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For the workers the recent electoral
victory of the Conservative Party repres-
ents a marginal set-back: marginal in the
sense that it cannot be predicted cate-
gorically that the policies which the
Tories adopt will be any different from
those practised by Mr. Wilson's govern-
ment, but a setback nevertheless because
a Labour Party in opposition will once
again be able to sustain the illusion that
it is the only alternative to Toryism, and
in the absence of a real alternative it will
not be easy to combat this illusion. For
this reason and for this reason alone a
Labour victory would have been
preferable.

At the moment we seem to have the
worst of both worlds. A massive Tory
victory could have had the effect of
provoking some sort of a struggle inside
the ranks of the Labour Party against the
right-wing policies of the leadership. The

wasn 't enough difference between the
two parties and it wasn’t worthwhile

voting.” In weeks to come we are bound
to see further analyses of the defeat from

the pen of the new Editor of the New
Statesman, the Rt. Hon. Richard
Crossman.

The June '70 poll is the lowest since
the Second World War and considering

the influx of 3 million new voters owing

to the reduction in voting age it is
obvious that consensus politics is not
attractive to large numbers of young
people. It would be incorrect to argue
that it is the back ward workers who

abstained and the advanced workers who
voted Labour. Many of the workers who

abstained did so in a very positive sense

and displaved a healthy spontaneity. Of

course they do not have a socialist

consciousness. If they did they would be

the vanguard of a revolutionary party

The OLD Tories are back

practice and “resistance™ in theory, the
Tories will probably maintain the unity
of theory and practice. As far as East of
Suez is concerned, it is extremely doubt-
ful whether the international bankers
will permit the Tories to return there
even if they are themselves seriously
considering the prospect.

Reginald Maudling in the Home Office
will be no different from James Callaghan
and it is possible that on some issues he
may be even slightly to the “left”.

In practice then we will see little real
change from the policies which Labour
has followed: Kill the Conmmunists in
Asia, Keep the Blacks out of Britain and
Curb the Trade Unions.

Despite the presence of Enoch Powell
and his band of racialists it is unlikely
that the Conservatives will behave any
differently from Labour now that they
are in government. A defeated Conserva-

present result will enable Mr. Wilson to

and the question of voting Labour would
not arise. On the other hand the workers

tive Party with a strong Powellite wirg

retain the leadership of the party and
maintain unity as he will argue that the
Powellite threat and the small majority
could split the Tories and leave the way
open to Labour in the verv near future
At this \!.L':". it s difficult to llrl'l.i[l-t
whether or not there will be any imme-
dute developments inside the Labour
Party. Certainly there is no challenge to
Wilson from the “left” of the party for
the very simple reason that the “left”
still regard Wilson as rheir leader and Mr.
Michael Foot and his friends have stated
many times in private that Harold Wilson
is the most “left-wing" Prime Minister
the country is ever likely to have. A
challenge to Wilson could therefore well
emerge from the “right™ of the party,
a challenge which could be backed by
openly racist and anti-working class
lumpen elements led by men such as Ray
Gunter. In this situation the “left”” would
once again prepare to fight, fight and
fight again to save their leader from the
folk from whence he did not come! The
next few by-elections will therefore be
quite decisive for predicting develop-
ments inside the Labour Party. At the
moment we would not even like to fore-
cast whether or not Mr. Wilson will
receive his traditional standing ovation
at the next Labour Party Conference
and whether Messrs. Scanlon, Jones and
Daly will allow themselves to be photo-
graphed applauding enthusiastically.

It should however be clear, despite the
180 degree turnabouts which some of
the Opinion pollsters are now making,
that the main reason for the Labour
defeat was the massive Labour absten-
tions—a result of the vears of wage-freeze
and the anti-working class policies
followed by the Labour Government.
Ironically enough it seems that if there
had been a strong left or even fake-left
opposition to these policies inside the
Parliamentary Labour Party the number
of abstentions might have been lower as
many abstainers would have still seen
some hope inside the party. The Labour
leadership itself has begun to admit this
quite openly. Questioned on television
just after the Tories had won, Mr. Wilson
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who voted Labour undoubtedly represent

the organised sections of the working
class who vote out of a sense of tradi-
tional solidarity and at the same time
display a certain conservatism in their
attitudes. For a revolutionary vouth
organisation it is clear that the young
workers who abstained from voting
Labour and at the same time were
attracted to neither the Tories nor the
Liberals represent a force which could
be crucial to its developments. These
workers will be won over much more
easily than those schooled in the parlia-
mentarism of the Labour Party. Of
course in the absence of concrete facts

and figures it would be wrong to genera-

lise the social and class backgrounds of
the abstainers. They will undoubtedly

vary from area to area and from constitu-

ency to constituency. From the
experience of at least five London

constituencies it is possible to say that it
was the middle-class radicals who rallied

to the Labour Party on liberal issues

(Powellism, abortions, etc.) and worked

extremely hard for its victory and the
young workers who abstained.

WHAT THEN WILL THE TORIES DO?

Despite the demagogic appeals of the

Tories in opposition, their actual policies,
like those of Labour, will be determined

very much by the situation of British
capitalism. They will face similar pres-
sures as did their predecessors except
with one difference: the Tories know
full well that they will not be able to
expect any sympathy from the trade-
union bureaucrats if they try and bring
in wage restraints, leave alone the ques-
tion of shackling the unions, Therefore
unless a big strike polarises issues, the
Tories will be cautious and careful in
their dealings with the trade unions.
On foreign policy the Tories will
continue to support American imperia-
lism in Indo-China though it is possible

that Alec Douglas-Home might make the

effort of proposing a few inane “peace
formulas™, simply in order to humiliate
Michael Stewart. In Southern Africa
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would have been more dangerous and
would possibly have forced the *‘pragma-
tists™ in the Parliamentary Labour Party
into making further concessions to racia-
lism. It is worth recalling that the Asian
Kenyans were kept out by Wiison and
Callaghan under pressure from Powell
and that the only front-bencher to vote
against this measure was the Tory lan
Macleod. Therefore in their attacks on
the black population the Tory policy will
be determined by the economice situation
of the bosses,

COMRADES: WHERE IS YOUR PARL-
IAMENTARY ROAD?

One of the side shows of the General
Election has been the complete decima-
tion of the Communist vote which has
dropped in virtually every constituency
by half or more than half and reflects the
crisis facing the British Communist Party.
We are not concerned so much with the
£8,700 which the King Street bureaucrats
donate every five years to British capita-
lism, but with the wasted political energy
of many sincere and dedicated militants
inside the Communist Party and the
Young Communist League, These com-
rades should think very carefully about
the road on which their party is leading
them: a road which is both extremely
demoralising and never-ending. The main
reason for the fall in C.P. votes is the fact
that in its policies it is virtually indistin-
guishable from the “left” social-
democrats and its election thrust of
“Keep the Tories Out™ must have led
many of its traditional voters to accept
the logic of this slogan and vote for the
Labour Party. We would urge those in
the C.P. who really believe in the possibi-
lity of a social revolution to think hard
in the coming few months.

THE TASK FACING REVOLUTION-
ISTS IN THE PRESENT SITUATION

(i) On no account should we exaggerate
the present situation and talk in terms of
Bonapartism or creeping Fascism. This is
what the left did after the Labour defeat
of 1951 and the resulting effect was an
increase in ideological confusion. As for

Tory “counter-revolution™ they will
have to explain to their followers in fl
weeks and months to come how this
differs from the Labour “revolution™
Nor should we be thrown into a panic
some were after the dockers marched
Powell in 1968 and proclaim the imm
nent danger of fascism and therefore
unity before principles to fight this
danger.

(ii) We should call for the establishn
of Trade Union Defence Committees
with an offensive programme to deal

with all possible situations. These cou
play a vital role particularly if the trac
union leaderships joined hands with tl
Government to try and halt unofficial
strikes, though at the moment this se¢
unlikely.

(iii) The election of both Paisley and
Bernadette Devlin in Northern lrelanc
reflects the increasing contradictions
which will confront the Conservative
Government. In this situation the Lak
leadership could well play a demagog!
role and the task of revolutionary soc
fists will be to expose and fight the
reformists as well. The withdrawal of
British troops therefore becomes even
more than before the key demand for
to pose in the present situation.

(iv) It is possible that in opposition |
“left”” M.P.s might begin to remembe:
that United States imperialism has
unleashed a war against Cambodia
which the Labour Government sup-
ported. A few resolutions on Vietnam
can therefore be expected. All the m¢
important why «/l the revolutionary
groupings should get behind the Viett
Solidarity Committee and defend the
position of solidarity with the Viet-
namese Revolution and Victory to th
Indo-Chinese guerrillas,

(v) On racism we must give uncondi
nal support to the Black revolutionar)
organisations and help them as best w
can to win larger numbers of black ci
zens to their side. The fear of Powelly
forced many black citizens to vole
Labour and fostered illusions about &l
Labour Party despite the racist policy
of the Labour Government. It is them
vital to collaborate with Black militay
to win this sector of the population I
revolutionary consciousness.
# e *

In many areas the Red Circles will be
campaigning effectively on these lines
other areas the militants of the
International Marxist Group and the
Spartacus League are fighting for revg
tionary socialism. Our policies and ou
politics during the election period we
correct: we attacked both Labour T
ism and Conservative Toryism and dic
not allow liberal illusions to stand in 4
way. This was not a popular policy bt
we believe it was the correct one and
are sure that it will not only be,vindic
in the coming period but will help us
the most important task which faces |
revolutionary Left in Britain: the con
struction of a revolutionary party of |
workine class. dre 8 W



TRANSCEND STUDENTISM:

BUILD
THE SPARTACUS LEAGUE

; WHERE WE'RE AT

Since the dramatic upsurge of the European student movement, culminating in the movement of May ‘68 in France, the last two years have witnessed the fragmenta-
tion of the movement in Britain and demoralisation in some quarters. RSSF, the organisation in which student militants all over the country two years ago placed
their hopes, has now finally collapsed. But what is required is not a dismissal of the revolutionary potentials of students; instead we must develop new theory and
new forms of organisation, which can only emerge on the basis of a thorough critique of our experience over the last two years. In this respect the present crisis of
the student movement has a positive aspect: it helps to force us to become conscious of ourselves as a movement by re-examining fundamental assumptions about
the possibilities of the student movement in relation to the revolutionary struggle as a whole and about the forms of organisation required to realise those possibili-
ties.

May ‘68 taught us the function of education in relation to the social relations of production and the needs of the productive forces, it demonstrated the
theory of the university as the weakest link, generating apparently spontaneous mass upsurges. But these general lessons don’t provide us with a concrete guide to
action. For that we must have an understanding of the division between different sections of the students, and an adequate conception of the relations between
intellectuals and workers. By obscuring these problems the spontaneous theories have created a vacuum in the student movement, which can only be filled by a
rigorous examination of the present situation in the light of Leninist forms of organisation.

- THE FAILURE OF THE R.S.S.F.

RSSF was founded on the assumption that a spontaneous upsurge of students in Britain was immanent, following similar developments in France, Germany and
Italy. It defined its role as that of providing the organisational superstructure for this occurrence. While aware of the general sociological factors making for such an
upsurge, it had no awareness of the political role of the student movement in relation to the labour movement and to revolutionary strategy. The crucial task for the
RSSF was to transcend the limitations of a student milieu, and situate the crisis in the university in relation to the general struggle for socialism. This would have
required the elaborations of a strategic and programmatic perspective. Instead of transcending its milieu, the RSSF became a passive reflection of the weakness of
that milieu. The failure of the RSSF is to be attributed to the assumption that out of the experience of a mass movement, could be crystalised the theoretical
foundation and political experience necessary to the formation of a serious cadre organisation. The history of the RSSF reveals that the opposite is true: a mass
student organisation must be founded upon the leadership of a cadre organisation which has assimilated the political experience of international revolutionary
novements. In the event, both the 1.S. Group and the New Left Review- the two tendencies that led the organisation- proved unable, for different reasons, to
srowide this leadership. The organisation of RSSF, a loose federation of discussion and action circles coordinated by a centre, prohibited the development of
political clanty and organisational stability.

3 TRANSCENDING STUDENTISM

Unless the student movement becomes conscious of the contradictions within the society which has produced it, then it will become the victim of these contradict-
ions. The student movement cannot solve these by itself; such attempts end in reformism and synthetic trades unionism, or capitulation to liberalism and a defence
of ‘academic freedom’. At the same time, the student movement finds itself in the vanguard of the class struggle due to the uneven development of consciousness
and the weakness of the integrative ideologies of Stalinism and social-democracy in this milieu. While on the one hand it requires an insertion into the class-struggle
in general, it cannot develop, out of its experience alone, the global strategic perspective to guide such intervention. In attempting to overcome this contradiction,
the differences between the sectors are dissolved by “workerism”. The distortion of the movement into propagandist activity towards the working class or sponta-
neist conceptions, both of which ignore the political immaturity of the student movement and the strength of social democracy and Stalinism in the workers
movement. We consider that the road forward lies in returning to the heritage of a hundred years of working class struggle, and above all, confronting the problem
of revolutionary organisation.

The workers movement developed its theory of revolutionary organisation, culminating in the ideas of the Bolsheviks, to solve precisely the problém faced
by the student movement today; how to overcome fragmentation and fuse the struggles of different groups on various fronts along the most effective lines of
attack. The student movement requires a democratically centralised organisation capable of relating both theoretically and practically the immediate, spontaneous
outbreaks of revolt to the overall necessities of the class struggle.

*

4. BUILD THE SPARTACUS LEAGUE X
Basing ourselves on these lessons, we are calling a conference in London on July 4th and 5th. We consider that the time has come for those who share our views to

translate them into action. The next months and years will witness an intensification of the struggles in the factories, a more urgent search on the part of working
class militants for a political strategy and solid allies in the bitter fight ahead against the bosses and their government. What part will students play? This is not a
question to be resolved by speculation; it will be answered by the degree to which student militants practically confront the problem of organising themselves as a
disciplined vanguard. Qur answer is to build the SPARTACUS LEAGUE.

For more information or to attend the Conference, contact Peter Gowan or Dave Kendall, c/o The Red Mole, 182 Pentonville Road, London N.1. (01-837 6954).
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LETTERS

Frank Keane, an Irish socialist republican, is in
Brixton jail awaiting extradition proceedings.
He is charged with killing a policeman (named
Fallon) during a bank robbery, said to be the
work of militant republicans, which took place
in Dublin six weeks ago,

Keane says it is a frame-up, organised by the
notorious special political police arm of Dublin
Castle, to “nail” a fighter against lrish
capitalism and British imperialism

There is much reason to believe Frank
Keane. Look at the facts.

Within hours of the robbery tha police issued
the names and addresses of seven men from
whom they wanted “help™ with their enquiries.
All seven are militant socialist republicans to
the left of both sectiops of the now divided
IRA. No warrants were issued, thereby showing
that the police, to say the least, didn’t have any
clear evidence. Indeed they could hardly have
had time to even begin the investigation.

However, they did have a list of names of
people they wanted to “‘get”. Amondst those
named was Sean Morrissey, who had been an
editor of the Irish Trotskyist magazine Workers
Republic. Another was Joe Dillon, whose past
experience of the Irish political police sheds a
flood of light on the current case and normal
methods of the Irish police.

Dillon Case

In 1966 Jillon was framed by the Special
Detective Unit (political police) of Dublin
Castie for robbery, and given a five-year
sentence. A left-wing member of the IRA
moving towards Marxism, he was a natural
target for the special police. Before his arrest,
he had been offered bribes by the Special
Branch to inform on the IRA. When he refused,
he was told that “the Branch”’ would “get him"
And they did.

He was arrested for an attempted robbery
that had taken place six months earlier. In an
identification parade none of the witnesses
tdentified Dillon. Nevertheless a vear later he
was tried and given five years, The judge in the
case, a Mr. O'Caoimh, came close to admitting
it was a frame-up—but then, it has long been
tacitly accepted that in Britain’s southern
stooge statelet, like in its northern one, political
expediency is a big element in the “justice”
dispensed by the courts. O’Caoimh admitted in
court that he was “probably in error when |
'mpose a sentence of five years”™. And was
“leaving myself open to criticism’. And
Criticism there certainly was, An international
campaign was organised 1o demand Dillon's
releasa. Eventually the sentence was reduced to
three years

The same people whao framed him then are
SEETRLNG (1 308, now for murder—which in
iessand still carries the death penalty for killing

In order to extradite Frank Keane, they will
Rave 10 present a large part of their “evidence"
to the Old Street Magistrates Court, where on
Saturday May 23rd, very heavily guarded by
armed British and Irish Special Branch men,
Keane was remanded for a week. They are not
above fabricating such "evidence”’. Itis part of
the everyday work of the Irish political police.
The Dublin Green Tories operated a conce
concentration camp for political prisoners until
quite recently: and during World War 11 they
organised drumhead courts martial and shot
over 70 palitical prisoners out of hand.

With the present political erisis in the
“Republic”, the government desperately needs
Scapegoats—and they need to annihilate groups
#nd individuals who want to combine a militant
Aon-sectarian social policy with aggressive anti-
smperialism,

Not the First Time
Keane was victimised in the past. When he was
~named" by the police, he wrote a letter to the
frish Times. He denied knowledge of the killing,
but refused to help the police. He explained
that he had been harried and persecuted in the
past for his politics. The police had previously
attempted to frame him on a robbery charge
#nd for attempting to burn.down a Fianna Fail
headquarters. He was jailed and ill-treated on
he robbery charge and finally just released, He
made it plain that if he now offered his “help"
e knew what to expect at the hands of the
police.

In a letter from Brixton prison to a friend in
England, Keane comments on his situation:

“The Free State police are intent on getting
me back into their jurisdiction, and it looks as
i they are even going to the extent of
fabricating evidence to do so, Now | know for
& fact that they couldn’t possibly convict me for
Fallon’s death, simply because | wasn’t there.
However, they think they have a trump card by
sccusing me of murder—any other charge under
the present circumstances could be fought off
tairly confidently,

My solicitor—Mr. Birmberg, 89 Borough
High Street, London Bridge—says that if | am
10 have any chance of heatina thie aveeadtar

i - Lr— -—-;,_.;‘.w

that | am and have been active in politieal
circles in Ireland...

“If you could do anything in this respect |
would be grateful, because nothing would give
me greater pleasure at present than to give
Dublin Castle and Co. a good kick up the ass...”

L -

Socialists in Britain have a duty to aid Frank
Keane. Help keep Frank out of the hands of the
brutal Irish police. We must let the Dublin
government know that it has the labour move-
ment to reckon with, not only in Ireland but
here as well. Trade union, Labour Party, Young
Socialist, Communist Party and YCL branches,
and all revolutionary socialists and republicans,
must send messages and resolutions in support
of Keane, and the other political prisoners, to
the Irish Embassy, Mount Street, London W.1.
Pickets outside the Irish Embassy will be
organised,

Contact: London 01-435 5492: Manchester
061-445 8864: Frank Keane Defence
Committee.
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DEFEND IRANIAN STUDENTS

Dear Friend,

While the military bureaucratic feudal regime
of the Shah of Persia and its foreign patrons, the
monopolist oil interests, like Standard Oil,
Texaco, British Petroleum and Shell, etc., reap
hundreds of millions of pounds from the labour
and resources of Iran, 90% of the population
are forced to a life of abject poverty, illiteracy,
discase and degradation.

Every protest against oppression, every
attempt of the people for democratic demands
for the amelioration of their miserable lot is
ruthlessly put down. The Shah’s fascist regime
has systematically suppressed the basic human
liberties. Universities, press and “trade unions”™
dre controlled by SAVAK, the secret police.
Professional people, lawyers, doctors, university
professors and students are arbitrarily arrested,
tortured to obtain “confessions” and are
secretly executed. Thousands of pitriots
languish in the Shah’s jails. It is only through
the refations and friends of the victims that the
gruesome news leaks out.

Uie Shah spends millions of dollars on
foreign press publicity to present a fraudulent
liberal image of his oppressive regime. For
example, according to the statement of account
issued by the Swiss Union Bank, Geneva, dated
30th June 1962, the Shah's Pahlivi Foundation
of Iran issued 500,000 U S. dollars to Henry R.
Luce, chief editor of the American magazines
Time and Life.

Recently 200 people, some from the Tehran
University, were arbitrarily arrested and
imprisoned. SAVAK, the Shah’s secret police,
has refused to disclose their whereabouts. There
is & serious concern and apprehension about
their fate in view of the brutal torture employed
by the Iranian authorities.

In order to raise public opinion for the
defence of these 200 Iranian patriots, our
Committee is organising an “IRANIAN WEEK -
Defence of Political Prisoners™, in London from
July 6 to July 10, culminating in a demonstra-
tion to U.S. and lranian Embassies on July 12,

Dear friends, we are sure you will appreciate
the urgency of the situation. May we request
you and your organisation to support the
“Iranian Week™,

We shall appreciate it if we could have your
positive response by return mail and any
proposal to extend concrete help towards this
noble cause.

Thanking you, Yours sincerely, Ahmad Ghotbi,
Secretary, 71 Ladbroke Grove, London W. | I

TARGET-THE BUSMAN'S NEWSLETTER

—4 monthly magazine produced by a group
of rank-and-file busmen to help organise the
struggle for better pay and conditions and
against any productivity deals, to fight the
deterioration in public transport as a service
and struggle for workers® control.

If you are interested—or want a sample copy
—Write fo AD. Rnhsrtc 14 Dovii m H

® 3 ®
africa,dig it
Wiﬂ! a selection of pﬂl’llphk_lﬁ and
m‘sﬁr;::mi by the Africa Re.
Just Published:

Inm:bmtﬂependenq' -
A Report on Imperialism
& Foreign Aid Strategies
(75¢)

Southern Africa: an illus-
trated pamphlet about the
guerrilla written
for mass distribution (25¢)
Bulk rates on request.

The CIA in Africa (25¢)
Other reprints and original
studies.

There’s more if you write

to us with feeling and 25¢
for mailing.

aria research grogp
p.o.box 213
cambridge. mass. 02 3%

MARX Economic & Philosophic
Manuscripts of 1844 25/
LENIN Can the Bolsheviks Retain
State Power? 1/6
What is to be Done? 3/-

Left Wing Communism  1/-
Now Available for the First Time in Decades!

KARL MARX on THE EASTERN QUES-
TION—Reprint of Letters Written 1853-1856
Dealing with the Events of the Crimean War.
Edited by Eleanor Marx Aveling & Edward
Aveling. £9 9s.

All available from RED BOOKS (formerly Pio-
neer Books) at 182 Pentonville Road, London
N.1. Open every Wednesday till 7 p.m., other
days ring 278 2616 first. Enquiries to Leonora
Lioyd.

Now Ready: Catalogue of works by Marx,
Engels and Lenin available from RED BOOKS.
Send s.a.e. to Leonora Lioyd, Red Books, 182
Pentonville Road, London N.1.

RED BOOKS (formerly Pioneer Books) now at 182
Pentonville Road, London N_J., Open every Wednesday
till 7 p.m., other days ring 278 2616 first. Enquiries to
Leonora Lloyd.

MARXIST YOUTH JOURNAL—-Issue No. 4 includes
Women'’s Liberation; What is Scientific Socialism?; The
Sccondary School Strupgle; The State of the Student
Movement; The British Secret Police, Subscription:
I5/- for 12 issues, 8/- for 6 issues, post free. Cheques
payable to A. J. Lenton. Write: Marxist Youth Journal,
19 Gotham Street, Leicester LE2 ONA.

Rank-and-File: militant teachers' journal. Available
yuarterly from 87 Brooke Road, London N.16, Single
copy 1/2d. 9/- per dozen. Annual subscription.

Che Guevara's Bolivian Diaries. 5/- post free from The
Red Mole, 182 Pentonville Road, London N.[.

Rouge, I'rench Revolutionary Weekly of the Ligue
Communiste. Writc Rouge, BP201. Paris 19¢, France,
or write to The Red Mole, 182 Pentonville Road,
London N.1, enclosing 2/- for an individual copy.

Second Issue of Middle Fast for Revolutionary Social-
ism now out. Subscription £1 per year from M.E.R.S.,
3 Beachwood Avenue, London N.3. For single copies
(1/-+5d pp) and enquiries write Peter Gowan, 75 York
Way, London N.7,

Cuban OSPAAL Posters 1214" x 217" Printed in full
colour,

Cuban Day of Solidarity Poster.

4/- including postage from The Red Mole, 182 Pen-
tonville Road, London N.1.

INDO-CHINA (formerly VIETNAM)-monthly mags-
zine of the VSC, available from John Suddaby, 182
Pentonville Road, London N. 1. Price 1/-,

LIBERATED ZONE. For all underground, poetry, rev-
olution papers, At 19 New Brown St., Manchester 4
(upstairs).

A SOCIALIST WOMAN GROUP has been set up in
London. Ilor details of next meeting, ring Leonor
Lloyd, 574 7407.

Cincmantics. A radical forum of theoretical writing on
the cinema. Third issue —discussions between Crodard,
Solunas, Straub, Rocha, Jancso and Clementi in an all-
out attack on the industry. 117 Hurtficld Roud,
London S.W.19; 2/6 in slamps,

Socialist Woman- now out in new printed format -iy
produced by a group of socialist women of the Not-
tingham Socialist Women s (' ammittes. A st it o

WOLFE TONE COMMEMORATION socu
in aid of
Frank Keane Defence Fund
will be held in the KING'S HEAD, Fulhz

Broadway, S.W.6. (next door to Fulha
Broadway tube) on

4th JULY 1970
from 8.00—-12.00 p.m. (special extension).
Music, singing, dancing, artistes.

Fearfar cead mile failte roimh ‘chuile dhuin
ag a’ gcoisir seo, Ba cheart do gach poblact
toir agus soisialach bheith i lathair. Na dea
mad do chairde do thabhairt leat!

TAILLE ISTEACH-5/-

Office space available for left-wing printer or sm
group. Reply Box RM 7/1.

én'all ad. rates: Gd per word; minimum 4 issues, |
per word; min. 8 issues 4d per word,

Displayed (boxed): B-point 1/6 per word.
10-point 2/- per word.,

Full page:  £100 Y%-page: £25
Ye-page: £50 1/8 page: £12 10s.

Write: RED MOLE Ads, 182 Pentanville Road, Lo
don N.1., or phone 01-837 9987.

Mao's writings: China pamphlets, magazines, ete. Mar
Lenin. Discounts. Post free. Lists (4d stamp): [
Volpe, 114 Evering Road, London N.16.

BULLETIN OF THE SPANISH WORKERS DEFENCI
COMMITTEL No. 6, now out. News, plus articles o
recent strikes, crisis of the Spanish cconomy, IL¢
report on Spain. 1/4 post paid from: SWDC, 3] Dart
mouth Park Hill, London N.W.5.

RELEASE—50a Princedale Road, London W.11., near
Holland Park tube stat ion,

24-hour Emergency Office: 01 -603 8654
01-229 7753
01-727 7752

Office hours: 10 am. 1o 8 p.m. Monday to Friday,
Late nights till 10 p.m, Monday & Thursday for
TV, coffee and general legal advice.

Release gives information and advice on: arrests, drugs,
Pregnancy, rents, landlords, jobs, divoree, visas,
civil rights, and any other problem.

Release needs information on: sol icitars, courts, drugs,
pads going, jobs going, scenes.

Drugs File, Research and Reference Library: up to date
collection of books. medical papers and press cut-
tings on drugs and related subjects. Relevant n-um;#

1al wanted. ‘
Iease hes a transit and driver, . d will
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THE NEWSPAPER STRIKE

The newspaper strike had important political implica-
tions. It 1ook place at a time when it was assumed to
be likely to do some damage 1o the Labour Party’s
prospects in the election, and it showed that one of
the most militant and advanced trade unions was more
interested in the struggle for wages than it was in
getting a Labour Government returned,

It is true that Briginshaw, joint general secretary of
Sogat [Society of Graphical and Allied Trades) wrote
in Tribune an appeal to Sogat members to vote
Labour [*Harold Wilson can provide the berter QuVern-
ment from the main choice... The Labour Party isa

party of socis! reform... They do some excellent work...

There WAS a balance of payments mess when it came
in... | would have liked it to challenge the old order of
things...” but “Wilson can wini®). It is also frue that in
a letrer to Sogat members after the strike was over he
said defensively (and with a veracity which has been
questioned) that he had not known there was to be an
eloction in June when the spplication was put in, and,
living up to a reputation for back-slapping relations
with Wilson, claimed “.._but for the early initiatives by
the Prime Milster and assistance of Mrs. Castie, the
dispute would have drifted.” But these were words: in
action, the Sogat leadership put the trade union
strugole befare the parliamentary struggle. Again, ong
militant Labour Party supporter and trade unionist,
when questioned on the subject of the strike’s effect
on the slection, defended Sogat's action by saying that
it would silence Tory propagands; but he had 1o admit
that the strike was likely to have some négative effect
on the Labour Party's alection chdnces, and that the
decision to strike had been taken in spite of this—or
rather, wrth little discussion on the question.

Such a strike would have been inconceivable in the
past. In previous election periods, the trade unions
have actively campaigned for a Labour Government:
in 1945, for example, the mass of the workars really
believed that socialism would be introduced through a
Labour Party victory. To throw what appeared to
them to be such an opportunity away for the sake of
extracting a few extra £5 from the employers would
cbviously have been senseless. In 1970 we are left with
fame arguments from the Workers Press, actively
"campaigning for a Labour victory”, that the workers
were right to strike for better living standards “regard-
less of the slection’ since the election was about
living standards anyway. Few, if any, Sogat members
have any illusions about the Labour Party

The clearest positive connaction between the strike
and the election was simply a matter of effective trade
union tactics. The print-workers struck at a time when
the employers wera weak, and when there was much
pressure on them, the Government and the TUC 10
ensure that 2 settlement was resched quickly. Some of
the @ prguments could be aopd ed 1o the Worlg
Cp #2011 swen ! mhuch the P sou i3 resen ! not
SN BDOLT I ptmee @ e Ol That, ol tee the
ST e G Ty e SCe e e iy
42 b harder oo nege Seems 30 to O O 10 the
offeranre the unions, even if it did not

Hy introduce a wege-freezs. If the negotia-
tions had been allowed to drag on until after the
election, there is no doubrt that the unions® position
would have been weaker

Of course the sirike was not a political strike in
any pottive sense land except in the sense that ail
i Xes arw povicond ). 11 was obviously Ot 3n Sttemnpt,

as the BMA ') antics may poisbly have been_ to
embarrass the Wilson Government Even less nas i1 2
revolutionary act, anything 10 do with any idea of
disrupting the elections. There were no militant
Pronouncements about striking regardiess of the
politicians’ games. The strike probabiy indicated, as
much as anything, that many workers are profoundly
apathetic about the elections, even about politics in
general. (But it should be remembered that the sirike
was actually called by the Sogat leadership, with little
or no consultation with rank and file members, and
the leadership is not politically apathetic). There was
considerable bitterness over the strike among Sogat
members. But this had nothing to do with the political
implications of striking at that time: it had to do with
the fact that the decision to strike was “sprung’ on
Sogat rank and file members, that many of them *
thought that they could have got what they got out of
negotiations without sacrificing their wage-packets,
that the strike, in comparison with other Sogat-ied
strikes, was very badly organised and prepared, and
that soms thought that once they were out they
should have stayed out, and got more. Above all, the
unions agreed to the employers’ “rationalisation’”
plan, which will facilitate the process of running down
employment in the industry which the printers” unions
have so far failed to resist effectively: this in spite of
the fact that Sogat Division A at its conference passed
resolutions rejecting any form of productivity dealing
by a large majority.

Even with the prospect of a Labour Government,
workers and trade unionists showed that they had few
illusions about the importance of parliamentary
struggles. Now that we have a Tory Governmant,
there is likely to be an increasing tendency for the
most advanced and active trade unionists to concen-
trate on fighting their battles through the trade unions,
rather than through Parliament, and to demonstrate
final disillusionment with parliamentarism. Left wing
trade union leaders will probably, as they did at the
time of “In Place of Strife”, again lead mass actions
against the Government on particular issues. Revolu-
tionaries should welcome these and support them. But
they must try too to ensure that these mass sctions are
not diverted again into support of the Labour Party,
and they will have 1o concentrate on the important
task of building an alternative political leadership in
industry,

Teresa Hay ter

The recent victimisation campaign against
Rosemary Whippe should be a warning to the
labour movement. It should be a warning in the
sense that it indicates the methods and tactics
the employers are preparing to use in the period
ahead against any rank-and-file opposition to
their intention to “‘discipline” the work force.
It is no accident that this scandal has been
artificially whipped up just prior to an election

the factories where, to meet the present
conjunctural economic crisis, there is the
paramount need to discipline the labour
movement— a task which the Wilson Govern-
ment has already paved the way for.

The red-baiting of Rosemary Whippe is a
prelude to this offensive. By victimising a
worker today who has the nerve to stand up
against “productivity deals™ and advocate
workers' control, they are preparing tomorrow
to victimise any other militants who are
prepared to fight against attacks on their living
standards and working conditions. For this
reason alone—and in our own self-interest— the
defence of Rosemary Whippe against her unfair
dismissal and the distortions, lies and
insinuations in the bourgeois press must be a
central issue for socialists and the trade union
movement.

A very concrete way in which this “red-
baiting™ can be used against any workers in
struggle was demonstrated only recently during
the Pilkington strike where the upsurge by a
super-exploited but traditionally “conservative"
section of workers in the glass industry received
the same blaring headlines of a “red piot”.

The Pilkington strike was not merely
important because it was the first strike the
plants had seen, but because it brought out very
clearly the role of the ossified trade union
leadership—doubly ossified in the case of the
GMWU. The dynamic of the struggle by the
glassworkers for higher wages inevitably, in this
present period, brought them into conflict with
the official strata—provoking the militant
majority to eventually “opt out” of the Union
and decide to join the more militant T&*GWU.

It is precisely this type of unofficial action—
which we will undoubtedly be seeing more of in
the coming years—which is the cause of the
“red plot” campaigns by the bourgeois press
who are distinctly worried by any action which
breaks through the crust of bureaucrats in the
labour movement.

It is at once both disgusting and inevitable in
the present situation that the official trade
union movemeat has not come out with a clear
rebuff to the smear igns which have been
mmpledmm the Pilki n workers—and

Rosemary Whﬁw,.“. evitable™ in the sense
that, worried themselves about the fragility of
their authority in the face of a growing
militancy on the part of the rank and file, they
are indeed forced to give credence to such
attacks to maintain their own positions and
control. It was only recently that Vic Feather
himself was quoted in the Financial Times as
admitting the presence of 50 red “agitators™
stirring up trouble in Li and Merseyside.

This sort of compromise is identical with the
attitude the TUC adopted over /n Place of Strife
where they finally were prepared to take over
the “policing” of the militants themselves—and
whose latest proposals in A Programme for
Action go a long way towards destroying any
form of shop-floor democracy.

The “red scare™ campaigns which are now
quite clearly on the cards are a tactic of the
ruling class to try to head off any move o the
left by the rank and file, before whom political
problems will come increasingly to the fore. In
this sense, these smear campaigns serve the same
function as the attempts to divide the class
along racialist lines—a service provided by
Powell who, although not serving as the main
Tory thrust, has been kept carefully in the
wings to try and accentuate racialist divisions
in the class.

It is the duty of the labour movement to
stand absolutely firm against this type of attack
launched by the ruling class—and often given
tacit support from their own leaders—whose
long-term aim will only be to divert the labour
movement from the major struggles it will soon
be entering into.

Fat Brain (P.O.E.U.)

TONY SOARES TO BE RELEASED FROM
JAIL ON JUNE 23rd.

Tony Soares, the original founder of the
Universal Coloured People’s Association, who
was sent down for two years at the Old Bailey
in February 1969, is to be released from
Maidstone Prison on June 23rd. having served
16 months of his sentence.

He was charged with incitement to riotous
assembly, inciting people to have offensive
weapons and with distributing threa tening
writing with intent to provoke a breach of the
peace—all these charges stemming from a
duplicated leaflet. At his trial Tony denied
having any of the leaflets in question or
distributing them, and none were found on him
or in his room. He stated that the Jeaflet had
originally been an article tn bo crheaioind o _

He was found guilty and sent down for a
punitive sentence of two years, one of the
longest sentences on record for this kind of
charge. The charges were made in connection
with the Vietnam demonstration of October
1968, at which time similar material was being
widely circulated throughout all the protest
movements, and the police could, had they so
wished, have brought the same charges against
many white people. The fact that they did not
do s0, and that Tony Soares was arrested and
viciously sentenced, can only be because he is
black and was organising black people in a
militant way. He was at the time working as

Secretary-Organiser of the U.CP.A.

A campaign for his early release was
launched unsuccessfully by the Working
People’s Party of England, and an appeal by
Tony Soares was dismissed, With the result that
Tony has been the longest-serving political
prisoner outside of the Irish Movement to date
in recent times.

Tony Soares came to Britain some eight
months ago as a political exile from Lisbon
where he had been involved with the liberation
movements for the Portuguese Colonial
Territories in Africa—Angola, Mozambique, and
Guinea.

Tony Soares has just sacrificed 16 months of
life and activity for the Black Movement and
for Socialist Revolution, We should not forget
that many other comrades from the Black
Panther Movement are at this very moment
facing jail sentences ranging from three months
to an indefinite Borstal sentence imposed upon
a young brother, and that it is incumbent upon
white comrades to support the Movement and
its Defence Fund in any way that they can.

Afro-American Solidarity Committee,
9 Huddleston Road, London N.7, 01-607 8395.

g: FHPLOYEES STRIKE *
Foundry Workers) does job 'é\'i!éhi‘:’!‘%g on its CAWU
{Clerical and Administrative Workers Union)
employees. They threaten to strike for a £5 interim
pay rise, during a long wait for the job evaluation
results. CAWU refuses to back them, arranges to have
talks with AEF. AEF claims if the pay rise was granted
the CAWU clerks employed at AEF headquarters
veould get higher wages than the (presumably) CAWLU
clerks employed at CAWU headquarters. The CAwU
clerks ot the AEF headquarters strike nevertheless. The
AEF refuses to talk 10 strikers while they are out.
Pickets outside the AEF arters
placards which ssid: “AEF should practise what they
preach,”

MERSEYSIDE DOCKERS STRIKE

On June 22nd the Merseyside dockers had a one-day
token strike. A mass meeting of about 2,000 members
of the Transport and General Workers Union and the
National Amalgamated Stevedores and Dockers Union
had voted 1o support the Merseyside port stewards’
demands for full nationalisation of all ports and 100%
workers control,

SPYING ON WORKERS

The Evening Standard (June 4th) reported: .. several
companies are said 10 be using closed-circuit TV to
watch workers in action, The checks are not for
security, but to enable executives to watch how
employees cope with their jobs and the customer.
have also been told disturbing stories of phones being
“"bugged”’. At least one big financial institution is said
to listen in to employees’ phone conversations to
make sure they are dealing with custormers “in a
proper manner’’. From several bank employees | hear
that all incoming post is opened and checked, even the
letters marked ‘personal” or ‘private’”...

OTTERMILL SWITCHGEAR STRIKE

At Ottermill Switchgear in Devon workers have been
on strike since early May. This is the first strike in
their factory, in a backward area of the country, The
management is clearly antediluvian. ;

A company director, having accused the pickets of
having "no guts", punched in the face a SO-yfear-old
picket who disagreed, bruising and cutting him, Mean-
while the management, in an advertisement in the
local newspaper, announced that it “emphatically
denounced mob rule and violence", and advertised for
new workers, while threatening the strikers with
redundancy. (See Morning Star, June 12th).

By mid-June, the management had made no pay
offer. Instead, it had offered “to reinstate strikers at
existing pay rates in batches of about 50 a week: but
"because of orders lost” about 30 would be declared
redundant. The workers rejected this “offer”, said to
be "“final”. Accordingly the “final offer was with-
drawn and the management declared that about 200
workers “who had terminated their employment by
breaking their contracts™ were no longer employed. e
Since the workers had rejected the employers’ “offer

’TVICTIMS OF BRITISH CAPITALISM

STOP PRESS—NATIONAL DOCK STRIKE
ANNOUNCED

Just as we go to press we learn that the docks
group of the Transport and General Workers
Union at a delegate conference has decided to
give notice of its termination of the contract on
June 28th; this meaning a national docks’ strike
on July 14th,

The dockers are demanding an improved
wage offer from the employers. Naturally, therg
is a strong likelihood that the employers and
government will go through some measure to
prevent the clash,

However, there will be a strong pressure for
the employers and government “to stand up to
the unions."”

In the event of the strike taking place it
would have a decisive nature: victory would
have the employers on the run; defeat could
mark the start of a Tory offensive. This being
the case, it is up to the whole movement to
pledge its support for the dockers and take
steps immediately to set up committees of
solidarity,

ALL OUT TO SUPPORT THE DOCKERS!

JUNE 30th: Frank Keane press conference (see else-
where), 11 a.m., Conway Hall,

JULY 3rd: Spartacus League public meeting. Speakers
from Ligue Communiste (France) on the theory of the
student movement; JGS (Belgium) on students and the
workers movement; Spartacus League preparatory
committee on the British student movement. Conway
Hall, 7.30 p.m.

JULY 4th—5th: Spartacus League Founding Confer-
ence. Ring Peter Gowan or Dave Kendall, 01-837 6954
for details.

JULY 4th: BCPV demonstration in solidarity with
American anti-war movement, Grosvenor Square,
3—-7 p.m. Contact BCPV, 6 Blenheim Close, SW20.

JULY 6th: North London Red Circle public maeeting.
Tarig Ali on “After the Elections”. Sir George Robey
pub, opp. Astoria, Finsbury Park. 8.00 p.m.

JULY 10th: Public Forum, “The Strugghe in Irelasd™
Speakers from the Ropublican movernent, MCASC
IMG. Conway Hal|, Red Lion Square, WC1. "",‘.’.‘

JULY 10th: South London Red Circle public &
o —

Tarig Ali on “Black Power and the Struggle for
Socialism”. Ring Red Mole, 837 6954 for details.

If you live in or near any of the areas listed below, you
can contact these people for any queries about The
Red Mole and for in grmation on distributing the
paper and sending in local reports. In @ number of
these areas (asterisked), unctioning Red Circles
already exist, Others will be added to the list as they
are formed.If there is no Red Circle Your area at
present, write 1o us here ar 182 Pentonville Road.
London N. 1.

*BIRMINGHAM: Gerald Hitman, 28 Brighton Road.
Balsall Heath, Birmingham 12,

*CARDIFF: Oliver New, 23 Black Oak Road,
Cyncoed, Cardiff CF2 6Q7.

*COVENTRY: John Presland, Rootes Hall D16,
University of Warwick, Coventry.

*DERBY: John Hewitt, ¢/o The Red Mole, 182
Pentonville Road, London N1

& Bruce Bebbington, 41 Leopold Street, Derby
DE1 2HE.

*EDINBURGH: Robin Duncan, 13 Blackthorn Court,
Barnton, Edinburgh.

*GLASGOW: Murray Smith, 61 Fergus Drive,
Glasgow N.W.

*HAMILTON: Walter MacLellan, 37 Smyllum Road,
Lanark, Scotland

HU}EL: John Bearpark, 88 Park Street, Springbank,

ull.

KEELE: Jason Hill, 6 Cherry Hill Lane, Knutton,
Newcastle, Staffs.

*LANARK: Walter MacLellan, 37 Smyllum Road,
Lanark, Scotland.

LEEDS: Gwyn Vorhaus, 89 Victoria Road, Leeds 6.

LEICESTER: Alan Lenton, 22 Berners Street,
Leicester.

LINCOLN: Mike Smith, Flat 7, 27 Cross o'Cliff Hill,
Lincoln.

*NORTH LONDON: Dave Kendall, 182 Pentonville
Road, London N1.

*SOUTH LONDON: Jim Clough, 2 Almeric Road,
London SWI1.

*SOUTH LONDON: Tony Jones, Furzedown College
of Education, Welham Road, SW17.

*WEST LONDON: Tom Mole, 23 Brackley Road,
London W4,

LOUGHBOROUGH: Ann Black, 4 Russell Street,
Loughborough.
NORWICH: Paul Franklin, Norfolk Terrace, University
of East Anglia, University Plain, Norwich 88C.
*NOTTINGHAM: Nick Beeton, 25 Henry Road, West
Bridgford, Nottingham.

"OXF?%KD: Bernard Reaney, Corpus Christi College,
Oxford.

PLYMOUTH: Martin Durham, c/o 19 Clifton Street,

Plymouth, Devon.
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“““[AIWAR COULD BREAK OUT ANY MINUTE

INTRODUCTION

| have just returned from a visit to the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea, where | spent
over two weeks as a guest of the Korean
Association of Journalists. The division of
Korea by United States imperialism and the
refusal of the latter to withdraw its troops from
the Southern part of the country have increased
tensions still further and the possibility of a
new war erupting in the area is fairly high.

In later issues of The Red Mole, we will write
in detail about developments in the occupied
section of Korea and the concrete measures to
end this situation and re-unify the country
which have been proposed by the Korean
premier, Kim il Sung,

It was felt that it was extremely important
to publish immediately the interview this
correspondent had with the Korean Deputy
Premier and Foreign Minister, Pak Sung Cheul.
Comrade Cheul is also a leading member of the
Politbureau and the Standing Committee of the
Korean Workers Party.

Before answering the questions | put to him,
Pak Sung Cheul explained that what irritated
the imperialists the most was the fact that the
Northern part of Korea had risen from the
ashes of the 1950-53 war. That they had
completely rebuilt the country, developed its
industry (according to U.N. statistics the
standard of living in North Korea is the highest
in Asia excluding Japan) and completely wiped
out rural poverty. | can confirm having travelled
widely that however hard one looks it is
impossible to find a single slum in Korea. The
housing of the workers and the cdoperative
farmers in the countryside is ex tremely
impressive. In fact one of the facts we will high-
light in later articles is that the North Korean
government has offered to give jobs to all the
unemployed in South Korea, to provide free
school and university education for all the
children in South Korea who are not able to go
to school and to relieve poverty by special
shipments of rice. Needless to add the Pak Jeung
Hi puppet clique has refused this aid, but it
restifies ro the economic successes achieved by

the North. The Unired Stares fears this example

—

Red Mole correspondent
with Korean Deputy Prime Minister

almost more than anything else.

In case the United States provoked a war
with Korea the task of revolutionaries would be
clear. To give unconditional support to the
Karean government and the Korean people and
to immediately extend the solidarity movement
in the imperialist countries to embrace Korea.
As imperialism in South Korea masquerades as
a “United Nations force™ a war in this region
could also involve British troops. The duty of
revolutionaries in this country would therefore
be clearcut and simple.

Tarig Ali

Red Mole: Only a few days ago the
Korean People’s Army destroyed yet
another spy-boat sent into Korean
territorial waters by the United States.
This seems to be simply another incident
in the chain of increasing military provo-
cations which the United States has
unleashed against your country. What in
your view is the significance of these
provocations and do you seriously
believe that the United States can afford
another war in Asia at this particular
moment, keeping in mind the resistance
of the Indo-Chinese and the American

peoples?

W,

f

Ko

rean Peopie

Pak Sung Cheul: It is well known to us
that the United States imperialists are
preparing a new war against the Demo-
cratic People’s Republic of Korea. The
military policy advanced by Comrade
Kim il Sung is to turn the army into an
army of cadres and to arm the whole
people to fortify the country. We are
prepared to deal blows against the
enemy whenever it comes to attack us.
Whether or not war breaks out depends
entirely on the imperialists. On the
Nixon administration. The government
of our country has advanced a concrete
solution to solve the Korean question.
That is to leave the settlement of the
Korean question to the Korean people
themselves on a democratic basis and
peacefully. But the United States has
answered all these proposals with military
provocations. They don’t even bother to
make counter-proposals. Even now their
slogan is "“Unify the country by victory
over Communism."’

At present, there are 60,000 U.S.
troops in South Korea. There are
700,000 puppet troops, which means
that the puppet army has doubled in size
since the Armistice. There are more than
300,000 policemen in South Korea and
the “Homeland Reserve Army’’ consists

+of 2 million people. So if you add this

all it amounts to an enormous repressive
force. In order to arm the Pak Jeung Hi
puppets the United States are spending
between 200 and 300 million dollars
every year. Apart from this they have
introduced nuclear weapons and guided
missiles. And then they say in their
propaganda that it is the North which is
trying to provoke a war. They blame us
for their own military provocations.
The Pueblo is an excellent example of
this. This was a spy-ship which intruded

L]

into our territorial waters. It was clear.
But they say we captured the ship on the
high seas. On the 5th June we sank a us
spy ship because it was in our territorial

waters. But they say that our fbrce
crossed the military demarcation line anc
captured the ship from the south. There
were 50mm guns on the ship, and how
come a small group of North Koreans
could take it back. When the ship
intruded into our territorial waters our
patrol boats asked them to stop, but
they opened fire on us and tried to
escape. There then followed a sea battle
inside our territorial waters and we sank
the ship. But the Americans say that we
have captured the ship and urge us to
release the crew. How can we? They are
dead at the bottom of the sea. The U.S.
should ask us for permission to recover
the bodies from the sea bed.

The reason the United States are
increasing their military provocations
against us is for their future war propa-
ganda. They want a pretext to attack us
and their present their military provoca-
tions as defensive measures. To explain
to their people that the new war is a
defensive war. That is why they make
provocations. So we say that the
situation is fraught with danger of war
breaking out in our country.

As you saw for yourself when you
visited Panmunjom, we are in a state of
armistice. The United States has put
South Korea on a'war footing. And we
too are prepared if they attack us.

At the time of the Pueblo the U.S.
said that there would be reprisals and
they mobilised their Pacific Fleet. The
situation was extremely tense. Can you
say that the tension has been removed?
We say no. If the United States makes
reprisals then we will make reprisals as




well.

On both sides of the demarcation lines
there are troops. They're in a state of war
footing. And the enemy makes surprise
attacks against our side every day. Some-
times these last an entire day. And we
must repulse them. We cannot sit back
with folded arms. These incidents could
well develop into a large battle involving
divisions and battalions.

—And the intarnal dynamic of the class
forces in South Korea: what effect could

L ,i! l

.brate American defea

they have?

Py I 1

As Comrade Kim il Sung has taught us:
wherever there is oppression there is
always revolution. The rule of the Pak
Jeung Hi clique in South Korea is
military-fascist rule. There is no demo-
cracy at all in South Korea. In these
circumstances there have been many
anti-puppet manifestations in South
Korea. Revolutionary parties and revo-
lutionary organisations exist in South
Korea. Since 1960 when the people rose

~ kil

and overthrew the Syngman Rhee puppet
regime, there have been many manifesta-
tions of revolt. So fighting between the
people and the puppets could break out
at any time. When a people’s uprising
takes place in South Korea the United
States will try and crush it. The South
Korean people will ask us to help them.
We are of the same nation. We have
struggled together before. We will help
them. It is our revolutionary duty as
proletarian internationalists. And so the
danger of war exists all the time.

In a word, as long as there are United
States forces in Korea the danger of war
exists. That is why if the United States
were interested in peace it must with-
draw its troops from South Korea. And
if war breaks out it will not be the same
as in Vietnam. Here we have the Korean
people’s Army which is a very strong
regular army and if we need help we will
ask both China and the Soviet Union
with whom we have treaties of alliance.

Do you know what the imperialists
say? They say that it is thanks to the
stationing of U.N. forces that peace is
maintained. Who are these U.N. forces?
U.S. troops. They say that the puppet
army in the South is very large and if the
U.N. were not present it might attack the
North. This is the logic of robbers and
we know the realities. There can only be
peace if the U.S. troops withdraw and
allow the Korean people the right of self-
determination.

We Koreans are not afraid of imperia-
lism. We have some experience. We
fought it for three hard years and
defeated it and are prepared to do so
again, but we don’t want another war.
That is why we ask our friends through-
out the world to urge a U.S. withdrawal
from South Korea and to put pressure on
the imperialists.

—Many revolutionaries in the imperialist
countries underestimate the new rise of
militarism in Japan, yet in Asia it is seen
as an extremely serious development as
the recent Pyongyang meeting between
Kim il Sung and Chou en Lai shows.
What role do you think Japan will play
in helping U.S. imperialism in Asia and
do you think that Japanese troops could
be used in Asia again?

Revolutionaries in Europe obviously
don’t understand the present situation in
Asia clearly. You know that before

-

World War 11 Japan was one of the three
Qﬂ i alist powers. Though it was

during the war the productive
forces in Japan were not destroyed. It is
twenty-five years since the last war
ended and since then the Japanese
economy and productive forces have
developed phenomenally. Particularly at
the time of the three-year war in Korea,
Japan was enriched by supplying war
materials and since the beginning of the
war in Vietnam Japan has virtually
become a supply base and a base of
attack. In the capitalist world the
productive capacity of Japan is second
only to the United States. Japanese
imperialism today is therefore busy
seeking markets.

The Japanese imperialists say that
they have no army. But what they have
is a self-defence corps and that is an
army...a modern equipped army.
According to the JaFanese its strength is
300,000,?:ut its real strength is much
greater. All its senior officers were
&?mmanders during the Second World

ar,

The Japanese have a treaty of alliance
with South Korea. South Korea has a
treaty with the United States and the
United States has a treaty with Japan. It
is a triangle of imperialism. Sato
(Japanese Prime Minister) has declared
publicly that the ""38th parallel is our
frontier”’. They have already prepared
operation plans for Asia and particularly
for our part of the world. The Japanese
imperialists are once again dreaming of a
“Greater Asia Co-Prosperity Sphere”’,
etc. The United States on its part is
interested in building up Japanese
militarism as the new shock brigade for
Asia. The Japanese Army has started
learning Korean and we have information

-that they are undergoing extensive
training in terrain similar to ours. We
regard It as an extremely dangerous
development, and of course the dog Pak
Jeung Hi is pleased. He has served as a
Japanese puppet before. When a war
breaks out in Korea the Japanese Army
will participate in it.

—Has your position on the Sino-Soviet
dispute changed and what are your
relations with Cuba and Vietnam at the
moment?

No. There is no change in our position.
We want to unite these countries in order
to accelerate the process of world revo-
lution. As forI the Cubarwsda;ije;he Viet
namese peoples, we r ir struggle
as our own and are lrrleggmphm
solidarity with them. .
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Moscow Sides With Nixon Against Peking
Universally condemned by world public

opinion for escalating the war in Indochina, the
target of explosive opposition by the American
people sick and weary of the killing and the
whole dirty involvement of the U.S. in South-
East Asia, Nixon in his worst hour of need

received unexpected consolation and succour
from the Kremlin,

Under guise of a warning about the
expanding influence of Peking in Indochina,
and exposing Mao’s ""adventurist tactics”, the
Kremlin sank a knife in the back of the national
liberation movement in South-East Asia.

The move was made through publication of
an article in the June 5 issue of New Times, a
Soviet government foreign affairs weekly. The
author, “M. Ukraintsev" (thought to be the
pseudonym of a high official in the Foreign
Ministry), accused ""Mao and his followers" of
“undertaking practical steps for asserting
Chinese domination in South and South-East
Asia,"”’

“To do s0,” the Kremlin spokesman asserted,
“Peking tries to create an atmosphere of
permanent internal conflict in the whole
region.”

What about the dirty colonial war conducted
by U.S. imperialism for five years and more?
What about the imperialist army of more than
400,000 troops? What about the mass slaughter
conducted by the Pentagon? What about
Nixon's new escalation of the war into
Cambodia?

Peking, not Washington, is blamed for the
overthrow of the Sihanouk government in
Cambodia last March 18th and the imposition
of the pro-American Lon Nol regime: “The
meddling by the Chinese in Cambodian affairs
is one of the factors that pushed the rightist
forces of Cambodia to a governmental over-
throw and closer relations with the American
imperialists.”

Even bourgeois newspapers in the U.S. are of
the opinion that the overturn in Cambodia was
a ClA operation.

The New Times article openly attacks the
struggle against the American intervention as
Peking inspired:

"“The Peking leaders, pressing their
adventurist tactics on some segments of the
Communist and national-liberation movements
in South-East Asia, are trying to use them as
tools for asserting Chinese domination in Asian
countries and to condemn them to defeat and
destruction.”

This is an invidious way of saying that the
victims are to blame for the aggression. It was
that way in Hitler's time, too. The victims
always “‘provoked’’ the Nazis into doing what
they did. And should Nixon decided to resort
to “‘tactical” nuclear weapons, it will be because
he was “provoked” into it,

If the Soviet leaders are worried over the
possible growth of Maoist influence in South-
East Asia, they have ample means to offset it
Stepping up Soviet military aid to the
insurgents would be the best demonstration
that the Kremlin matches revolutionary words
with revolutionary deeds.

The accusation of “adventurism’ is
particularly misplaced in the face of Nixon's

escalation of the war into Cambodia when the
masses have no choice but to resort to arms t¢
defend themselves against the invading troops.

The Kremlin's statement concerning the
struggle in Indochina amounts to a declaration
that the war is Peking’s affair. To say that the
Indochinese are doomed to 'defeat and
destruction” is an invitation to Nixon to step
up the war if he sees fit. Moscow will not lift a
finger . Its case has been made—Mao is to
blame, let China face the consequences.

Western imperialism took the statement of
Moscow's attitude toward Nixon's escalation a
confirmation that the Kremlin does indeed
intend to abandon the struggle in Indochina ir
favour of further “rapprochement’ with
Washington. The New York Times, for examplh
commented on 6th June:

"“The Western diplomats [in Moscow] notec
that an intensified anti-American campaign
begun early last month had dwindled sharply ir
recent days. |t was widely noted in diplomatic
circles that Premier Aleksei N. Kosygin, who
questioned President Nixon's integrity not long
ago, seemed to go out of his way Tuesday to
tell the Apollo 11 astronaut Neil A. Armstrong
and Ambassador Jacob D. Beam to send Mr.
Nixon his greetings and ‘heartfelt gratitude’ for
a piece of moon rock presented by Mr, Arm-
strong.”

By attacking the struggle of “some segments
of the Vietnamese and Cambodian people as
“adventurist” and implying their own
neutrality, the Soviet bureaucrats are only
encouraging the Pentagon to plunge ever deeper
into South-East Asia. And until Nixon is forced
to withdraw, there is growing danger that he
will expand the war until it bursts into a nuclear
conflagration.

The Moscow bureaucrats have short
memories, What was the central aim of German
imperialist policy? It was to “roll back” the
revolution in the Soviet Union. Stalin’s kow-
tawing to Hitler and getting the German
Fuehrer to sign a “‘peace pact” did not save the
Soviet Union from invasion.

The aims of American imperialism do not
differ in substance from those that led German
imperialism to plunge humanity into two warld
wars.

From the standpoint of the elementary needs
of the defence of the Soviet state, full support
to the revolutionary struggle in Indochina is an
absolute necessity. The new zigzag taken by, the
Soviet bureaucrats is a betrayal of the interests
of the Soviet people as well as of the people of
Indochina.

Intercontinental Press
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The New Coalition

The landslide victory of the SLFP-led coalition
and the crushing defeat of the UNP at the
recent general elections in Ceylon has given rise
to a certain amount of interest in Ceylon
politics. Mrs. Bandaranaike, the new Prime
Minister, had appointed three “Trotskyists"
(theleaders of the reformist LSSP are referred
to as “Trotskyists™ by the bourgeois press. The
LSSP was expelled from the Fourth Inter-
national in 1964) and one Communist (Moscow
wing) to her 21-member Cabinet,

In accordance with their election manifesto,
the new Govemment had decided to (2) nations-
lise foreign banks and imports of essential
commodities; (b) establish state agencies to
guide tea and other plantation industries and to
control the activities of British-owned agency
houses; (¢) appoint employees councils and
People’s committees: and (d) recognise North
Vietnam, North Korea. East Germany and the
Provisional Revolutionary Government of
South Vietnam.

Confusion

The victory of the coalition and the announce-
ment of the above measures has caused a great
deal of confusion amongst many militants.
Those who opposed all forms of parliament-
arianism (even using the parliament as a
platform for propaganda purposes) only yester-
day, have begun to talk about conditional
support for the coalition government, What
should be the attitude of revolutionaries to the
Bandaranaike government? Moscow and Peking
have hailed the electoral triumph of the
coalition, interpreting it as a victory of the
people. Some even go further and predict a
Cuban-type development initiated by Mrs.
Bandaranaike. Therefore should we give critical
or conditional support to the Bandaranaike
government? Is it more progressive than the
UNP?

Exploited Countries

In order to answer the above questions and to
ascertain what our attitude should be, it is
essential to examine the content, and not
merely the image, of the coalition government
Of course, we should welcome the recognitior
Of North Korea Narth Viatnans DD/ oo . an

despite the fact that they would reinforce the
tlusion amongst a large mass of people that the
coalition government is a genuine socialist
government. However, we should recognise the
fact that all these measures go no further than
tidying up the coalition image. They are not
designed to resolve the basic contradictions in a
class society. The SLFP-led coalition is no less a
capitalist government than the UNP. In order to
understand the nature and content of the
Bandaranaike government, it is necessary to
examine the predicament of the national
bourgeoisie in exploited (sometimes erroneously
referred to as “under-developed™) countries
today. Ceylon is no exception to the general
pattern of developments in this sector of the
world

The national bourgeoisie in all exploited
countries are weak and impotent. They are
incapable of providing even partial solutions
to the basic problems facing these countries,
e.g. unemployment, continually deleriorating
standards of living, etc. They are sandwiched
between imperialism on the one hand and the
dissatisfied masses on the other. In these
circumstances the policies of the national
bourgeoisie takes a dual character,

Dual Role
On the one hand it plays the role of junior
partner to imperialism. They protect the
imperialist interest and cannot have an existence
independent of imperialism. To this extent
national bourgeoisie and imperialism are com-
plementary. On the other hand they are also
compelitive forces. Imperialism tries to squeeze
as much as possible from the national
bourgeoisie, and the latter in turn seek 1o
exact as many concessions as possible from the
big brother, To this extent it tries to play one
imperialist country against another, or imperia-
list countries against the Soviet block and China.
To a limited extent the national bourgeoisie
therefore comes into conflict with imperialism.
But such conflicts, which are partial and
temporary, always lead to 4 new accommoda-
tion with imperialism, Given the cluss interests
of the national bourgeoisie it cannol be other-
wise,

These partial clashes with imperialism in fact

it 1s forced to take measures which are designed
to (2) contain the mass upsurge, and (b) streng-
then its own bargaining position vis-a-vis
imperialism.

Partial nationalisation of foreign enterprises
in countries like Peru, India, Ceylon, Zambia,
etc. are not designed to destroy the capitalist
property relations in these countries.

When one examines the election manifesto
of the coalition parties, the past record of the
SLFP governments, the class composition of the
SLFP and the relative weight of the reformists
within the coalition, it becomes crystal clear
that the coalition government is no more
socialist than the UNP.

Not Anti-Capitalist

The coalition programme does not contemplate
the abolition of the private property system.
On the contrary they would assist, guide, and
encourage the growth of the private sector in
accordance with the long-term needs of
capitalism. Nor will the coalition government
hesitate o seek the assistance of Washington
and London. Whether they will obtain such
assistance on better terms than the UNP is, of
course, another matter.

People’s Committees

The people’s committees proposed by the
Bandaranaike government are in no way real
organs of power, Mrs. Bandaranaike in a public
statement made it crystal clear that they will in
no way replace the existing siate machinery by
the proposed commiltees. These committees
would at best serve in an advisory or consulta-
tive capacity.

Racist

The coulition programme promises to
implement the notorious racist horse-deal
fransacled between Mrs. Bandaranaike and
Shastri (late PM. of India) over the heads of the
plantation workers, Lo repatriate 300.000
estate workers of Indian origin, who have lived
and worked in Ceylon for over three or four
decades. Furthermore, it has no intention of
granting the rest of the estate workers their
democratic right of franchise, which was taken
away by the UNP in 1948,

- CEYLON: The plotters thicken

Past Record

In the past the successive SLFP governments
have used repressive legislation and emergency
regulations to suppress the working class; they
have denied the rights of minorities and the
living standards of the masses have continually
eroded. Problems of unemployment, housing
and rural indebtedness became more and more
acute. Their record is therefore no better than
that of the UNP,

Class Composition

The SLFP itself was an offshoot of the UNP.,
Today it is an assorted grouping mainly
consisting of old landed aristocracy and a
section of the new rich. There is no basic
difference between the UNP and SLFP in their
class composition.

Balance of Power

Today the SLFP can well afford to form a
government without the LSSP or the C.P.
because they gained 90 seats out of a total of
150. Mrs. Bandaranaike is, however, well aware
of the role these reformist leaders could play in
disorienting the working class. When the
occasion arises they will serve the ruling class to
divide and defeat the oppressed masses. The
LSSP with 19 seats and the C.P. with six seats
have no real power within the coalition.

Task of the Revolutionaries
When the pomp and pageantry is over, and the
glamour has gone, the fundamental problems of
the oppressed people will remain unresolved.
None of these problems could be solved within
the capitalist framework, A new upsurge in the
class struggle will once again reveal the class
nature of the Bandaranaike government and
expose the reformists,

Therefore the job of the revolutionary is not
Lo give critical or conditional support to the
coalition, but to prepare for the coming
struggles. His task is two-fold. Firstly, to
construct a revolutionary alternative to the
reforist parties who would soon become
discredited, and secondly, to advance a series
transitional demands designed to break the
various sectors of onnressed neanle Fram fhaie



FRRANCE 1870 THE LATIN QUARTER
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Terror. In France itself the legacy of 1789 has
dominated the political evolution of the
subsequent years. In the passages reproduced
below one can see sormething of the way in
which the traditions of the French Revolution—
especially the most radical elements within it—
were being taken up by student revolutionaries
on the eve of the Commune.

The passage below is taken from the work—
now tragically unfinished—of Arielle Aberson,
a young Ruskin student from Geneva, who was
killed in a car crash three weeks ago. The
impassioned exchange between Longuet and
Rigault will recall to those who knew her,
whether in Women's Liberation or the student
movement, something of the generosity and
enthusiasm which she brought to everything
she did, and the way in which her own
socialism was inspired by profound identifica-
tion with the Communards of 1871.

Raphael Samuels
Gareth Stedman-Jones

WEre

The Idea of the Revolution was born to a new
life, in the Latin Quarter, through the rehabili-
tation and exaltation of the Paris Commune of
1793 and through the cult of revolutionary
figures like Hebert, Clootz, Chaumette, Marat,
Saint-Just, etc., whom respectable historians
had castigated as inhuman and blood-thirsty
terrorists. One example may be seen in Les
Hebertistes, a pamphlet of 1864. |ts subtitle
was " Appeal against a calumny of history’”* and
its aim the rehabilitation of the “Damnes de
I'histoire”, the revolutionaries of 1793. The
actual pamphlet appeared in August but
passages of it had already been published in a
student newspaper: Les Ecoles de France. Its
author, Gustave Tridon (also known as Raoul
Morel), a young Blanquist of 24, had previously
collaborated in a number of student newspapers
which had been attacked and suppressed by the
authorities. He was at the time on the staff of
Candide, a Blanquist newspaper which was in
the process of being sued, and in May 1862 had
been sentenced to three months' ‘mprisonment
and a fine of 200fr. for "outrage to public and
religious morality”. One of the dreams of the
militant students was to recreate Hebert's
famous newspaper Le Pere Duchesne, and this
dream actually came to a short-lived realisation
after the fall of the Empire with the publication

student and poet, Vermersch. Its first number
was dated Floreal 79 and it ended with the
crushing of the Commune.

A leading propagandist for Hebert's cult was
Raoul Rigault, the most flamboyant student
leader of the Quartier Latin, He knew whole
passages of the Pere Duchesne by heart and
would declaim them in cafes. He would spend
hours at the Bibliotheque Nationale, usually
sitting on one of the first benches on the left
reading memoirs, newspapers, and public
records of the 1790s; a passion for
revolutionary research which he shared with a
number of other enthusiasts. For Rigault,
identification with Hebert and with the spirit
of the Revolution went very far: Hebert was
“substitut du procureur” of the 1793 Commune
and Rigault prophesied everywhere that he
would occupy the same post in the next
Commune; he addressed everyone he met as
“citoyen”, and to those whom he did not know
would use such forms as '‘citoyen proletaire’,
“ecitoyenne prostituee”, etc.; he had expunged
the word “saint’’ frem hisvocabulary, even =
from familiar place-names which became
“Boulevard Michel”, “la rue Jacques”, “la
place Sulpice”, "Le Chateau Cloud”, etc.; he
signed his letters with the traditional
revolutionary greeting ""Salut et Fraternite”,
or “Salut et Egalite”. To the “Marseillaise”,
which he found too patriotic and too bourgeois,
he preferred the “Ca ira"”, and often, on his way
back from a dance-hall, he would dance the
“Carmagnole” in the streets in front of Marshal
Ney's statue. He even created a new choreo-
graphy on revolutionary themes representing
either “‘the Sectarian” (the “pas du cavalier
seul") or the “Great Joy of the Pere Duchesne
in front of the guillotine’* or his "'Great Anger”’,
or the “People’s Justice”. One day he was said
to have come into a brasserie, very cheerful,
and to have announced a big discovery: he had
contrived a plan for a new scientific version of
the guillotine operated by an electric battery
and which could do away with “five hundred
reactionaries per minute."”

Here is a description of the way in which
Rigault debated questions of revolutionary
tactics with Longuet {Marx's future son-in-law),
when they met at the "Pere Glasser", a brasserie
on the rue Bergere which was a favourite
meeting place for revolutionaries.of the Quartier
Latin:

Longuet: | am telling you that the "“Girondins"™
were the first republicans and the great
innovators of the Revolution: they were
atheist with Guadet, socialist with Brissot,
political with Vergniaud, they had the honour
of declaring war on Europe, and of launching
into the world the sun of the Revalutionary
Idea!
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provincial bourgeois, reactionaries, and are
good for the guillotine. It was the
revolutionary Commune which ensured the
triumph of the Republic!

Longuet: Go to school, my dear, and read
Proudhon!

Rigault: Proudhon is a bourgeois whom | would

be pleased to have executed alongside all the

federalists like you

Longuet: You are mad and will never execute
anyone, for you will be sent to a lunatic
asylum.

Rigault: | shall be delegate to the general
security and "procureur-syndic” of the Paris
Commune.

And so he was...

The interpretation ot the French Revolution in
general and of the 1793 Commune in particular
was a vital issue for the student revolutionaries;
in long heated arguments they fought the old
battles again, each arguing for the correctness of
his particular hero’s position:

“One would feel alive in himself the soul of
the Great Vergniaud, another one would
uphold the tradition of Hebert and a third
one would aspire at starting Fouquier-
Tinville all over again.”

A further illustration of this can be given by the
example of a law student who, asked about his
political opinions by a non-initiated solicitor,
replied:

— | am a ""Pachist’’, Sir.

— | beg your pardon?

— A "Pachist”. Don’t you know Pache, Sir?

— Hardly, Sir, as a matter of fact...

— But the Mayor of Paris! Haven't you read...

and what he meant of course was the Mayor of
Paris in 1793...

More than a revival, this had become a direct
projection into the present, and for many, a
fully-lived anticipation of the Paris Commune
of 1871.

In June 1868, the ban on public meetings
was lifted and the Idea of the Commune left the
confines of Latin Quarter cafesand brasseries
to be spread at crowded meetings all over Paris.
The agendas of these megtings ranged from
subjects such as "On Social Education”, “On
the Emancipation of Labour and Labourers™,
“0n the Equality of Social Conditions”, 1o the
defence of “Free Cohabitation” and attacks on
religious education. Debates on the Commune
were prominent among them. On December
23rd 1869, 2 meeting took place at the "Salle
des Martyrs’™', 4 bd Clichy, at 8 p.m., on “The
Organisation of the Social Commune”, and on
January 22nd 1870, Salle du concert du Chalet
des Postes, 54 rue Lhomond, a meeting was
announced on "“The Social Commune, ways and
means of achievement”. And from December
1869 onward, the idea of the Commune was
fully and regularly debated in the columns of
the Marseillaise.

In the winter of 1870-71, after the downfall
of the Empire, when Paris was besieged by
Prussian forces, and when revolutionaries were
gathering strength, the question of the
Commune was transformed from a memory of
aiizut grandeurs into an immediate political
issiie. Every night the Red Clubs held their
meetings, in dance-halls and theatres, on
university premises, on the street corners of the
quartiers, and every night more and more of
them ended with the audience taking up the
insurrectionary cry, “Vive La Commune!"’ First
dreamt of in the dark ness of student garrets and
of prison cells, fostered by tiny groupuscules
of dedicated revolutionaries, it had finally
groped its way to the surface, In the spring of
1871 a Commune was declared once again, and
on the proletarian heights of Menilmontant and
Belleville it was to find a theatre of action more
heroic than the most romantic of the
revolutionaries had been able to imagine, more
bloody in the vengeance it called down on the
working men of Paris than the June days of

1848, and more profound in its repercussions
than the revolutionary Commune of 1793,
Arielle Aberson

lucid exp

NLB announce their first two titles, available from all good bookshops:

Lenin by George Lukacs — The first of the young Lukacs's political

writings to appear in English. this book is a concise and

ysition of Lenin's thought, and reflects the impact of his ideas
and personality on a philosopher and revolutionary. 30s

Europe versus America? by Ernest Mandel — An analysis of the economic
pattles bewween the giants of capitalism, and their world wide economic
and political repercussions. British entry to the Common Market is
examined as part of the struggle between competing capitalist systems, 35s
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