilafism themselves they would quickiy
emulate all ths things ihat the wicked Tories had been doing. SPGB warnings
foll on deaf sars. They cowld not even see ibat a 'Soeialist’ parly which had
a splinter group called “Viglory for Socialiam’ within it must by definition be a
farce as well as a fraud. {1 is hardly even Ironical thal the leader of thit
faction, Swingler, Is now happily bedded dowa as a member of the government.}
As to ihe new faces. NS readers are probably nol so najve as'fo be faken In by
cult-of-personality merchants of the iype of Targ All who shows his lrue worth
by joining’ia the junkeling in Castro’s Cuba while shulting his sars lo the groans
of the uatried victims of the regims in Caslro’s gaols. He presumes to debate
socialism wilh Michael Foot (who knows about as much of the subject as my
fool - or as AH himself); bul lhere are few takers indeed for the challenge 1o

y .say . inat.you ‘expected tha
oHsh the “wages system; thal
&t ‘anywhare {rom Cuba lo .
ess imass 1s. explolted by the
ns of produclion? You did not expaot it
i Knpw {: gn .had ‘no ‘mandate ¢ abolish thé wages system.
On''the gonlraty,” the very idea.is enough fo send-a shudder through the working
¢lass. (including " that section™of It which reads the NS}. So you can't blame
Vilson ‘for nol-inifgducing ‘sdcialism. In. the present slate of working class
political education it was simply nol on. But you can blame him (and ihe
Labour Parly in ‘general) for paylag lip service lo the idea of scclalism, for
pretending 10 be soclalist. And wa in the Seocialist Paily cerlainly do. Because
it Is obvigus ihal the move pediars these are of spurious brands of soclatism,
be they Wilsonian or Russian brands of nationalisation, or even Hillerian
National Socialism, the more confused does the working class become and the
. more difficull the lagk of those like us who propagate the Idea of a fundamental
revolutionary changs In the structure of seciety.

THE CRIME OF THE LABOUR PARTY debate with the only party which has stoed for soclalism, the whole socialism
This is of course the real crime of people like Witson. Nol that they failed to and nothing bul socialism since ifs nceplion.

Instifule socialism. Most people don'l even know whal it Is Iet alone want it, None of the other parties gan,clalm clean hands when it comes lo freedom
(This doublless applies lo the members of Wilson's- goverament lhamselves.) and demacracy. Al of them flirted with Hitfer at various times {the CGP of tcourse

was actually parly to a pact with him}. And when this country was at war ‘to
save democracy’ they all kept mum about the horrific doings of Stalin whe was
nol evan second to Hitler himself in crushing the slightest pretensions 1o
freedom on the par of the working class. And they all join in pralsing Dubcek
who calls himself a communist and must therefore by delinition be an enemy
of free spsach and liberly for non-communists {and especially for soclalisls).

But by masquerading as socialists, while grotesquely falling to make capitallsm
anything other ihan a murderous jungle of poverly and wars, they cause a
revulsion from the very idea of socialism. In Germany, bstween lhe wars, the
tailure of the allaged socialists 1o make capitalism work smoothly and in the
Interasts of the majorily led to such a revulsion that the outcome was Hitlerism,
Whal makes readers of the NS who support the Labour Pariy so sure lhe same

i : Mo doubl he is (ess murderous than Sfalin. But then so was Russelink

lhing can't happen here? Sacialism without democracy 1s oyl of the question. And so the SPGB has
TRUTH IN POLITICS always stood for democracy and has always conducted iis affairs accordingly.
The Labour minislers may be ignorant about sociafism but they are fully aware Even its sxeculive commitize meelings are open not only to ali members but to
of their own dishonssly in making long {ists ot promises to amellorate the elfects oppanents as wett. And the latle: have always besn walcoms lo pul thelr case
of capitalism under iheir administration and then cynically breaking them. The at our meetings or Tn the Sccislist Standard. A moneyless, franlierlass wortd
list is too familiar o NS readers to need stiessing here—Health Service charges, can only ba run by an informed, socislist mejority of the working class. H
Polaris subs., deliberate creation of a pool of unemployed, wage ftreezes, "cannot ba achisyed by Leninist vanguards, by slitist canspiracies, .
restriction of unions’ right to strike, racial discrimination against Kenyan ‘_t is of course qmte_lmpuss!ble to pwl our case fully in one .(aibeit axpensivel}
coloureds ele. etc. ad navseam. But then dishonesty is an integral pari of their amcl_e. .II you woyld fixe te find outl more of what s'oclahsm is reatly about yau
trade. When Crossman was an opposition MP he actually wrote in his Guardian are invitad to weile for & free capy of the Soclalist Standard where you will
column: “In politics honourable men are bound lo practise deception and tell find our principles (which are nailed to ihe mast in every piece of hterature
lies” (Nov. 2 '82). But this did nol stop him catching the headlines recently we have aver published), addresses of naarest branches eic.

moaning that TV interviewers actually made politicians sgem Hars. Here we have
a rare case of a politician being accused of practising what he preaches. And
he complains aboul il. Honourable men, forsooth. Shades of Mark Anthony’s

emanit SPGB, 52 CLAPHAM HIGH ST.. LONDON SW4

Labour means. less equalily. not more. i own communist comrades) and neither the Daily Worker {at least they have had
P R R . | the decency to drop that undeserved name) nor the more aplly named Mourning |
SQCIAL’SM AND_- QAP‘"AUSM' s . o i &tar havae ever lold thelr readers that Russia Is simply a viclous brand of state-
Now let us look at some fundamentals. If we ait ac  ~al soctalism Is not 118 #% ,ooicanism with a dictatorship of the Communist Parly over the prolelarial, They
same as e¢apHallsm, what are the maln difierences? ill hardly dispule lhat } now have the impudence lo arraign Sarbara Castle for her antiunion- legislation

which has murderously repressed free union organisalion.and lhe right_ 1o }sl_rlk_e o

As for GNDers, Radical Studenls and the rest, lhey may \_j.léi! bé sincara but.
fhey cannot avoid the fulility ‘which ‘aliaches to. all pasiles which seek lo curg

The' long haul of educating the ‘working. class “(inciuding themsalves) 10 'an
50, for .
LN
refusad to catch  members aid voles ‘on a programme "of so-called immediate *. -




W STATESHMAN 26 DECEMBER 1969

925

ADYERTISEMENT

This is the first of a series of twelve advertisemanls appearing on the third Friday of the monih, inserted by a small group
who think lhat socialism is the only answer to society's problems bul thal l¢co few pseople know what it really is.

A SOCIALIST ON THE SCENE

INTRODUCING SOCIALISM

This series will consist mainly of articles showing how soocialists look at lhae
events and ihe pacple on the potitical stage. But {irst it is necessary lo make
clear what this soclalism is ihat we stand for. It may wel sound rather a ¢heek
1o define socialism to NS readers, but it is none ths less necessary for lhal.
Many readers imagine thaf what goes on in Russia or China or Cuba is
socialism. Olhers may evan imagine thalt bacause governmenis in England, or
West Germany, or Scandinavia accasionally lalk abeut soctalism thare is a kind
of socialism in those counlries tog (allhough ons imagines they are a dwindiing
number).

In the present slage of lhe evelulion of human soclety, there are only two
possible systems, capilalism and socialism. And everywhere capiialism jules.
No country ix socialist Mo country is remotely to be described as on the road
to socialism or in some sost of iransilion period When people fike Mao talk
aboui lheir opponents taking the road back fo capilalism, the implicalion Is that
they themselves have achieved socialism or are on the yeay ¢ doing .so. All
such claims are simply lies. The simple test is the sxistence in all .these
countries of the wages systam. It iz the mark of the beast by which you gan
recogaise capilalism the world ever. Who gels wages? The working class, And
what is thal? It is ihe vast majority of people who own nothing of the méans_ of
life (land. factaries et¢.) and are therefore compelled {0 sell their 'energies fo
support themseives and their families. And their wages just about enable them
to do that {lnough not always even that). Who buys thelr power to lsbour?
Clearly the minority which owns lhose means of life, which they use as cagpital,
for the purpase of producing a profil. They are the capitalist class - not a lerm
of abuss. mearely a description of an economic fact of life, And the whole
purpose of 2mploymeant is that they should profit. Capitallsts do not employ for
the purpose of kesping people at work or to provide wealth that people nead.
Those things are quite ancillary to lha main purpose, which fs profit. Profit is
the only molive forée which drives lhe wheels of capitalisi society. Which is
why capitalism can never work in ihe interesis of the happiness of humanity.
It is not geared that way and hence all tinkering reforms must [eave the system
intact as a istt2r upgn human happiness.

The asotive icrce behind socialism will be simply the well-being of all psople
{there wiil aaly be peeple then: now there are simply warkers and capitallsts).
By abollsnﬂg the pre et-up and_ substiluling ene where the means of lile

o) {0 propa ¥ of us al[ there wiil be an end to employment tor
] ba'an end io employrnanl. Employmenl means explmta-

unions 0. de'ﬂnd th=l} intareels (they are fraudlent hut never mind). We won't
naed trade ‘unlons under soclalism to defend the interests of a working ciass

because there won't bs ong. So if there Is a class which hires ilsell oul for
wages in ﬂu;sna just fike here. lhere must by definitien be another class
which dosgs the employlng And pockels lhe profii. {There must be plenty of
profit. The powers of production of Russian capitallsm have been enormously
Increased white the share falling to the warking class there s still only enough
to provide ‘'a living’.} Unlike here. where most capitalisis geat their share of
the swag from ownership of shares-in the means of production. the ruling class
in the so-cailad communist countries, where tha state is the cellective employer,

_ get their share by ovwning and confrolling the slate. The beneficiaries are easily
recognisable. The apparatchiks and the managers and the top politicos have
swish limousines and country houses and members of the working class te act
as servants -n them Just like here And obviously it does not matter a damn
to the workers who loil for a living wage how the susplus valus that is thus
extracted s aished oul. In all countries the working class Is exploited. That Is
what a working class is for.

Having ussd all thal expansive space 1o se! the capitalist scene (which
should be nurnecessaty by now but unfortunately Isn’t), what, | would like to
know, is 1ne aftitude of NS readers, parlicularly those who think they are
socialists? Can you possibly imagine thal it is feasible to reform capilalism,
whizh exists omy for profit, 30 as to have the kind of harmonicus, abundant
sociely which is there for tha taking? It is clearly an aitempt to square the
circle. Anyway. H you lhink capitalism can be made into a decent soclety
what's thea point in pretending lo be socialist? It is a matter of the utmost
difficulty to convart pecple to socialism, Why should we socialists waste our
strepgth in trying to do that if capitalism can be made to work in tha Interests
of humanity? § would be shear stupldity. But those paople, like the Labour
goverrmeant, for exampla. who lry to run capitalism and solicit support and
votes for the purpose, are clearly conning you whenever they use the term
sociatisns, T arg capitalists to a man.

_B!AFHA AND VlETNAM

. Perhaps the quashon ‘Wiho are Ihe reaf sosialists?” Is always best answared by
" .looking at the altitude of parlies to the murderous wars which are more or lass
Iaseparable from capuallsm The, pseudo socialist Labour Parly played an
."ESsenhal supponing role in he bu%cheries of the two woild wars (not fo. men-
“tion Korea ang- AUMErQUS mino:l s!aughters} The -pseude-sogialist. Communist

_that wars are. foughl for ao hlgh -flowen ideals . of !raadom ‘and demo::rauy bul_

“wing of the Labour Parly can remain as essenlial supporl for a govarmment
. ‘wihich is simply an accomplice in the mass murder of children by that cruelles?
- of dealbs, ‘sta;vation, likewlse. And even a paper like the Guardian, friendly to

It happens that there is a party which does stand for sociallsm and has
done so for sixty years. Cddly enough, in Great Britain, the only paily which
stands for soclalism is the only one which calls itself the Socialist Parly. But
it belisves that only by gelting a majorlly of worksrs who understand and want
soclalism will it ever be allained, It will not catch votes by promising reforms
of capHalism and pretanding they are socialistic. 1n consequence It Is still anly
& pathetic handful of less than a thousand members, Bul although this series
of articles is by no means‘inserted by the Secialist Parly, it Is the point of view
of the SPGB which | shall inevitably reflact in these comments.

And to conclude this long introduction, what is the alternalive which most
NS readers pursue? The answer — the sterile road of reformism — can perhaps be
best illustrated by the auloblography of a guinisssential New Statesman Man,
Leonard vaolf, raviewed all over the place recently. He had it all: intelligent
Jewish agnostle, seems to have practically invented the League of Nations and
Bloomsbury, married to a genius and both ardent £abians. He spent the whole
of an inordinately long life working for impossible ‘socialist reforms' and at the
and, as all the revisws pointed cut, ‘the world is just the same as if 1 had
played pingpong’. It is a harsh realisalion of the fruth but it can ba applied 1o
ali pssudo-socialisis trom Hamsay Mac to Harold Wiison, from Kingsley Martin
o Paul Johnson, The message is that 11 you want to transform ihis jungle vrorld,
you must get down to understanding what secialism is really about, Otherwise,

play pmgpong. tts a gnod game And does not fead to disillusion at the end of
ﬁ*le day.

Parly, fu:med a!ier thg first war suppnried opposad -and supported agaln the,
sacond mlchary in ‘accordance with ‘the. requirements .of Sla
c:pied_ ;pposltlon 1o war has: been shown “gxcept, as you shoul
Socaallst Parly. : : :

Idmcles lrke-‘nakad ‘ape’ ihemles nalwlthstanding.'iﬁe “sacialist conieh!ton.

simply for ing economlc ‘neads’ "ot /the capitalisl ruling classes of the variods
countries, no longer excites derislan. Evan .a conservalive paper like the
Spectator has John Wells discussing Wilson's role o the murderous Biafra
horror in terms of oil and lLs.d. How any party calling itseff human, let alone
sociallst, can. supply arms and other support simply in order to force people
In Biafra to remain inside Nigeria almost beggars belief. How the so-calied left

ihe Goveramerit, can no longer refrafn from pointing out the sheer brazen lies
fold by our government of alleged socialists and humanitarians in the House and
oulside wh supporl of their grisly attitude. No iLabour MP has gone into the
wilderness rather than keep such a governmen? in power. We even have arch-left
wingars making it quite clear thatl their hands toc are dripping with innoent
blood, One wonders If they would fes' the same aboul iheir party’s policy if
they themselves were among ihose who were being blockaded Inle dealh by
starvation, It goes without saying thal the Tories, having no less concern for
oil and l.s.d., put up ne sori of oppesition. ladeed it sometimas looks as though

Wasiminster .s inhabited by one monstrous collective MP called 3ir Alec
Kickael-Foot.

As for Vietnam, sven the NS has recently described how, Pinkville or no
Pinkville, the ircops obediently foliowed their Leader into the lobby to register
their support for the gallant Yankees, including such specimens as the monsirous
regiment of women lefiies, Casltle, Hart, Lestor, Lee. Many leflies, Il seams,
voted ‘'for' even though they had themselves signed a motion condemning ihe
American strocities Bul of course all wars are and must be atrocities, And
socialists do not condemn one side in a Russell War Crimes Tribunal and
scream suppost for Ho and his friends who are every bit as criminal. § expecl to
have something to say aboul his Lordship next tims, so | will merely restale the
socialist oosition, which is thal capitalism causes wars with their inevilable
atrocities and %o attempl lo stop wars while leaving the jungle of capitalism
intact is worse than ussless.

'KEEP THE OTHER SWINES QUT' OR ‘LET THE TORIES GET ON
WITH 1T'?

The above quoles are from recent issues of the NS The first 1s from a leler
from a Labour supgortor who clearly agrees with the crilicisms of his government
but is stifl gong 1o vote for them next time To innk we are still at the stage
when aven asjculate NS readers think that the only choice before humanily is
belween Tory swines and Labour swines The contrary advice comes frem ihe
NS itselt. If auch-and such Is the case {as il certainly is) you might as well
vots Tory, You might indegd. As both parlies stand for capitalism, which In turn
produces ali the evils we see around us, what possible dlfference can it make
whethsr tha avil system Is ren by Smith or Jones, by Wilson or Heath? Come
the election, | wifl certainly do my litlle bast to rub Labour's nese In this NS
advice {lhough by then the NS will doubtless change its tune)

L. E. WEIDBERG
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A sarles of advertisaments by a small group who think scclalism Is the only answar to humanity's problsms
but that too few people know what |1 really is.

A SOCIALIST ON THE SCENE

BIAFRA. ANOTHER BLOODSTAINED PAGE IN BRITISH HISTORY

Ne apologies for returming to this subject. By next time you will ne doubt have
fargotten a million black corpses Why did fhay all die? Why did our ‘socialist’
government provide the means (and the les) to lurn on this ocean of blood?
The next paragraph gives an idea of the socialist case for the economic causes
of war. It you feel like saying ‘Sogialist Standard claptiap’, the third paragraph
will be interesting.

British policy on Nigeria hes bssn dominated alfl along by the balance of
ocayments. This remains the Goverament's, preoccupalion, In spite of lhe
plight of the last three million dying Blafrans. The financial stakes are much
nigher. This Is why the governmeni is so’ jittary aboul further blofling its
copy-book In Lagos ~ whare lis_Influence is not so greal as .l hoped the

conlinued sale of arms would buy. Fhe cebinel has ne intention of jeopardising

the £350 millions invesiment in oil. They werg delermined to help orevent the

splitting of Nigeria leaving rich pickings for her Francophone neighbours. The '

GBI, hacked by the government, Is looking tor big business in the £1,200 mil-
lions rebuilding programme wh!ch ‘Nigeria plans. London” will .need. ali fhs
goodwill it can gel in Lagos whan the caﬂrr&crs and. the lerms of Arade are
baing negolialed. Any idea. of B(f!ein seekmg in this desperate huur to mebilise
international support. for an immediate Yig-savipg afclift Is . out. It 13 ‘perfectly
Ingitimate for Britain .o prolec and enhance lhe bafance ol paymenls. We
shall probably have i‘orgollau the Biakan babies by Eastdi

a‘.'srressmg {o examme what makes Bn‘tain uck RN

Now. Every sing!e word m that brutai indm!ment fs taken [rorn an artlcla In '7
a mosi .respectable capltalisl .paper. and friend of the governmanl (G‘uardlan s

15 Janiary}. -1l coutd mdee:l go . sifalghl tn!o dhe Soc;ahsf Siand;
accolade !or a cap[taiisl papar. P|lv !hey had, to ‘have a nauseal
3 Fi

it's a[t r[gh! It yau e still_not convmced 1"}l draw it for you. Or 1ather Horaet
did, not leng ago'{hs seems 1o exist-on a sepaiate plane from the sest of the
NS. Bul at. leasl ey seem 10 give him a free hand lo draw with). Wiison is
shown asklng Gowon’s pesmlssmn io help In ihe aftermath and says (i forgei
the exach words): 'My cradentials for alevialing the suffenng must . be impee-
cable: | . played -my .part dn caus[ng At History. witl -lake .its revangs an our
vicious ‘socialis]® govemmenl Lord Hunt who comptamed of blased 1eporling
when att the_pdpers were Tult_of horror plclures, “and ai a’lime when ' his
beloved Gowon wa§ _yelfusing to allow UI; airfield fo be. used for the enormous
mass of foad ‘on Sae Tome when thousands of hns black Brolhers were starving
aven. unio dealh shoijid know. that not all the snows of ‘Everest will whilewash
his goverament’ s bloody pands. The Tones 7 100, of course, But then, they're
supposad io he horribie. Afl In ali_ a mugde(ops triumph for 'Sir Aiag Michael-

FooL-

Meanwhlle,_back n Africa, nexl to the horror piclures we get those of
grinning Nigerian workers {how do | know they're workers? By their rotlen
clothes of course} holding a banner: 'Gowon 12; OJukwu 6; Awayl’ Fine to
hava a sensa of humoul while your brothers are dying. They earned the same
clown’s hat that Healey was awardsd. But white workers have been murdering
aach other chearfully for ceniuries for their masters’ balance of paymenls.
No rsason why blacks shoulc be better. Meanwhile lheir humane rulers were
commandeering the precious kransport which might have saved a few thousand
suffering children, to bring. a shower of high soclely guests {not the workers
of course) along with chefs and champagne and canapes o a posh wadding in
Port Harcourl where [be bables were dying of slarvation in hospital. Where are
these people whe have been lelling us that the central issue is nol the class
struggle but the cotour struggle? YWhy, preaching the same .poison, of course.
Take more than a miltfon btack corpsas 1o disturb their ideas. Suppose the Yanks
had refused to allow available food to be brought ta Wi, after all resistance had
ceased {which makes it an even worse horrer than Pinkville}? Thare would have
bsen a human earthquake In Grosvenor Square before you could scream ‘Gano-
cidel’ Isn’t it murder when blacks kil blacks by deliberate starvation? Tariq,
ast thou listening theére below? Don't get me wrong. The world won't be madae fit
for humanity by mobs of mindless students shouting slogans, whather it's "Ban
the Bomb!' or ‘Apartheid Qutl’ or whalever. A ralher more palnful process ls
needed. Thinking. About this Jungle set-up and how lunatic jt is to expecl har-
mony until it is cut down and replaced by a syslem of commen ownership. Nat
only siudenis of course. The fask of emancipation must be the work of the
woiking class ilseH - plumbers and professors, bricklayers and bank-managers,
Leaders, avan sincere ¢nes (if lhat's not a coniradiction in terms) can lead only
to coniinued exploitation In peace and murder in war.

SOUTH AFRICAN TYRANNY AND BRITISH HYPOCRISY

How fashions in pariahs change! Ever heard of Franco? Time was when tha
mera mentien of his nama would make laftists toam al the mouth. Yet now? Why,
your can see posters In Madrid advertising the Red Army Cheir performing for

St Insrruc!w and .
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the delectatlon of fascist Spain. No reason why not, of course, Moscow Is tar
mare fascist than Madrid. The current fashion is apartheid. It is now so much an
obsesslon thal the Guardian aciually had a leiler under the heading "Hiller and
Hess® dealing solaly with apartheid! {i's the story of the Jewish boy who, asked
te deo an essay on elephanis camse up with ‘The Elephant and the Jewish
Question®. Africans have been Ireated like dirt for cenluries. But who cared a
decade of two ago when Smuis was our glorious liberal ally? Certainly nol
Labeur MPs {many still al Westminster} or libaral newspapers ar praling pre-
lates. Butl now? A hundred gallant Labour MPs (an’ a’, an’ a’} have threatened
to sit on the pilch at Lord's if the Springboks come this summisr. An¢ nol one
of them with the guts to resign his seat in protest against his government’s golicy
of dofng all possible rade with these same white S. Africans. Nol evan one who
soon won’t have & seat 1o sit on, Once again the splandid Horner, says more in
one carloon than ! could say in a book. Remember Vorsier holding a rugby ball
marked ‘Trade' and saying *Anyone for rugger?' and Wilson and Heath and the
rest of the pack .trolling up lo join his game? What wauld happen to MPs.or

long-haired studanls who ailempled 1o distupt not sport {which’is a- meze pln-\

prick o the S. Afru;an ‘whites as long as their ¢lass hold on the weahh of the

1. brealf

K port Ihe presem tour of S. Africa by that
othay racialist {ot, the ‘Aussles; so that Hs bemused readers can enjoy ths da-
lights of games where blacks ara gfien not even allowed in as spectalors, Smalf
wonder that iheir reporler John Arloit, afler damning racialist tours at the
Cambridga Union, when asked by a bright student if he would commentiate en
this summer's Tests, instead of replying wilth an indignant: ‘How dare you sug-
gest | might play such a part In a racialist tour?' replied *Hypothetical question’
Just 1ike any politician. And why the sudden reaHsalion that apardbeid exists? 1
have read reporls of a dozen Springbok cricket and rugby tours over the years.
Didn't the avanl-Guardian know that they warg whites-oniy Lilf the cusrent band-
veagon staried ro]ilng?

A comrade whose advice | seex says | should nol spend so much expensive
space on this side-show, Bul of course the- papers are full of it and fo the
youngsters it seems thai slepping a racialist cricket four is the key to the
mitlenium. Let's get (A right. Apartheld is one of the ugliest fealures of our
jungle society. Bui enly when people seg that socisty straight, In its tolzf nasli-
ness, wili there be any hope of eradicating this and all the other social evils
inherent in a system of expleitalien, which has always bred anti-semitism, colour
prejudice and similar abominations. And always will. Till workers of all races
and colours ses that 'he only thing thal counts is thsir comman maembership of
an exploited class, the allempi to cure evils piecemeal is useless. And worse
than useless. Because lhe myopls concentration on pieces of evil precludés the
straight thinking that is needed to change sociely. Ro good can come from
double standards, from humbug. Everyone knows ihat even in the fashionable
fietd of race, il is humbug o praiss Keaya for cancelling an MCGC lour when

thay themselves are hounding their ewn browns out of homes and jobs let -

alons sport; to play Ausiralia which exterminaiad most of ils natives, lreals the
survivors worse than blacks, and erecls ‘Whites Only" signs at ils doors; of
Americans.and Brazllians who have done likewlse with their ladians; or Egyptians
who imprison Jews; or Israelis who treal Arabs as second-class citizens: or
Russians who commit virfual genecide dgainst Tartars and Kaimuks. But of course
the Jast example shows the idiocy of concentration on race. Because whatevar
the Soviets have done 1o their racial minorities {or o Hengarians or Czechs) is
only in line with what they have dona to the Russian workers themselves, mil-
lions of whom have besn sacrificed in war and peace on the altar of Sovisl
Gapitalism. In short all capitalist states are tarred with the sams brush. U you
boycou‘s, Alrican games, you must boycoll all games. If you boycott S, African
aranges you must boycott all food. Redustio ad absurdum. The sad trulth remains
that it is easiesr to demeonslrate than to think aboul the way to build a new
world - classlass, fronliesless and, inevilably, colour-bling. When all humans
can partake lo the full of all lhe tsuils of soctal weatth, envy and greed will
bezcome merely obsolete words i the dictionary. Race prejudice will folow. A
fong road? Thal depends on how socn how many set out on H. Do you Imagine
you will ever get anywheie by running around in circles, which is all thal piecs-
meal reformism amounts to?

L. E. WEIDBERG

cauntry s inviolate) "but lrade? Why don't the demonslrators. ‘fed .by Sopsr,
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ADVERTTSEMENT

THE POVERTY OF PHILOSOPHY (RIP Atom-bomb Russell)

| knowr all about tha e moréuls tuls and | have nothing hut contenpt for paopls lika
Hoechhuth and Tynan whe, afraid to say boo to the fiving Churchill, were quick to
dance an the grave of that enemy of the working class once ho was safely beyond
the protestion of the livel laws. But | had said in my first ad. that | would be having
a go at Russall without knowing he was going to dis before [ could do so and thers
has baen sech a torrent of idiotic praise showered on his goffin that It is vrorthwhile
{o state a faw homas truths and point a socialist moral,

Russell was tucky for nearly a century, He had it mada from the start-—high biith,
wealth, great connexions (in all senses), brains, fams, you name it, he had I
Just ona thing was denied him. In his time there wasnt a Marx around to prick
the bubble of his reputation ard thus preserve his name in histery like Proudhon
or Duehring or ths other pigmies whom Marx swept out of his path in historic
pamphlets, So that, pace the assurances 1o the conlrary in all the best papers (|
haven't tead tha others; the best are bad enough for me) Russell's name wi_l!
quickly vanish from the scéne. 1 gat no Joy out of that, | knaw too well that thers is
never a shortage of equally dnworhy sucgessors {l want to a meeting in Hampstead
recently, addrassed by Paul Foot, and heard him denounce Labour in a way that
mada ma wonder for a moment if he had joined the Socialist Party, He weuld not
speak or virite for Labour ak the next elestion as he had done at the Jast. But he would
vote for Labowr and encourage otheis to do so—by animal grunis, presumably,
And | had to report sorrowfully te my sons that though their old man might tive
till he has ane Foot in the grava, there will alvays be omerpseuds_ to plague thom
sd infinitum ad nauseam.) Lo B )

What did Russell do with all his fame and influence over whole genesatians
{especially of youth} many. of whom might have baen apt receuits for socialism 7
He led them up blind slleys so that at the end all was frustration-and disillusion. He
lived 97 years toa long. For nearly 70 ef those years he preached pacifism—perniclous
nensense in this jungle world of capitalism as he was to shovs in his second incarna-
tion whea in the 1840s he made nensense of his whole first life by not orly supporiing
war but actually advocating 3 presmptive strike against Moscowr before the Russians
got the nuclear bomb themselves. Itis worth a momeat to pausa here te look at what
the greatest organs of bourgeois culture had to say about this fitite detail which
showed up the roitenness of Russell's whols life aad philosophy. The Guerdian
gingerdy touched on the subject by duoting a speschin the Lords in :47 which seomed
to damn-Russaell as an: A:-bomb ghucker; but, sald.the lgader

IHRTN T N

quoted the words In
E greatest British phitosopher
81 Leeds ieciting the novw Boyle's
ory Education Minister ‘Given constant
a philogopher vadiss in diract proportion
inthe Spectalor had 2 most interesting
o fatal woids ware spoken. He quoles
¥ MU quick kill novs while we havé the bomb
And ths paper substquently printed 4 lettar from tha man who
sed Russeil’'s mesting and who tonfirms the accuracy of Lawson's

fimes was even worse than the Guardian. An obit of nearly 5,000 words; a
: articke; front page splash; and not a single word abowt this whole episada
which cast 'stich a Ituid light on Russell's whole career, There was no evidencs,
:l_hay wiote me, that Russell had advocated an A-bomb on Russia, What ? The
Daify. Workes nicknzmied him Atam Bomb Russslt and there vras no evidence at all 7
i-:Come novr,-old Thunderer. even that red-fascist rag coufdn't have dreamed tha
~:whole thing Up {and in the twenly yesrs that remained to Russall he pever sued
. them of ferced them to publish an apology—and he was by no means above suing
- wwhen ha thaught he had bean libelled}. Then the Fimas pulled out its acs by sending
- me.a copy of a letter {Nov. 30 "48) which "we fes! sure you will agree puts Lord
Russell's view quite cleady’. How sad
wie never sgem Lo agree with anybody about anything {except whea thay are telling
the truth—which, “as | fasl sura you vill agrae’, the capitalist press se!dom doss).
Actuglly Russell's altempted denial of a statemant whigh vvas so widely reported
really does make the position clear it only the Times could see it. 1 did not urge
1mmedra}e_ war with Russia. | did urge that the democracies should be prapared
(Ru'sseﬂ s italics) to use avery means in our power, not excluding military means.,, "
Notice how the sage aveided actually using the dreaded word A-bomb which he
vyas 'Iymgly denying he had used a1 the tecture. Did not the semantic genius see
that ‘every means in our power was just a synonym for'A-bomb ? The fact is that
as well as being an old loon, Russell was a shiliy-shatlier and a prevaricator, Ths
Guardian forgot one or two other incidents in the great man's carear which prove
t'hat; evan though they wera themselves involved. They had a leader once entitled
Not Common Sense’ in which they rightly gave him vrhat-Tor regarding his other
famous remark "Macmillan and Kennedy are worse than Hitler and Genghiz Khan.'
What did the herole sage reply to the Guardian's attack ? Nothing. The heroic sage
just ducked—like any stippery pofitician whan he's cetght out. And hovw sbout
the incident when his henchman the Abominable Schoenman took the Guardizn
to the Press Council (where he got a deserved drubbing) in connection with tha
so-called Russell Peace Foundation’s whitewashing of the appalling tyrant Nkrumazh,

at a time whan his opponents were 1otting and dying in Acera gaol?

Unsurptlsingty, both thess liberal papars,
gefused_to publish a short letter peinting
impression. They would rather the livaly

bastions of free speach and democracy,
out that their obits. did not give a trus
minds and the top people remain un-

the secord is_ .
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thatwe socialists are such parnickely bastards:

A seifes of adverlisements by a small group who think socialism Is the only answei to humanity’s problems but that too few people know what it really is,

THE SCENI

geccivad. [ think it is perhaps worth a digression hera 1o refer to the saciatist attitude
{o freadom of the press etc. As socialism can anly ba brought about by the conscious
understanding of what is wreng with our prasent system and how to effect a
revolutionary (which is not synonymous with bloody} changs in the social order
on the part of the majorily of society {which in effect means the majority of the
working class), it follows that freedom of wwitten and spoken propaganda is a
sina gua non for sacialists. In Russia, for example, where the dictatorship of the
red-fasclst yuling class over the proletariat does not psrmit this sssential freedom,
there is ne possibility of making real prograss tiil the prolatariat has fiest kicked out
the tyrants. In this country we have managed to achigve, over the cepturies, a
teasonable freadom. This very page is one proof, A better one, of coutse, is the fact
that the Socialist Standard has always propagated socialism for sixty yzers, even
during wrorld wars when, naturally, it was the only paper which denounced the
appalling spectacle of workers slaughtesing each other in thair mastes’ quarrels.
But of courss this dees not excuse the so-called fibaral press which has atmost
glways made sure that while there is no shortage of space for the various lsbour
and communist pseudos, the mal voice of socialism is seldom heard. The BBC is
parhaps even mote culpable as this public body has always insisted on preserving
the conspiracy of silence. | was oynically amused to see on TV a few Sundays ago
how a young mehiber of the SPGB, a student at Hull, was sble to put the socialist
" gase quite brilliantly without mentioning the name of the pacly he was speaking
* for; for fear they would ot do the recording. The remedy ? A daily Seciafist Standard
with a mass circulation, By, sadly. not yet, N :

~ For sc;ciaiists, Rﬁggell isa éa_uﬁonarv tala. The working ciass.(inciﬁding sludanis) .

must do thelr own think and net fall into the fatat trap of being led by intelleciuals

‘ and politicians. ‘Had Russell used his gifts and his influence to spread socialist B

‘knowledge he could have made a regl contribution te fuman piogiess. But you

can't teach vwhat you have never learsed so after the pacifism and the bomb-throwing :
he had the nerve to lead the CND jn the ‘Ban the Bomb!' campaign—a non-stasier

it ever there was ong, He led a \whole ganaration of marching, shouting, enthiaking

idealists, whose discontent might have been channealled towards sogialism, into -

spathy and disillusion. A ¢rinie against hurmanity. And whe_n he got lir_ed é_F.;ha.l he
_ ditched them and teamsd up with that other genius Sarkre in denounding American

murdar in Vietnam white praising the ho-to-holiness of the egizatly murderous Ho.'

Bul, | can hiear you say, yoo don‘t understand Russell's real ¢laim to famo as a
philosopher pure and. simpla {he had claim to the second atiritiute but | deny tha
first). Yo can say that sgaja. 1 heroically ploughed. through the whole of Ayar's
tace in the NS (1 rackan par fof the courss vras two paras.) and | undaerstood avery
ord.”bui-not-& single sentence. Except where Sir Alf kept saying "Russell later
abandonied that theory." The Lord giveth ; the Lord taketh away ; blessad be the name
of Lard Russall, But I was intrigued with the Parable of the Liar and can suggest an
extension for Sir Alpha to vroik on : Crossman said all politicians ase liars. Crossman
.- was telling thé zuth. Crassman is & politician. Big deal. What is all this philesophy
- | for? To show. Russelis how to drop A-bombs? Or Avers to head round-rabias to
. the Fimes deploring the Greek fascists and yearning for a return to the regims
_-which fought with us against Hiller? Yes, the regime of Mataxas, an even worse
fascist than Papadop! In a previous ad. [ said the werking class compiisad plumbers
and professors. [ can think of a plumber in the SPGB who, i1t #he only discipline
that eounts, namaly how to make this world fit for humans, could eat your Russells
and your Ayers and spit out the Kaldors and the Baloghs. Socialists welcoms
intellectuals, of coursa; but gue comrades not gua leaders, We also have vacancies
for a few million more plumbers, whose sole philosophy is: demolish capitaiism,
establish secialism. That is all we know and all we nead to know. Workers of all
kinds unite! You have nothing to use but your brains|

“SOCIALISM IS ABOUT EQUALITY" : true or falsa ?

A correspondent says he has seen this sfogan in the NS over the years from peaple
like Strachey and 8evan and would the SPGE accept it as 2 definition of socialism ?
No. It is too woolly, cen mean anything you like (as you would expect from thess
pseudos}. Doss it mean equal wages under sccialism 2 Well, there won't be. Not
aqual, not unequal, not any. Rousseaussque nonsanse like “all men bora equal'?
It is obvious that there are not two ‘equal” men anywhere, Anyway, what yard-stick
do you use to measure an opera singer against a coalmingt ? We ara salisfied with
Marx’s ‘From each according to his ablifty, to each according to his need.” Under
sociafism, neither the ability nor the nead will ba measurad. Capitalism is a bit like
the music-hall Jewish wedding: there was plenty for evarybody but you bad to bs
quick. Socialism: just plenty for everybody. A full life for avery human being on the
planet. it really is as simple as that.

NS STARTS THE GADARENE RUSH

In my #irst ad, in this series, | pointed out that the NS had made it ¢leer that it
didn’t matter if you elected a Lebour or a Tory govi. How nice to ses the SPGB views
conlirmed by such high authority | But | added that, come the elaction, thay weould
sing 2 different tune. And here 1 am, & few short weeks later and Paul Johnson's
election nin-up has started already. Lobour can win [ Suddenly it matters vhether
capitalism is run by Labour swina or Tory swina (the epithet, you may recall, is a

"~ Labour supporer's in the NS). If only Wilson will offer the workers a few more

goodies, he can still con them for another five years, For sheer cynicism and contenipt
for the workess this is in the best tradition of tha great Kingslay Martin, And worlhy,
ton, of Bob Smslilsh, the “Socialist Chief Whip" (now thera's a contradiction in
terms for you) : “The nuclear deterrant was tha best thing ever invented . . . there are
soms paonle in my party who are unaware that we are in a general election year.”
Possibly, dear NS reader, this ¢ynical contempt could ie alt you deseive ?

L, E. WEIDBERG

I you would like to ses what a real socialist paper looks like you can get a sample
Secialist Standard from BM—Box 123, London W.C.1.
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A SOCIALIST ON THE SCENE

THE BRAVE LITTLE TAYLOR SLAYS THE GIANT SOCIALISM

it is clearly essential that 1 drop everything else and deal with the dreadful news
that apneared in the Observer literary pages recently, If it is frue, as was there
reparted by a famous histerian and TV pundit, that socialism is dead, there is cleatty
no sense in wasting time and money on these adverts. | dare say wae socialists are all
sorts of idiots but we are not necrophiliacs,

| first camae across the great AJP in 1948, | know that was the year because it was a
centenary year and it seemed to me from a number of papers | read that 1848 had
been invented specially to enable our hero to display his superior hindsight to Marx’s
and thus join the eves-growing band of giant killars whe have succeeded in slaying
the father of scientific socialism {which of course will not obviate the need for him to
be slain again by other savanis, whether avowedly capitalist or pseudao-socislist). |
can now only recall one (albeit the first) of the causes of the ravolutions of 1848
{which | had innocently thought Marx had made clear at tha time) accerding to
AJP. 1t seems that as there had been rather a fong period since the end of the
Napoleonic Wars, men were bored | | pictured the scane as the avarage Parisian
worker arose on the fatal morning: ‘GhY Ma femme | L'ennuiel Cest terible] Aux
bairicades]” These historians are so divorced from history that they do not even
understand that real workeis have got plenty on their plates in order to do their
work and keep their wives and kids in the lousy standard of fiving to which they are
accustomed and don't go sacrificing their lives to stave off boredom. Ws only
historians who get.bored (from reading the reviews of othet histaians). And they
are not the ones who die on the baricades.

And now, & couple of decades after the slaughter of Marx, we are treated 1o an
obituary book review of socialism. Neediess to say, alf members of the Sacialist
Party wept when they read the sad tidings, Dry those teass | Taylor fails to identify
the copse and it is soon obvious that he couldn’t recognise socialism if he really fell
over its dead body. He has got his foot on someone’s neck all right, But it’s all got
nothing to do with socialism. We get breath-taking snippets like:‘ths great French
Revolution which Babeuf captured for socialism.” Did ha now ? Apart from the detail
that, as every schoalbay knows, the Babeuf conspitaey naver captured anything,
being snuffed out in short order, there was no more possibility of the establishment
of socislism in France then than in Russia in 1917, Socialism has two essential
prerequisites—highly devetoped means of production and distribution so that ail
mankind can take "according to their needs’ and a class-conscious proletariat who
undesstand the need for socialism and are determined to get it. The first presequisite
it is the task of capitalism to provide. Yes, capitalism is an essential link in the evolu-
tion of saclety. In the France and Russia of today, as in most other counties, it
has now served i1s purpose and is ripe for replacement —~ when the sscond condition

has, i which, sadly, there is but little sign yat. In Babeuf's France,
fulfilled. Capitalism had barely started on its historic task of
ns of production to the high levet required. And as to an en-
,-wihy, for ali practical porposes, there was hardly a proletariat
adn’t yot.produced that either, The bulk of the people were
hai t jer instead of the Directory. (and subsequently,
o.the fact that the French Revelution
v- 1alk “of socialismoonly :displays the
“killer, Whateverit is Taylor thinks he
atle will not be possibla for him 1o tlaim

I ry. h'a step in the right direction, Once all pssudo-
S0 s arg otf of the way, thote will be a chénceé for the géniting article to get a
look-in. Meahwhile, Iet. nobody be deceived into thinking that socialism is dead
and thug dissuaded from lending & hard in the onfy cause which, in the modern
waild, i \Wotthy of your support, ™7~ T T e -

Befate feaving otir pundit, it may be worth whils to look at one or two other gems
in the same review {no space for thom all}. ‘Shaw was a clearer-headed socialist than
any . .. he had the most beautifully elear style of any English wiriter. Yet at the end
it is impossible fo bs sure what he intended to say.’ Isn't it bloody marvelfous how
all these intelleciual giants follow the same pattern? Last month we saw how
another crystal-clear intellect was able to leave people (or at any rate leader writers
in the best papars) sprawling in doubt as to whether he advacated A-bembs on
Moscow or ntot. But if Tayler thinks Shaw to be a great socialist, perhaps Mussolini
was too ? After all, it was Shaw who thought his invasion of Abyssinia (with the
consequent slaughter of innocent natives — and innocent ltalians) was a good thing.
So did another socialist — nazional-socialist (shortened to Nazi). After all, plenty of
nice people, like the Labour Parly leader, George Lansbury, had nice things to say
sbout Hitler. And then we have a littls revealing 1eference to Lenin which should not
pass unnoticed, ‘He was a Matxist, even if ha gave Marxism some unexpacted twists.”
Was he raally? | should have thought that made Lenin a twister, not a Marxist.
Of course, Taylor is as wrong about Lenin as about Marx, “Socialism from above
was imposed on Lenin by eveats, not an essential part of his docline.” Absolute
rot1 Lenin always mads it perdecity clear that he regarded the working class as
incapable of achiaving socialism through their own understanding of what was
involved. They were only capable of such awareness as would produce trade
unionism. Waga-stavery forever, Only a vanguard of Intellectual supermen (of
vihich he himself would be chisf superman, of course} could lead the working class
to the pronvised land, And in his centenary year, we can see the dreadful mess into
which the Leninist elite fed them. He was diametsically opposed to the dogtrine of
Marx (a doctine which has always. formed one of the foundations of the Socialist
Party} : The emancipation of the working class must be the work of the working
class itsslf, If Taylor is still in doubt about Lenin, he can read his What is te be done 7
I he finds that hard going {and it is indeed turgid stuff) he can read all about it in
sxcelient articles (none by me) in this month's Socfalist Standard. Above all, he
will lsarn that Russia is state-capitalist, not socfalist. It is a mark of some progress
that more and more people are now realising this. But not Taylor, who goes out af
his way in a later review to stale that the Bolshevik revolution destroyed capitalism.
Can it be a caincidence that in the adjoining cofumn there was a publisher’s bluek:
*A superb politica! thinker, the best of aur age (A. J. P. Taylor, Observer).” Who,
think you, was this ido! of our socialism-slayer, this paragon of all the pelitical
viues? Engels? Rosa Luxembourg? Beaverbrook? Two words vwill suffice to
finish off this intellectual confusionist and pseudae-socialist. Oswald Mosley.

B
cialists arg

WORKERS PLAYING AT CENSORS. A DANGEROUS GAME

_A fow waeks ago | happened to see in the Sunday Times a shortreport on a cricket
match playad by the Australians in S. Africa which had not appeared in the Observer.
{ was told that this was dus to the attitude of the NUJ chape! at the Observer and
subsequent reports appear to bear this out. Well, it is nice 1o know that in the great
sea of working-class apathy there are little islands of concern and thatsome journalists
are sany for the lot of the Bantus in 5. Africa, So | must take my hat off to these
reportars for their heroic stand. But I fear a nagging doubt makes me soon put iton
again. In the same issue, a couple of pages away from the part whurq}he small sports

,,,,,,,,,, "

partake in the fruits of the exploitation of the Bantus. {Why not? Wilson's ‘socialised
Steel Board does exactly that). Can jouznalists really believe that ¢ricket is important
and industry not? Why this swallowing of camels and stralning at gnats? Perhaps
there are some hypocrites among the herces? Wouldn't it be maore haroic to censor
the news that boosts the vast irade between this country and §. Africa — to the
great profit of the capitalists of both countiies ¥ It would certainly be more dangerous.
Those unctuous hypociites Wilson and Callaghan who have trumpeted to the world
gheir refusal to walch this summer’'s Tests would soon show that "Labour can govern’
it long-haired students, lefty M.P.s, trendy bishops, or Observer journalists dared to
interfere with what really matters 1o a government that administers capitalism — trade,
profits and the precious balance of payments. Only a journalist like John Arlott can
really belisve that it is ‘more tactically simple . . . to mount a trade embargo or
plcket 8. Atiica House' than to demonstrate at Lords™. I anyone tried to "hound’
{the demonstrators’ favourite word) §. African businessmen who came 1o spead
their filthy lucre here, Calfaghan’s cops would bang them on the head pretty sharpish,

So am | saying that journalists should do more censcring ? Of course not. Censor-
ship has always been the weapon of the rulers. Freedom of the prass is ons of the
most valuable tights the rest of us have. §t is, of course, severely circumsciibed by the
fact that most of the press (like mast of averything else) is owned by the capitalist
class who wield their pewrer in their own interests and wilf always iry to suppress
anything that would really thraaten théir class position. it ill becomes journalists
10 set a naw fashion in censorship that their bosses will certainly emufate ds it suits
them. Even the stupidest journslist should be able to see that if we are ever golng
to get a world free from race prejudice along with the thousand-and-one other
aborinations of capftalism, what we want is the fullest possible freedom of the press.
Those who want to suppress are innocents who lead the way to totalitarianism. 1t is
by no means without significance that the pro-suppression resolution at the NUJ
conterence should emanate frem Paul Foot who, as | showad [ast time, wouldn't
know a principle if he fell over one, {incidentally, the thing is 1eally being turned
into fatce when those great cricketing journals, Private Eye and, yes, the Jawish
Chropicls, jump on the bandwagon of ne-cricket-reporting). Where do these
high-principled journatists who wish not merely to refrain from reporting them-
selves but to enforca a ban.on their colleagues, imagine this rot will stop? If they
abhor raciat sport, what gbout all the other things they abhor?:1 presume they
abhor the disingenuous speeches at annual conferdnces. by Wilsen .and Heath
and Grimond and Gollan. After all, nothing could be more abhoirent than to see these
men parsuading the working class.into accepting their subject, position from which
flow all ine avils of capitalist society. Why publicise their distostions 2 Why spoil the
breaktasts of millions of readers with padiamentary reports {¢f. Crossman’s Blctum: -
All politicians are liars). What possibie sonsg ¢an thera be in concantiating on ons
minute reforn, = the evit of whites-only ciicket? it js ‘almost as though they are -
trying to biing the whols idea of reformism to a reductio ad absurdum. Would that .-
this was thielr motivel I suggest thay 'should bs wall ‘satisfled ‘with the Piesent -
position where a journalist can get paid alt swinter for wriling articles damning the -
tour and then get paid all summer for describing the Detestable’ Tésts in the same
Guardian, Wel), atteast John Artot will not comment on the tadio though why ha did =~
50 on all the other whites-only tours {and, 30 ths BBC informed me, he had agreed
1o do so this fime up to only a couple 0f weeks sga) Is hard to fatho
that commentating is an even more integrat part of the tour than reporting. As
Arlott says, it is a matter of ‘shared enjoyment’. | look forward 1o reading his shared
detestation this summer] Meanwhile, it would be a good idea if journalists stopped
playing the fool,

LEADERS OF ALL LANDS — GET LOST!

It cannot ba repeated too often that the Marxist dictum fs vital: the establishmant
of socialism will ba achieved not by leaders but by the working class itself — plumbers
and professors, bricklayers and bankmanagors, Even a cabinet of Marxes ¢ould not
hand society Its emancipation an a silver plate. So what price the cabinets that the
voters actusly do slect to do their thinking for them? The question occurred on
1eading -sbout cabinet minutes for 1938 now released undey the 30-yaar rule (the
sheep must not ba allowed to listen it to the shepherds at the tima when it matters,
of course), The world was golng up in flames. Millions were to die. Suffering in-
caleulable. What were the great brains busy with behind closed doors at No. 107
It's woith finding space for ona or two examples. What kind of birthday present to
buy Hitler (who had already built concentration camps for Jews ete, and who had
just swallowed up Austrla and Czechostovakia). What kind of curtsey, bowr of
sceape should be mads to the President of France as compared to King Geocrga.
Should the royal cariage stop at the cenotaph or "walk past’ {a 'massive file’ on
those two momentous items representing God knows how many hundreds of
man-hours of super brain-power). And, right on the edge, how long an ultimatum
for Hitlar? In 1914 it was four hours. The FO now wanted not [ess than six. The
Erench wanted 48. Next time round they should do like the HP companies: a
white warning, then a red, then a solicitor’s letter. | have no doubt that a letter from
Lord Goodman would have stopped Hitler in his tracks. But when will it dawn on
the working class that if the best brains can produce nothing better than a script
worthy of those other Marxes’ Duck Soup, it is tima they dacided on do-it-yourselt.

OTHER PAPERS PLEASE COPY!

There was a highly encouraging flood of enquiried in responss to the fast advert-
It a'mest seems as though there are a lot of people who really are thirsty for socialist
knowledge. They will get it from the Sacfalist Stendard (and from the pamphlais
dealing with spscial aspects like war, race, etc which are advertised thera). One
particularly interesting reply was a cable from New Delhi which arrived first thing
I n the mosning of 23 March, three days after publication date in London — a tibute
not only to the influenco of this journal but to the powers of communication that
capitalism has devetoped. One day the working class which performs all this clever
stuff for the class which rules over them in all countries from Cuba to China via
red-fascist Russia and fake-socialist Biitain, will wake up to the fact that it would
be cleverer to do it alt for themselves and thereby emancipate the whole of mankind,
The cable was from Shankar's Weekly {which 1 don’t ¢laim to have heard of but
which the High Commission here says is about the equivalent of Punch and has
a five-figure circulation) and they wanted permission to reprint the page gratis,
Neadless to say, this was not withheld. Thare is no desire to restrict the sproad of
socialist knowledge by copyright or any other means and if the New York Times
of Frankfurter Zeitung (not to speak of the Qbserver or the Guardian) wish to re-
produce the Sacialist Standard esch month, in whole er in part, they can not only
do it gratis but can expect that the future socisty will one day raise a statua to their
memory, | am aware that miracles take longer. Till then, alt power to Shankar's
Weokfy ! .
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