








































































































Jeremy McMullen, then legal officer at the
General and Municipal Workers Union, was
also a participant at the conference and the
following year was elected to the Haldane
executive committee where he was the first of
a series of trade union legal officers. When
McMullen did not seek re-election through
commitments at work and the writing of his
valuable handbook on workers' rights, his
place was first taken by Tess Gill (who
succeeded him at GMWU) and then by Cash
Scorer {a lawyer in the research department
of the AUEW-TASS).

Ernie Roberts (of the AUEW, now an
MP) Jeremy McMullen and Joan Lestor
were the principal speakers at the second
major trade union conference held in July
1976 on ‘New Rights at the Workplace’ and
this was followed by a third conference,
entitled ‘Employment Law Now' addressed
by speakers including Ian Mikardo MP, Ted
Fletcher MP, John Monks of the TUC and
Judith Hunt from AUEW-TASS. By this
time the Grunwick strike had become an
issue of major national importance, and
demonstrated, inter alia, the ease with which
employers can evade all the statutory
mechanisms for replacing industrial action
by arbitration. The strike took place in the
Brent area of London where Haldane
members had particularly strong interests
and the Seociety organised lawyers’ pickets
outside the factory gates on two occasions.
On the second occasion a remarkable 100
lawyers and.legal workers atteded and were
rewarded by an address to the mass pickets
from John Platts Mills and Jeremy Smith.
After the Society had criticised police
conduct during the strike, Jeremy Smith
appeared on BBC's Tonight programme to
debate the legality of the police tactics with
the Vice Chairman of the Police Federation.

But the biggest publicity that the
Society received for the expression of its
views on employment matters, was when it
called for, at the 1979 Annual General
Meeting, the resignation of Lord Denning,
then in his 80th vear, for his remarkable
series’ of decisions aimed at abolishing the
trade union's immunity from civil liability

for industrial action. The Society achieved
the distinction of having a cartoon about its
activities published in the Daily Telegraph,
as well as a cautionary admonition from a
Guardian editorial informing it that it
should leave odd eccentrics like Lord
Denning to rese in peace. The issue retained
national attention for a second day when a
crown court judge issued a press statement as
a ‘private citizen® criticising the resolution
and calling for the Society to ideatify its
members. The Society spelt out the reasons
for its resolution in correspondence in the
Guardian, which received attention as far
away as Canada; the Haldanes views
reached the other side of the Pacific when a
talk on Lord Denning by Nick Blake was
given to a visiting group of Japanese
lawyers who subsequently had it translated
into the journal of their organisation.

As the echoes of the Denning controv-
ersy were reverberating across the globe the
Conservative government were returned to
office and promptly set about giving a
number of Lord Denning’s errant judgments:
the force of law by their new employment
legislation. The Haldane produced a four
page broadsheet in co-operation with the
South East Region TUC and the Tribune
newspaper, that set out the case against these
proposals, which achieved a distribution
somewhere in excess of 30,000. The message
of the broadsheet Fightback, was underlined
with a further delegate conference at
Congress House and several Haldane
members wrote articles on the Bill in trade
union journals and addressed public meet-
ings throughout the country,

International:

Requests for international assistance have
always formed a substantial part of the
correspondence arriving on the Secretary’s
desk and the 1970% were generally a pretty
‘depressing era for the left intermationally.
Jeremy Smith attended as an observeratthe
trials of Marcelino Camacho, and others
(the Carbanchel 10) for organising trade
union activity in Spain in 1974, and the trial
before ' the military tribunal in Ghana of
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Kojo Tsikata, Both these visits had some
measure of success, which the Society was
informed by the lawyers concerned couild be
substantially atiributed to the foreign
interest déemonstrated in the cases. In the
Spanish case the sentences were consider-
ably reduced, and in Ghana, although the
accused was sentenced to death, there was
such adverse comment on the thinly
disguised frame-up nature of the evidence
(including the ‘Times’ after Smith held a
press conterence on his return) that the
sentence was commuted and the accused
released. John Bowden attended with similar
success on behalf of the Society at the tral of
Arnold Rampersaud in Guyana in 1976, and
Richard Harvey and Owen Davies were part
of 2 number of English lawyers who were
concerned with the prosecution and discip-
linary proceedings in West Germany against
lawyers who had beenactive in the defence of
the Red Army Faction, But the principal co-
ordination of international work came
through the re-affiliation of the Society to
the International Association of Democratic
Lawyers in 1976, With the re-affiliation of
the Haldane and the Lawyers Guild and the
‘National Conference of Black Lawyres in the
United States, the IADL has become an
effective arena once again for international
discussion of legal issues of importance to
socialists, The greatest transformation in the
character of the JADL since the 1950% has
been in the growth of affiliates from the
Third World, and the Society’sinternational
work with the IADL has largely been
concerned with the problems of decolonisa-
tion and racism. Nick Blake attended the
celebrations for the declaration of independ-
ence by the Polisario Front in the Western
Sahara in 1978 and the Society joined the
British committee for the support of the
Sahara people in their struggle for recogni-
tion of their independence. In the summer of
the same year Richard Harvey was the
Society's delegate as part of an international
mission to the front line states of Angola,
Zambia and Mozambique, in the struggle for
the liberation of Zimbabwe and Namibia.
This was the most important international
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mission the Society has ever been associated
with, and after the extensive tour, Harvey
was amongst those who reported back to the
IADL at a conference in Baku, and the UN
at Geneva, after giving a press conference to
the British press on evidence regarding
mercenaries and atrocities by the white
Rhedesian forces that had been uncovered.
As a consequence of his weork on this
mission, Harvey was invited to the United
States in 1979 where another full enquiry
about the prosecution and imprisonment of
black, Spanish-American and American
Indian peoples was conducted which again
reporied to the United Nations Human
Rights Commission. The Haldane has also
used the forum of the TADL 10 make known
its eriticisms of what it sees as the abuse of
the criminal law in the Soviet Union and
Czechoslovakia on a number of occasions.
As the Society’s name became more known
thfoughout the world international solidar-
ity work was increased when visiting foreign
lawyers got in touch with the Haldaneand a
number of meetings between them and the
Society members were arranged.

The most significant task that the
Society undertook after its re-affiliation was
the organisation of an International confer-
ence at Cambridge in the autumn of 1979 on
the position of women in law and in social
reality throughout the world, Although the
Society had previously organised the 1958
industrial conference, this was the first
international event that most of the present
executive had had any experience of
organising, and the task of creating a
conference that would discuss economic,
political, legal, social, sexual and cultural
discrimination against women by delegates
so varied as ranging from radical feministsin
the West, family court judges in Poland and
the USSR, a Minister for Social affairs from
the Caribbean, and numerous men and

women lawyers from Vietnam, Japan, the

African Nationai Congress, Egypt, Somalia,
Ireland and Senegal, seemed very daunting.
The task fell very largely to Helena Kennedy
to whose personality the success of the
conference in combining these disparate

1 At e e 72 T



elements can be substantially attributed,
although many Haldane members were
involved in the organisation and entertain-
ment of the delegates. International women's
work will now be one of the major themes
that the Society will be pursuing in its
relations with the International Association.
The Haldane has also participated on
tnternational conferences on children in
Poland and disarmament in Helsinki,
through its IADL affiliation,

Law and Socialism

The Haldane Society is not a political party
and is more than just a civil liberties group
and it is committed toa political understand-
ing of the law. One of the major weaknesses
of the Marxist and socialist theory of the
state, has been its lack of work on the
ambivalent nature of the law. The elabora-
tion of such an intellectual project hasbeena
consistent theme of the Society’s work, and it
has looked to historians such as Christopher
Hill and E.P. Thompson on one hand and
sociologists and legal academics such as
Maureen Cain and Sol Picciotto on the
other. The organisation of a Marxism and
Law Study group has been one project that
did not get off the ground in spite of
promises by the Executive that it would do
50, but the Society has made a contribution
10 this task in other ways.

The starting point was the organisation
in 1973 of a series of publictalkson Law and
Class; these were so popular that they were
followed by two more sets of talks under the
same general title at which academics,
practitionears and ‘consumers’ of politicallaw
all gave stimulating contributions to the
permanent question ‘what is a radical legal
practice’? The annual institution of a Pritt
Memoerial Lecture, which have so far been
addressed by the French lawyer Roland Weil
{Law, Marxism and Liberty), Professor
Griffiths (Administrative Law and the
Judges) and Tony Benn MP (Democracy
and Human Rights} has developed this
debate and the fast two taiks were published
as pamphlets.

The Society’s Bulletin has also been

"N

developed as a forum for this project,Since

1378 the Bulletin has appeared twice yearly
in a properly printed and illustrated edition
with a distribution of about 1,000. The
appearance of Bulletins in the Society’s past
has been very sporadic, however: The first
Bulletins, as oposed to the Annual Reports
and notices to members, were distributed in
1948, They were roneoed editions of some 3
or 4 pages produced originally by John Elton
and David Lea on a termly basis, The
contents were by and large items of Society
news plus the text of some recent meeting
organised by the Society. The presentation
of the Bulletin compared unfavourably with
the properly printed annual reports at this
time. The Bulletin first achieved a printed
format in 1955 and survived in this state for
about three years with articles on industrial
safety matters, the Suez canal, telephone
tapping and other matters. It then disapp-
eared from existence until it re-emerged in
[96% once more in a roneoed formatand by
now devoting a considerable praportion of
its space to book reviews and comments on
recent cases. Under the editorship of Harry
Rajak three very substantial editions in this
format were produced between 1970 and
1972, One step forward two steps back;
another gap developed until 1974 when Bill
Birtles presided over two editions which
contained a number of substantial articles in
well printed productions, but the Society
had over-reached itsell in the cost and
quantity it produced and a number of large
cardboard boxes-full remained unsold.
Another attempt was made to put out a
Bulletin reproduced by photo-stencils and
the first of these bore the misterious
hieroglyphic, New Series (2) No.3, as a
testimony to the graveyard of past endeav-
ours. Thereafter the Bullelin appeared

regularly and gradually butlt up its pool of

contributors (although the pen of Nick
Blake, its editor since 1975, has always been
in substantial evidence), its distribution
outside the Society and its technological
expertise. The only occasion when Bulletin
articles have been referred to in other legal
works, to the editor’s knowledge, was a

reference to materials writien by Nick Blake
and Rock Tansey in 1975, by Geoff
Mungham and Zenon Bankowski’s ‘Images
of Law".

The Society also promoted the develop-
ment of a radical critique of law through
more orthodox lepal education in a
conference on ‘Legal Education — Content
and Context’ held at Warwick University in
October 1976 which was addressed by a
number of radical law lecturers.

For the rest, the Haldane Society has
attempted to develop the role of a radical
and socialist lawyer by its actual practice. In
the period we are considering this ranged
from its review of the 1974 Rent Acts, (where
its comments had one direct result in
persuading the Minister concerned to
advance the commencement date to prevent
landlords so arranging their affairs as to
evade the Act),a housing conference in 1979
on the new Housing Bill and the future of the
private and public sectors of housing,
members only meetings on the proper
approach to the law of rape and (on a later
occasion) the use of public order legislation
against the National Front, a conference on
the law regarding mercenaries, a meeting
and a pamphlet on the Criminal Law Bill and
the threat to jury.trial and squatting, and
most recently submissions to the Royal
Commission on Criminal Procedure follow-
ed by a pamphlet arguing the case {or the
Haldane proposals (‘the Police, the Jaw and
the People’ by Nick Blake). At the time this
history goes to press the Society is engaged
on a major project of elaborating a
comprehensive policy on Northern Ireland
after recent visits 10 Dublin and Belfast byan
eight person delegation. Throughout this
time the Haldane Society has successfully
united all the various points of view that
together make up the legal left in Britain
{and its members are involved in nearly every
initiative for the radical reform of the law).
The executive committee has combined -
members of the Labour and Communist
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parties, the International Socialists, the
International Marxist Group and many
other new left tendencies as well as
libertarians and radicals, from totally
different perspectives. Perhaps this account
of the Society’s work can end with 1wo
quotations: one from a review of the
Seciety’s Criminal Law Bill pamphlet in the
Law Society's Guardian Gazette criticising
the idea of a political lawyer, the other from
the talk that E.P. Thompson gave-to the
Society reminding it that between the
disapproval of the establishment and the
cold shoulder of some sections of the lelt,
there was a vital role for progressive lawyers
to play.

“It has been usua!l for lawyers to repost
and advise upon law from a broadly
objective view point. Presumably the reason
for this is because the public look to thelegal
profession (and indeed to any profession) for
a fair assessment and appraisal in the light of
their expert and technical knowledge.
Lawyers who renounce this objectivity do so
at their peril, for they risk losing the esteem
in which their profession is held” complains
one Timothy Lawrence about the Haldane’s
defence of jury trial and civil liberty.

As opposed to the supposedly neutral
technocratic argument Thompson sets out a
call to lawyers, which the Haldane Society
has attempted to answer throughout its past
50 years and hopes to continue to answer for
the next 50,

“Law matters to a historian very much. |
think it still matters to us today. The
struggle to change class bound laws and
corrupt or class-bound procedures — and
to preserve and extend the real gaing of
the practical struggles of the past — and
indeed (o defend not only the trade union
and labour movement but also the
individual form the new pretensions and
resources of state power — remains on
the daily agenda. And in this struggle we
very much need the skills of radical and
Marxist lawyers™
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APPENDIX TWO:
DOCUMENTS OF THE
1949 SPLIT

HALDANE SOCIETY

THIS IS OF VITAL
IMPORTANCE TO THE
HALDANE SOCIETY AND
TO YOURSELF AS A
MEMBER OF IT

The subject matter ol the accom-
panying ballol form is an alicration
of the Rules of the Socicty 1o confine
full membership of the Society to
members of the Labour Party and so
1o resiore the Socicty’s previous
constitation.

(1) The lirst objectof the Hal-
dane Sociely is and always has been

“To form a body of persons who

are members ©f connected with

the Jegal profession and who are

supporters of the Labour Party

and gencrally to promote the

interests of such Pany and to

lTurther the cause of Socialism.”
and i1s subsidiary objects include the
giving of advice of a legal and
technical character to national and
lacal organizations of the Labour
Party,

(2) The Sociely was founded in
1928 and is alfiliated to the Labour
Party. Until Decemmber 1945 full
membership had always required
two qualifications ~ political allegi-
ance to the Labour Party and some
legal qualification. Those whe did
not fulfil the former qualification
could become associate members.

{3} In Dccember 1945 the Rules
were altered so that full membership
became open 1o anyone with the
necessary legal gualification whe
was “a member of the Labour Party
or any alfiliated organization orisin
general sympsathy with the objects of
the Society.” The addition of the
words in heavy 1ype has in practice
meant that anyone of the requisite
legal qualification was qualified for
Sull membership whatever his politi-
cal views if he chose to sign an
application lorm.

(4) In the result we now have a
substantizl number of members of
the Communist Party who are full
members of the Society. They
exercise a bloc vote at eletions,
voting in the main only for their own
candidates, white many (far 100

many) other members do nottrouble

_to vote, and the vows of those

supporters of the Eabour Pany
who da wvote are split between
the other candidates. Last year the
Executive Committee thus included
two epen members of the Commu-
nist Party. This year it includes three.
It follows that, under the present
Rules, anactual Communist majori-
ty on the Executive Committee is
possible. They alreedy from a
queram of the Commillee on their
own. This is, on the face of it, a
sirange position in a Society formed
to support the Labour Party and
affiliated to it.

(5} Itis scarcely surprising that,
in these circumstances, the Society is
unable 10 play ehe part in the Labour
movement which it oughttoplay. As
the organisation of Sacialist Jawyers
affiliated to the Labour Party we
should be the source to which they
naturally turn in matters affecting
the law. Itis, however, idle to expect
the National Executive Committee
to ke the Society into their
confidence upon private questions of
Labour Party policy, as they should
do, as long as the Society is open
to control by a political party
which is already represented with
increasing sirength on the Executive
Committee with whom the National
Executive and Party must directly
deal.

It has been said in the press
that this question has been raised as
the result of the crack of the
transport House whip. We should
otherwise have thought it unnecess-
ary to say, as is the fact, that
nonc of us has had any approach,
dircet or indirect made 1o us in
the matter by Transport House.

The main reasons for our
attitude are that we believe that
Communism and democratic Social-
ism are irreconcilable in principle,
and because of the change in the
Communist line referred o below
which has led to increased difficulties
on the Executive Cormmittce where
toyalties are divided, and because
we want the Society to be an honest
body affiliated Lo the Party and nota

vechicle used by Communists 10

atwack it
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It is also plain enough thatif the
increasing Community Party repre-
sentation on the Executive Commit-
tee continues to a majority, dis-
affilialion by the Labour Party is
inevitable, |

(6) In 1945, when the change in
the Rule was made, the Communists
were -urging the electorate to vote
Labour and were supporting the
programme of the Labaur Party.
Today, with the complete reversal of
Communist Party policy on _this
point and its increasing and bitter
atiacks on the Labour Party in the
Daily Worker and on its platforms, it
is idle 1o pretend that thos¢ who
constangly attack and vilify the
LabouriParty are supportingit. Such
vilificatibn not infrequently takes
place at meetings of the Society.

(7) It has been said that ina
Sacicty such as the Haldane Socicty,
composed entirely of lawyers, Sacial-
ists and Communists can afford lo
sink their differences and work for
the common cause of Law Reform.
We  believe this, under present
conditions, to be impractical, Prob-
lems concerned with other tham
merely technical legal matlers con-
tinuously arise for the consideration
of the Executive, and indeed i is the
Communist members who are the
most active in raising them. On these
questions the views of the Labour
and Communist members are often
diametrically opposed, and it has
become more and more obvious that
the Executive cannot continue to
function so divided. The Society
must decide whether it is to give
expression 1o the opinions of the
members of the Labour Party —
which are not necessarily thosc
of the official body — or of a hotch-
pot of ideas really from perpetual
clashes.

{3) In order 10 be effective this
Resolution must,under our. Rules,
be passed by a majority of not less
than two-thirds of the members
voling by ballot. It is said that some
members fesl that such a ballot is a
mistake and that it would be bester 1o
fet things drift. We are convinced
that 1 is no longer possible for the
Society to continue lo drift in this
way. We are regarded with increas-

‘ing disquiet by the Party. Onc
Minister has atready resigned during
the past year because of the degree of
Communist . influence within the
Society. Now Staffard Cripps, our
President, who has stood by wus
whenever we have been in difficulty
for very many years, has intimated
thal, without soeme such change in
the Rules, he does not feel able 1o
continue in officc any longer.

The choice before us is in our
hands. [t is whether we are genuinely
10 support the Labour Party or
continue to nourish its attackers.

(9) If the Resolution is carried
it would stilt be open to membess of
any other Party interested in Law
Reform to join as associate members,
as they could and did before the
Rutes were altered in 1945 but
whatever their numbers they would
not then be in a position 16 contrel
the Society as they may under aur
present Rules,

Conservative lawyers have theic
“Inns of Court Conservalive Asso-
dation.” Communist lawysrs have
their "Communist Lawyers Group.™
The question shortly stated: — Are
the lawyers of the Labour Party
io have their own Society, and, if so,
is it to be the Haldane Socicty? That
is what it was founded 1o be. Thal is
still its primary object under its Rules.
The proposed alteration would en-
sure that it would be in fact what it is
in name. The term "witch hunting”
has been used by opponents of the
Resolution, but the term would not
scem appropriate to describe the
action of members of a political
Partywho wish to prevent a Society
formed to support that Party from
being in a position in which it can be
controlled bya rival political Party.
We do not accuse the members of
the Communist Lawyers Group of
“witch hunting" when they decide, as
they have decided, that members
of the Labour Party are not eligibte
for membership of their Society.
The use of the term is the old
political trick of using emotionally
toned words Lo prejudice 1he case.

To those interested in Law
Reform who are not members of the
Labour Pary, or, perhaps, of any
politice} party,we would say that in

our view it is only through lhe
LabourParty that 1he reforms the
Society advocates are likely to be
achieved,and that we shall welcome
them as associate members and look
forward to collaboration with them
and to their assistance in this fizld.
We think that such members would
probabtly prefer 1abe associate mem-
bers of an honest Labour Pany
organisation thar full members of 2
bedy nominally supporting the La-
bour Party but in fact uwsed for
Communist purposes.

{10) We, the signatories of Lhis
Statement, have all devoled our-
selves 1o the interests of the Saciety
for many years, and we feel entitled
to appeal 10 you now on our recard.
Our sote concern is for 1he good of
the Society. We believe that within
the Labour mevement the Society
has a role to play of increasing
importance. The choice before you is
whether the Saciety is to contiue its
decline until it is ultimately dis-
affiliated, or whether it is ta be a
living force within the Labour Party.

{11} We are authorized to say
that the Resolution put before you
has also the support of, among many
other members well known to you,
Stafford Cripps (President), Harold
Paton (ex-chairman), Walter Rea-
burn (founder member, ex-Chair-
man}, Hartley Shaweross and Frank
Soskice (Vice-President).

(12) A1 the Annual General
Meeting a somewhat similar motion
was moved and after hearing the
views of members on it the Executive
Commitee dzcided 1o hold a ballot.
The Extcutive Committee then ar-
ranged for a mecting to discuss il on
the day the ballot papers werc Lo g0
out, bus Pritt and others then
requisitioned 2 special meeting.

As you will see from the
cnclosed, at this meeting the motion
now before you was moved by
Harold Palon, seconded by Walter
Reaburn and lost by 17 vores outofa
membership of some 520. Although
a resolution was carried expressing
the view that it was undesirable that
a ballot should be held, the present
Executive Committee has taken the
same view as the last Executive
Committce.

Ti

1n partienlar we, who sign this
Statement, have throughout taken
the view that our duty and responsi-
bility are to the whole body of
members, that i{ is obvious that the
question at issue is one of funda-
mental importance 1o the Society,
and that the proper democratic
course 1o take under the Rules is to
have it decided by the whole body of
members. Ever since a ballor was
first proposed the Communist have
done everything they could to
prevent a ballot being taken. We
venlure to hope that those of you
(three-quarters of our members) who
were wnable 1o be present at the
meeting will not blame us for having
insisted throughout that you were
ealitled 10 eXpress your views upon
this decisive question.

May we remind you thai the
Resolution ¢an only be carried upon
a majority of not Jess than two-thirds
ol the members voting by balloi, and
that this ballot will incvitably show
what our members really want the
future of this Society 10 be.

PLEASE, THEREFORE, DO
NOT FAIL TO YOTE.

STEPHEN MURRAY (Chairman)
ROBERT POLLARD (Deputy
Chairman)

GERALD GARDINER fex-
chairman)

JOHN GROSS [ex-Hon.

) Treasurer)
JLH.LANG

Members of 1he presenr Executive
Cominitiee.



STATEMENT OF EXECUTIVE
COMMITTEE MEMBERS
OPPOSING THE MOTION TO
AMEND RULES,

We oppose the motion upon which
a ballot is being taken, first and
foremost because if passed it will
completely alter the complexion of

the Socicty and destroy the purposes.

for which it was formed.

What were these purposes?

The Haidane Society is not the
mere lega) adjunct of a political
party, It has sought with success to
represent all those within the legal
profession who are in favour of
broad measurcs of legal reform, ta
provide a forum for all lawyers of a
progeessive oullock, and to encour-
age the spreading of Socialist ideasin
the legal profession. Because of the
fact that il embraces among its
members lawyers of widely divergent
viewpoinis, it has in the course of
time built up 2 reputation both at
home and abroad as the authentic
representative of all progressive and
socialist legal apinion, and it accord-
ingly enjoys a prestige which no
purely political grouping could hope
for, This view was accepted by the
Society when it broadened the basis
of its membership in 1938 and again
in 1945, and its correctness was
demonstrated by the substantial
increase in the membership and
influence of the Society which
followed on cach oceasion.

Although the present motion is
frankly intended by its sponsors to
bea blow al the Communists, in fact,
ifitis passed. it will have two entirely
different effects, In the first place, the
Society will lose its reputation and
influence as being 1he voice of ail
progressive thought inside the pro-
fession. BL will become, and will
rightly be regarded, as a mere
offsheot of -official Labour and
Transpon House. In the sccond
place, “since membership is 10 be
confined 10 Labour Party members,
the passing of the motion would
deprive the profession of the oniy
organisation capable of bringing
together all shades of progressive
thought, of disseminating, otherwise
than on a purely party platform,

progressive ideas, and of bringing
closer to the Labour Movement
those hitherta unconnected with it.

‘The sponsors. of the moation
overlook or ignore the fact that the
Communists do not form Lhe majori-
ty even of the non-Labour Pamy
membership of the Saciety. Take the
Birmingharih Branch for example.
One of its members is a Communist,
and three or four are members of the
Labour Party. All the rest of its 16
members are gither Liberals or are of
no party at all but of & progressive
oudook. What becomes of the
Birmingham Branch if the moticn is
passcd?

What becomes of the other
Liberals and non-party persons in
the Society? Of such as, Pril, the
Vice-President,and  Platts-Mills? Of
those whe, like our Sceretary Ellon
and others among our most aclive
and valued members, are preciuded
from joining 1he Labour Party
because they are not prepared to
relinguish membership of a “banned™
organization, such as the Brtish-
Soviet saciety? Of the Communists
themselves, not anly the Communist
members of the Executive Commit-
tee, bui those others the value of
whose loyal and active work for the
Saciety, both now and in the past, is
admirtted even by their detractors?

It should not be forgoiten that
in'January 1938 Sir Stafford Cripps,
who was then, as now, the President
of the Society, was expelled from the
Labour Party, and the Socicty
campaigned actively for his re-
administration to the Party. Is the
Society’s free choice of its officers
and members 1o be Bemited by
decisions with which it wholcheari-
edly disagrees, which is what the
passing of this motion would mean?

To argue that the motion leaves
open to &l! these people the possibili-
ty of associate membership with no
right to vote or hold office will
deceive no one. Such persons cannot
be held, nor others such recruited, by
a device of that kind,

It is said by sponsors of the
motion that the present rules are
somehow inconsistent with the fact
that the Society is afffiated to the
Labour Party. This, to put the

. T8

matler bluntly, is simple untrue, The
history and constitution of the
British Labour Party is peculiar to
itself. Originally the party consisted
soley of affilinted organisations, and
it was only in 1918 that individual
membership -became possible, Even
today the bulk of the membership is
comprised of affiliated membership
through the Trade Unions and
various, Sccialiss socictics. [l was
ratural and proper that the Haldane
Society should have sought affilia-
tion in 1938, that it should have
furned, on the political plane,
towards the largest party which was
most in sympathy with its zims.

In this the Society was following
the exampie of its counterpart in the
medical profession, the Saocialist
Medical Association, which, though
alfiliated, includes among its mem-
bers all shades of progressive opi-
nion in the medical profession, and

- of the Trade Unions, thousands of

whose members pay the political
levy, thercby becoming affiliated
members of the Labour Party
though they may at the same time be
individual members of the Commu-
nist Party or Conscrvelive Party.

This conception of the meaning
of afTiliation was specifically endors-
ed by Transport House when, in
1943 the present rules of the Haldane
Sccisty were approved by (hem,
after it was specifically made known
to them that pon-members of the
Labour Party, including Commu.
nists in particular, were to be
included in the Sociely’s member-
ship.

We arc assured that (logically
enough} the present motion in no
wise emanates [rom Transpor
House, and the sponsors can accord-
ingly have no grounds whatever for
suggesting that the continuance of
the present membership rules is in the
least liable to jeopardize the. reten-
tion of Labour Party affiliation in
the future or to injure the Society in
its relations with the Labour Pany,

In ‘point of fact, the Society'’s
relations with the infleence upon the
Labour Party have never been belter
than during the past iwelve months,
The Society was officially asked by

- Transport House 1o prepare a
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comprchensive scheme of Law Re-
form f{or inmclusien in the next
election programme, and such sche-
me has been produced with out-
snding succcss. Nol only were
Communist members of the Society
able 10 assist in varions ways with the
preparation of individual papers, but
the help of other non-Labour Party
members, in particular Dector Cohn
(who is not even a Socialist in
politics}, bas been quite invaluable,
Al the same time, questions of policy
have been invariably decided by
Labour Party members, so that the

" result has been in every way to the

advantage of that party.

Nevertheless, in order to give
the motion some semblance of
justification, s supporters have
been forced 1o suggest that all is not
well with the Society, that its
activities have been "hamstrung” by
the Communists. Not only do they
contradict themseclves in this (e.g.,
they have been at pains to acknow-
ledge the good work of the Commu-
nist members of the Executive
Committee last year) but their
atlegations arc completely at vari-
ance with the facts,

Apan from the Law Reform
Programme, the Society has in
every way fully met its obligations to
the Labous Movement and 1o itself,
tts membership has jumped from 452
1o 520 2nd is stil} increasing steadily.
The vecent Conference on the
Legal Aid and Advice Bil, for whose
success Gerald Gardiner and Ralph
Millner (& Communist} were pri-
marily responsible, was atiended by
some 140 Lahour Party and Trade
Unjon bodies and has brought
considerable credil to the Saociety.
The Society constantly receives and
satislics requests fram Eabour Part-
ies for legal advisers at Advice

Cenires and, aparl from the suddea
“discoveries” of the immediate spon-
sors of the present motion, there has
not Been. the slightest sugpestion
from any quarter that the Socizly has
in any respect failed in its responsibi-
lizies,

We are therefore forced 1o
conclude that these responsible for
the metion are concerned not so
much with preserving the unity and
reputation of the Society as to serve
the interests of a right-wing group
in the Labour Party who are detee-
mined to carry out a witch-hunt.
They suffered a defeat at the Annual
General Mecting last December,
when their attempt o exclude non-
Labour Party members from
the Exccutive Commitiee  was
rejected. Nevertheless, a majority of
the Executive Commitiee immedia-
tely afterwards, ignoning the view
expressed by the membership, decid-
ed to held a ballat on the present
molion withous even allowing it to
be first discussed by the Society,
They were forced however to give an
opporturity for discussion when a
Special General Meeting was requi-
sitioned by Harvey Moore K.C.,
D.N. Pr, K.C. and some 30 other
members. The representative charac-
ter of thal meeling cannot be
disputed in view of the posial
canvassing, by a supporter of the
motion, of thosc members thought
likely to vote in [avour,

Nevertheless, at that meeting,
the motion now being balloted on
was rejected, and a further motion
thal it was nor desirable 1o take any
further action in the matter was
carried, in cach case by a decisive
majority. This ballot is being pro-
cecded with Lhe Executive Commit-
tee not withstanding the clear wish
thus expressed in general meeting.
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The supporiers of the motion
will undoubtedly refer to the exist-
ence of a Community Pany Lawyers
Group, 1t is clear from what we have
already said that this dan have no
relevance at all in the maer. The
Comrmunist members of the Execu-
tive Committee state, and the other
signatories hereto accept, that the
Communist Lawyers Group is cons-
tituted for the purposes of advising
that Party upon legal matiers and of
bringing its political programme
before the legal profession in pencrak.
TFhus the Communist Party Lawyers
Group in no way conflicts with the
activities of the Haldane Society, nor
docs it attempl to compele wilh the
Sociely in any way.

This statement bhaving been
prepased without having a sight of
the "case™ of our opponents to which
itis supposed to be ananswer, it may
well be that we have omitied to deal
with some of the points which they
have raised, The fundamenial issue,
however, is whether the Society
should become merely a narrow
group of Labour Party lawyers tied
to the wishes of Transport House,
or whether it should continue as a
broad comprehensive grouping of all
progressive lawyers, whatever their
poiitical affiliations.

We are confident that ail
members who have the interest of the
Socicty at heart are in favour of the
latter course and we accordingly call
upon them (o vote againsl the
motion.

JOHN ELTON (Hon. Secrewary),
DAVID LEA (Hon. Assistans
Secrerary)

WILLIAM SEDLEY,
M.R.TURNER,

JOHN L. WILLIAMS,
Members of the preseni Executive
Commitiee,
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