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Harold Wilson's sacking of Eric Heffer from his ministerial
post last Wednesday because he spoke in Parliament against
Common Market entry must be the signal for a campaizn to
remove Wilson as Labour leader, Hefger*s statement, inade-
quate and limited though it was, was a straightforward
defence of Labour Party policy which Wilson has thrown
contemptuously overboard in his rush to defend British
capitalism through entering the EEC — the means by which
the European employers are attempting to regroup their

forces.,

Haffer correctly took a stand
against Wilson, on an issue which
iz vital for the working class, and
showed he was prepared to lose his
job on the issue. Yet this correct
position immediately raises impor-
tant questions.

Where were the other 36 ministers
who voted against Common Mar-
ket entry, yet hung back in shame-
ful zilence in the debate cowed by
Wilson's threat to sack any Minister
who opposec his pro-Market line?
Was it more important to them to
keep their minsterial pay cheques
and personal position than Lo de-
fend the decizions of the Labour
Party and of the majority of the
trade union movement?

The opportunism of this group is
characterised by Wedgewood Benn's
statement after the event. 1
greatly regret the dismissal of Eric
Heffer,” e said, knowing full well
that he himself had no intention of
fizhting Wilson or nsking his job.

LIMP

Yet this kind of submission to
Wilson's threats is also shown in
Heffer’s own position in refusing
to fight his dismissal. Wilsan,
within one hour of the Commons
vote, had published a blunt letter
which did not even take the nor-
mal steps of inviting Heffer’s resig-
nation, but which merely told him
that “I am therefore informing
the Queen thal vou have ceased Lo
be a Minister, and I shall recommend
a new appointment in due course,”™
Yet Heffer having made his stand,
now tamely accepts Wilson's right
to purge luim from the government,
gtating that he feels **no bitterness™
and concluding Hmply "1 expected
the Prime Minister to sack me.”

At the same time he urged some
Tribune group MPs not to act in
hiz defence.

This kind of capitulation sees
the Common Market question
simply as one of individuals, where-
as what iz involved is the defence
of the working clazs. More and

Heffer

more the class lines are drawn on
the EEC. With the exception of
the few ultra-nationalists the
whaole of the bourgeoisie has now
swung in support of entry — as is
shown by the tiny handful of
Tory MPs who eventually voted
against. Oul of 170 votes against
entry, 145 were Labour MPs,
while Wilson is forced to depend
on the willing support of the
Tory Party in order to win a
majority in Parliament.

For the British capitalist class
Common Market entry is vital,
As the world recession continues
to gather momentum, with pro-
duction and sales falling in the
major capitalist countries, com-
petition becomes more intense
and the threat of protectionist
barrers between the major trade
blocs — Europe, the UUSA and
Japan, grows stronger. British
capitalism caught outside Europe
under these conditions would be
immediately racked by enormous
econamic and political orisis,
opening the possibility of the
suceessiul struggle for power by

EEC IS CLASS ISSUE

LABOUR MUST
oAGN WILSTN

the working class.

This is precisaly why the Tory
press is now attempting to whip
up a witch-hunl sgainst the ant-
marketeers, branding them all as
“Marxists” and extremists. Tory
foreign affairs spokesman Elden
Gaifiths, for example, zaid on
Saturday that “Behind the hubbub
over the sacking of Eric Heffer,
the stark chowce now confronting

the Labour Party lics between
the EEC and Communizm,” At
the same time William Whitelaw,
the Tory Party's deputy leader,
was stating that the anli-markeleers
were people “who want to see a
completely socialist Britain®.

These statements, aimed at win
ning votes by inducing an anti-
communist frenzy in the middle
class, nevertheless show the deci-
sive nature of the Common Market
as a capitalist alliance against the
worging class. Within the econo-
mic and political structure of the
EEC iz the stratepic line of defence
of the British ruling class. It
would opan for them the possibi-
lity of intemnational “rationalisation™
of industry — closing down “uncec-
nomic™ plant with strong trade
union organisation in order to
move to impoverished areas in
Euroge, and attempting to com-
bine forees with European capital
through militarys alliances aimed
at pieserving the “stability” of
capitalismn against revolutionary
upheavals by the working class,

It is no accident therefore that

Wilson, who has alwavs slavishly
defended the ‘rights’ and interests
of emploving class should find
himself united on the Common
Market question with nearly the
whole of the Toryv Party. For
Wilson however it is only a parl

of an overall plan to preserve
British capitalism, which inclides
also the massive injections of state
finance to underpin private industry
incoporated in Benn's Industry
Bill, topether with attempts to use
an alliance with the trade union
burcaucracy in order to impose the
wage-cutting proposals of the
social contract.

OPPOSITION

et at every point Wilson conironts
the determination of the working
class to resist attacks on its living
standards and to fight his open
alliance with the Tories and the
employers. This class opposition
to Wilson in the trade wiions and
in the ranks of the Labour Party
poses the Tribuneite left and
Heffer with the question of ques-
tions. Are they prepared to put
down a motion of no confidence
in Wilson in the Parliamentary
Lahour Party, as an opening shot
in a struggle to remove his as
Party leader? Orare they fguimg
once again to collapse in front of
the fght wing without a {ight as
hag happended over the Shrewshury
Two, and Jenking’ so-called **Pre-
vention of Terrorism™ Act?

On the Market issue there 15 already
a small PLP majority against Mar-
ket entry. The Labour Party con-
ference has voted solidly against
entry, and has never changed that
position. The majority of the trade
union movement also iz firmly
apposed to the Common Market.
Heffer himself said in the Parliamen-
tary speech for which he was sacked.
*“There has in my opinion been no
fundamental renegotiation. I do not
accept that the terms of the (Labour
Party) manifesto have been achieved,
The treatics have not been amended.
Then surely, if Labour Party confe-
rence decisions are not to be made
a mockery by the Wilsen-JTenkins
cligue, Heffer is eblived to campaign
throughout the Party and the trade
union movement for Wilson's re-
moval.

The Warkers Socialist League is
clearly against Common Market
entry on any terms, and therefore
opposed Lo the fraudulent notion
of “renegotiation”” which was in-

CONTINUED ON BACK FAGE

FORTNIGHTLY PAPER OF THE
WORKERS SOCIALIST LEAGUE

‘Khmer

Victory

As we go to print, the armed
workers and peasants have
enter=d the outskirts of Phnom
Penh and taken over the
Pochentong airport and surr-
ounding villages,

The US amkbaszadors and hiz
stooges just pulled outin time
[picture p2L but they have made
sure they maintained a supply of
food and ammunition parachuted
in to the puppel army of the [ugit-
ive President, Lon Nol. Thiz exposes
nakedly the hypocrisy of the talk
about “refugees”. The whole effort
of US imperialism is to keep up
the fighting, spill the maximum
amount of Cambodian blood, and
gttempt in thiz way to ensure that
Phnom Penh iz reduced to rubhle
by the time it is taken by the
Khmer Rouge.

Exactly the same tactics apply to
the suisdal “defence® of Saizon by
Thicw's forces against the NLE.
Impenalism 13 attempting to save
face, and will continue with the
glaughtfer inaorder to do =50,

But nothing can obscure this
victory by the Hberation forces as
a beacon to the impoverished and
starving masscs throughoutl Asig and
the rest of the world. It iz 4 major
blow against world imperialism.
Already the governments of Thai-
land and Malaysia, themselves con-
{ronted by the outbresk of guerilla
warfare, say they will recognize
whatever government is in power in
Cambodia.

RECOGNITION

All the speculation about a “com-
promise” government in Phnom Pant
has been shattered by Prince Sih-
anouk's declaration thal the Khmer
Eouge will be the government and
that he was retiring from politics,

This great impetus to strugeles in
Asia shows that imperialism is not
invineible, and that the CIA and
other imperialist agencies can be
swept aside by the strength of the
armad workers and peasants revol-
ution, The only batrier is the
Iefgrnust and Stahnist leaderships
which se¢ only the “strength™ of
imnperalism and seek simply
“peaceful coexiztence™,

Thesze victories are therefore a
blow to the Moscow and Peking
bureaucracies, since the.political
movement of the masses spelis the
end of their uneasy balance between
imperialism and the nationalized
propert relations of these deformed
workers states,

The WSL salutes the proud ach-
ievement of the Cambodian and
Vietnamese liberation forces. We
further demand that the Labour
government, which owes its
position to the orgamsed workers
movement, immediately withdraw
recognition from the US puppet
administrations in Phnom Penh
and Saigpon, and instead give rec-
ognition to the Khmer Houge,
and the NLF Provisional Revol-
utionary (sovernment in

Vietnam.
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INTERNATIONAL NEWS
INDOGHINA

US BALES OUT

For the workers and
peasants of Indochina the end
is now in sight to almost
seventy years of strugzle
against imperialist occupation
and war.

Since 1961 they have faced
the high explosive and napalm
voted by US congressmen  and
senators who — to a man — have
been prepared to support any
extreme of barbarism, provided it
seemed to have a chance of success.
Now, with the abandonment of
Phnom Penh and the encirclement
of Saigon, the spokesmen of
capitalism from Los Angeles to
Fleet Street grope around for
‘angles’ to disguise the fact thal
it 5 the defcst of imperialism -
and only that — which can hring
peace to Vietnam and Cambaodia.

First it was the plight of the
refugzees — until it became clear
that the refugees were simply
fleeing  from the battle zones, and
that -many of them, including a
number of South Vietnamess offic-
ers, were choosing o head for the
liherated areas.

Then came the harvest of “war
orphans’, with the Daily Maill
scouring the hospitels of Saigon to
fly a plancload of sick and wounded
children to Heathrow. But that
campaign fell through when the
Thieu regime - seriously concernsd
at the atmosphere of panic undeg-
mining their limsy air of “calm™ in
Saigon - put a stop to the export of
orphans.

“ATROCITIES"

Then the journalists switched to
warrying about the [aiec of the
16,000 illegitimate children of US
servicemen in South Vietnam. Star-
ved of even the semblance of gen-
uine ‘atrocitiss’ the journalists arc
obliged to invent the prospect that
the liberation forces will bayonet
babies - because they happen to he
the children of a demoralised im-
perialist army!

What all these half-baked horor
gtories are intended to dispuise is

the fact that the revolutionary
advence of the Khmer Rouge in
Cambodiz and the NLF in South
Vietnam is 2 massive blow against
the whole of imperialism, not jusl
the USA. So low is morale among
Washangton's parasites in Saigon
that the government has put an
official stop to all exit visas - for
Sourth Vietnamese citizens - though
they are readily available on the
black market for those with over a
thousand dollars available.

The rout of the South Vietnam-
ese army - despite massive supplies
of the most modern US equipment
and ammmunition - is the result of
demaoralisation and indifference to
the fate of Thieu,

Thieu himself is only the latest
it a long line of agepts for a series of
imperialists, starting with the Frenck
occupation of Saigon in the 1550'%.

STALINISM

Japanese imperialism occupied
Indochina during the Second World
War. The fact that French imper-
jalism was allowed to return is the
responsibility of Stalinism, which
put down the Trotskyistled waork-
ers’ milities in South Vietnam after
the Japanese surrender in 1945, and
permitted the murder of Ta Thu
Thao and other Trotskwvist leaders.
The last thirty wvears of war in
Vietnam started when the French
broke their 1946 agreement with
the Vietminh and invaded MNogth
Vietnam.

Yet when the French were rout-
ed in 1954 at Dien Bien Phu, the
Vietminh, under pressure from
Mascow and Peking, agreed to ihe
partition of Vietnam on condition
elections were held. They never
were, and from that time on South
Victnam has been a puppet state of
US imperialism pure and simple.

The bravery, tactical daring and
determination of the liberation
forces now therefore promise a
victory which Stalinist diplomacy
has served only to delay. Moscow's
cynical refusal to give any elfeclive
support was underlined by the fact
that they withdrew diplomatic
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Mr John Gunther Ijlfﬁn, ' 5 Ambassador in Cambadia,
with stary end stripes stuffed hasrily in a polythene bag,
arrives in Thailand after @ helicopier escape from Phnom

tecogmition from Lon Nol in
Cambodia only days before he fled
abroad, to be followed within 1en
days by helicopterloads of TS
diplomats and their hangers-on.

And, even with victary within
their grasp as they control almost
three quarters of South Vietnam,
the Provisional Revolutiomary Gov-
ernment continues to negotiate for
a compromise, making the remaoval
of Thieu the onlv condition of a
new ¢oglition in Saigon.

But a fozce thrusting forward
behind their attempts to limit the
war of Iiberation to ‘democratic’
objectives is the fact that many of
the ftowns that have fallen during
the past-month have succumbed fo
papular insurrections as much as the
forces of the WLF. The tasks of the
social revolution - in particular the
guarantecing of the land to the pess-
gnts and the exproprnation of the
bourgeoisie (almost to a man mort-
gaged to imperialism) - tread hard
on the heels of the military advance.

It was Trotskvists who led the
struggle against the French and Jap-
anese in South Vietnam during the

19307 and the Second Waorld War.
Only the collaboration of Ho Chi
Minh with French impenulism after
the war allowed the decimation of
the Trotskyvist leadership. Decades
of mmperialist treachery and appress-
ion have forced the Hanei leadership
to carry the military struggle near
to a conclusion.

INSEPARABLE

Trotskyifts today share the
rejoicing of all class-conscious wor-
kers and socialists throughout the
world at the blows struck at imper-
1ahsm in Indochine-in" this Spring
of 1975, We reject with contempt
the slanders thrown by bourgeois
journalists against the liberation fro-
ces. But at the same time we wam
that Vietnam cannot escape the law
of permanent revalution: the strog-
gle for lasting national indspandence
i5 inseparable both from the tasks
of the social revolution and from
the struggle Jor a Jdemocratic wol-
kers’ state free of the political
monopoly of Stalinism.

ITth April, 1975

J3A:

ECHOES

The harsh words and re-
criminations which thickened
the air of Washington last week
were only the echo of the
resounding defeats inflicted on
imperialism by the liberation

forces of Indochina .

As South Vietnamese President
Thieu insured his ‘last stand’” by
attempting to fly £40 million worth
of gold out of Saigon, US capitalisl
politicians linked up to pass the
buck of the Cambodia and Vietnam
dehacle.

Leading Democratic presidential
Senator Henry Jackson led off, He
revealed that the puppet regime in
South Vietnam was persuaded to
accept the 1973 Pars ‘ceasefire’
agreement only on the basis of
secret promises by Nixon and Kiss-
imger to guarantes’ the military
position. Jeckson made these revel-
ations to further his own political
carcer - attempting to both have
his cake and eat il. On the one
hand he tries to dizassociate himself
from the war policies of Nixon,
Ford and Kissinger; while on the
other he tries to blame them for
letting Indonesia ‘go Communist’.

DOUBLE TALK

Double-talk 13 umversal on
Capitol Hill. When Ford pleaded
with Congress for an additional
#722 million dollars to ensure the
cvacuation of Saigon and the surr-
punding area; he spoke purely for
the record. His officials claimed
that 1% million South Vietnamese
fear punishment at the hands of the
MLE, but even [Ford’s most ambit-
ious plans to intervene and create
a military cormidor to the sea would
only allow him to evacuate about
100,000,

Ford and his ‘opponents’-.in
Congress and Sendte are united in
oue thing - their fear and hatred
of the lberation forces. But, as
they attempt to blame cach othes
for the disaster, the very basis of
US imperialism’s foreign policy falls
apart i their hands. How many
puppet regimes around the world
rest on ‘private’ promises of US
military support? Every one of
these will feel their position that
much shakier as the NLF moves
towiards Seigon.

PORTUG

‘Sentence first - verdict
afterwards!” was the order of
the day from Portugal’s milit-
ary regime as the run-up to the
elections entered its final
phase. The sentence was pro-
nourickd by Admiral Rosa
Coutinho, leading member of
the Armed Forces Movement’s
‘Supreme Revolutionary Coun-
cil’, on April 11th, as the main
political padies signed a *pact’
giving the AFM overall politic-
al power for five vears.

Coutinhe - ludicrously  nick-
named ‘The Red Admaral’, and
until recently High Commissioner
of Angola - has been since January
one of the most open propagandists
of a ‘continuing pelilical role’ for
the officers even after the elections,
scheduled for April 25th, to the
Constituent Assembley, -

The ‘pact’ of Aprl 11th - which
the Portuguese Commumst Party
was the first to agree to - spelled
out exactly where the ‘parliament-
ﬂ road to socialism” leads: to the

e of the bourgeoisie, The agree-
ment gives the AFM power of veto
over all important pelitical decisions
including the choice of presidential
candidates,

The irony iz that the ‘pact’ has
been signed by the Stalinists and
refarmists as a condition of elect-
jons to a Constituent Assembly |

1:€

The Assembly , thersfore, .whose
thearstical task is lo decide a con-
stitution for a parliamentary system,
was placed in a straightjacket while
it was still in the womb. It can
have no other purpose than to
rubber stamp a constitution whose
eszential features are already laid
dowrn,

This constitution, moreover, not
only reduces any eventual parliament
to a maked talking shop, but makes
it one in which the nufhm:}r junta
- which has already banned two
left-wing parties and arrested their
leading members - will reserve the
power to dictate what may and
may not be said.

TEST

There can be po clearer testing
ground for the policies of the Bur-
opean Communist Parties than
Portugal, At each turn in the situ-
ation Stalinist leader Cunhal’s pol-
icies declare themselves impotent to
defend the working class, and
reactionary.

Yet not even the most swift
and cringing obedience to the
military government will necessarily
secure the place of the Stalinist
chiefs in the regime. On the same
day that Cunhal was busy signing
away the soversignty of any future
parliament, Minister of Information
Captain Jorge Jesuino declared that

PS IGN S -
‘PACT?’

o

Admiral Coutinho (left), embraces Brigadier Carvalhd,

the AFM thought ‘“in retrospect,
maybe it was an error Lo allow Lthe

formation of political parties
Portugal’,

Though L2 had kinder words
for the Communist Party, whi
was “effective, and was devaouing
itself to the tasks falling to it
Jesuino went on to say that the
*partisan gquarrels’ of the political
parties woere ‘shocking’, and that
“We like to . cel we are mppmt&d by
the whole f:-ﬂpular.on axcept by a
few elements on the far left, which
are especially agressife lowards the
AFM. Sometimes we feel it would
be very desirable to have g political
party of the AFM'

Behind the remnants of parlia-
mentary  ‘demoeracy’,  therclore,
stands the scarcely-veiled threat of
a one-party state. There are not
many steps between popular front-
sm and a ‘radical’ Portugucse
vergion of Franco's Falange. And
for such threats the policies of the
Stalinists - who have unscrupulously
backed the military in banning

in

Maoist organisations - bear the main
responsibility

There iz, in effect, a division of
labour 1 disarming the working
clasz after the rout of Spinola’s
attempted coup of March 1lth.
While the Stalinists and reformists
busily direct political energy nnd
attention away from the workers
and soldiers’ committeez and the
real power which thev possess, and
towards hope in the parliamentary
alections, the officers sumiultameons-
v emasculate the parliament before
it has even been plunnl.d never mind
elected.

The line of the Portuguese CP
- who put socialists hehind bars
while leaving Portugal in NATO,
and the standing army ready and
reorganised to intervenc agaimnst (he
waorkers” movement - fully accords
with the counter-revolutionary
interpaticnal policies of the bureau-
cracy 1m the Soviet Union. These
were spelled aut in an “off the
record” interview by a high Sowviet
official with the FParis paper ‘Le
Monde' on Aprl Sth: The Kremlin

15 advising Cunhal not to form a
Commumist Parly government unless
he pets at least 73 of the votes,

What they see at stake in Lis-
bon *is nothing less than the equil-
ibrivm of Burope established at the
end of the Second World War'. If
this were upset it would bring the
bureancracy ‘serious complications’,
Thus Cunhal 15 being asked to stay
cloze to the army and build up his
party machine. :

There can be no doibt that for
the Kremilin - and their apprentices
in the leaderstup of the Portuguese
CP - the fate of the Porluguese rev-
alution is.one diplomatic bargaining
counter among several. The workers’
gnd soldiers of Lisbhon sense fhis,
and are opposed o it. Nor are thay
willing -to put all their trust in the
glections and the AFM, and relin-
quish their own organiszlions.

But the gains they have made
can only be protected, and the
shreat of fascist-military dictator-
s,‘mp ended for good, through a pol-
icy to unite the organs of wurLEfs
roOWer naﬁn-l:al]v into 3 mnation
soviet and make thizs - not par“.t-
ment - the basis of a workers
government. The case for this he-
comes clearer every day, s the
military regime demonstrates it can-
nat provide even the appesarance
of parliameniary democracy.

And a minimum condition of
any struggle for socialism in Port-
ugal iz freedom for all working class
political tendencics, including the
two Maoist groups - the MRFPP and
tha AOC - which have been hanned.
For this reason the WSL calls on all
bodies fo the British labour and
rade union movement Lo prolest Lo
the Portuguese gpovernment against
the: political bans.
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Workers throughout the
world will rejoice at the up-
lamented deathof Chiang kai-
shek, the dictator of Taiwzn
and ex-leader of the Kuoming-
tang, the Chinese Nationalist
Partv. His 87 years were mark-
ed by murderous anti-commun
ism, the slaughter of Chinese
workers and peasants, arrog-
ance and hypocrisy and com-

plete subsérvience to capitalism.

He took over control of the
Kuomingtang (KEMT) on the death
of its founder Sun Yat Senin 1925,
His role in the Chinese history of
the following vears was possible only
because he had Stalin’s support,
while United Front policies were
being ferced onto the infant Chin-
ese Commumnist Party. The CCP was
merged with the KMT to such an
extent that there was no difference
in programme or educational activ-
ities between them. When leading
members of the CCP opposed this
liquidationism they were attacked
as being a 'leftist opposition to the
Comintern line’

When erormous”  strikes  and
reasant movements took place it
was against the wishes of the CCP
who did all they could to hold back
such movements for danger of up-
setting their KEMT associates, The
great Canton strike of June 1926
was ignoared by the CCP and allowed
to be choked by the KMT.

Moscow then also poovided arms
for Chiang’s Expedition into North
China. They also agreed to main-
tain the KMT as the Chinese seclion
of the Comintern and Chiang as a
member of honour of the Presidium.
(the only vote against his gdmission
in January had heen Trotsky's).

These oppoftunist manceuvres
not only politically disarmed the
{CP but alse encouraged Chiang in
his resclve to wipe out the CCP and
set up his own dictatorship in China.
It put him in the position to be
ahle to launch the bloody attack
on the workers in Shanghai on 12th
April 1927 after they had liberated
it from the imperialists,

In 1945 most observers still
thought that the KMT could re-
establish their rule in China, The
EMT stil had over 2.5 million
regular troops in 1945 whereas there
were less than 1 million frontline
Communist troops. Furthermore the
KMT had a monopoly of air and
naval forces. The victory of the
Communists in China, against these
overwhelming odds, has of coumse
been of incelculable assistance to
the peasants and workers in Vietnam
and Cambodia today.

This bears out Troteky’s under-
standing that with regard to count-
ries with a belated bourgeois dev-
clopment, cspecially the colomal
and semi-colonial countries, the
theary of the permanent revolution
signifies that the complete and gen-
uine solution of their tasks of
achieving democracy and nationd
emancipation is concievable only
through the dictatorship of the
proletariat as the leader of the
subjugated nation. [The Permanent
Revolurion]

By the middle of 1949 Chiang
began to make his plans to prepare
against being unceremoniously boot-
ed out of China.

He moved £120 million in gold
to Thiwan. He imposed his dictator-
ship on the Taiwanese, where there
are no Trade Unions, and no real
opposition parties. There are about
2 million KMT supporters as against
13 million native Taiwanese. He also
proved he has not changed by mow-
mg down students, professors and
workers who protested in Taipei.

Chiang was only able to main-
tain his spparate kingdom with Am-
erican aid. Since 1950 the US has
provided £1,167 million in military
aid. President Ford said on hearing
of Chiang’s death:*President Chiang
was 2 man of {irm integrity, high
courage and deep political convict-
ion.” Need we say more?

(HIANG TROOPS

OUT

Socialist Press has received the
following letter from the Troops
Oul Movemenl which we print
helow in full.

Dear comrade,

The Treops Out Movement has

noted the article in “Socialist

Press™ of February 6th 19735,

entitled “A New Phase in the Irish

Struggle™ in which you state, in

relation to the Troops Out

Movement:

“We do not necessarily reject
work in mass protest move-
ments but we would do such
work only under conditions
= where we could freely criticize
the other tendencies involved.”
We would like to assure vou that
participation in the TOM or in
specific activities initiated by TOM
such as ‘Ad Hoc Committees,
demonstrations etc. binds organi-
gations involved only to support for
the actions and slogans which have
been mutually agreed. (The two
demands of the Troops Out

Movement are; Self-determination

for the Irsh people as a whole and

Immediate withdrawal of all British

military forces from Ireland.)

Participation would not restrict the

right of your organisation to:

a. Publically criticise TOM, or any
organisation involved in TOM,
in your own press and your
own activitics.

b. Put forward vour own analysis
and interpretation of the Irish
situation and the tasks of the
British workers' movement
from TOM platforms, provided
that thiz was not intended to
harm unit in action within
TOM or in specific activities.

¢.. Carry your own banners and
glogans on TOM or Ad Hoc
committee demonstrations pro-
vided that these™  dd not
contradict the two demands of
TOM, or provide an excuse for
Police repression. (Om this
basizs vour slogan of dishand-
ment of the standing Army
would be totally acceptable,
although this is mnot put
forward by TOM -— ‘or, at
present, by cany . group/
organisation affiliated to it).

d. Seek to  persuade other
organisations and individuals in
TOM or Ad Hoc Committees
to  support your particular
slogans and/or analyses,

We hope that this clears up any
musenderstandings dabout the
democratic nights of organisations
which support TOM. We hope
your orcanisation will be ahle to
play a full and important part in
the building of TOM in the Labour
Movement. In particular we would
like to draw your attention to the
coming National Lahour Mavement
Delegate Conference on Ireland, in
London on Saturday May 24th,
organised by the Troops Out
“*ovement, The Conference will
bz open only to delegates from
Trades Councils, Trade TUnion
branches. and branches of the
Labour Party and LPYS. Already,
only a couple of weeks after the
announcement of the conference,
we have applications from 35 dele-
gates from Trades Councils and
many morée from Trades Union
branches.

We urge vour organisation to prass

for delegations to the conference,

wherever you have influence in the

Labour movement.

Fraternally,

Alan Havling, Press Officer.

WE REPLY :

The WSL considers that
to struggle for the defeat of
British Imperialism in Ireland
is an obligation on all those
fichting for socialism.

An essential part of this is to
campaign in the Brtish working
class for the immediate and un-
conditional withdrawal of Dritish
troops. The letter from the TOM

totally begs the guestion of how
this is to be achieved.

GUARANTEES

The four ‘guarantees’ offered
to us virtually define the TOM out
of existence. If we can publically
criticise the groups that constitute
TOM, put forward cur own analysis
of the Irish liberation struggle in
opposition to other members of
TOM, campaign openly for our
own positions and camry our own
hanners, where, then, 1is the
function of TOM? It is zignifi-
cant t'at the letter advances not
golitary reason  why the WSL
zshould merge itz efforts aimed at
the withdrawal of the troops with
an umbrella organisation which is
virtually withoul a political line
ol its own.

The vital question for the WSL
is what is the most effective

method of fighting for the with-

drawal of the troops and for the

victory of the Irish national
struggle? In our article of &th
February, in the paragraph

immediately above the one quoted
by the TOM letter we say qQuite

explicitly  that the reason for the §

fuilure of previous attempts at
solidarity movements on the Irish
guestion lay in the fact that:

“they were constituted on the

most  limited and opportunist
basis, and as soon as simple
rotest  proved neffeclive o
orce  change, the guestion of

political palicy and perspectives
arose and split the bogus “unity’
down the middle™

We see no evidence why TOM
should not develop in exactly the
ISBITC WAY.

SUPPORT

We should make it clear that
we will support all serious actions
initiated by tendencies in  the
working class movement on the
demands to withdraw the troops

and for self-determination for thefiFor this reason the WSL is now engaging in a process of internal discussion B

Irish people. Ouwr members in
trade umon branches, Trades
Councils and elsewhere have

consistently followed this policy.
We also sent a group to the last
demonstration (called by TOM) on
these demands.

We consider, however. that all
this leaves unanswered the most
mnportant guestion. The struggle
for the immediate withdrawal of
British troaps from Ireland has to
be carried into the working class
in Britain. This can only be donz
by a principled strogple for a
revolutionary party on the basis
of the programme and policies of
the Fourth International. This will
involve a struggle
opportunism  of the groups
constituting the TOM, not the
launching of a single issue
campaign designed to paper over
all principled differences in the
name of ‘solidarity’.

against the

PROTEST

We are very concemed that the
movement against British imperias-
lism should not be taken down the
blind alley of impotent protest,
or the dangerous self deception of
unclarified political difference. A
successful struggle against British
imperialism and its agencies will not
be undertaken by any “Society
for the Containment and Eventual
Destruction of British Imperialism™,
however benevalent its intentions.

Our sterting point is the neead
for an independent mebilisation of
the working class against the
bureaucracy, aiming at the
resolution of the crisis of leadership
A successful struggle for the policies
of TOM can only be undertaken
by those who fake up the fight
for leadership in the working class
againgt all who have conspired to
fasten on the British and Irish
workers the chaing of slavery,

jwithout compensation under workers control™,
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HAT IS THE
WORKERS SOCIALIST

LEAGUE?

The Workers Socialist League was formed on December 22nd |
1974 after over 200 members were expelled from the
Workers Revolutionary Party.

The reason for the expulsions was that Alan Thornett) Who was at
that time a Central Committee member of the WRP, set out to bring about
a discussion within that party on the wrong positions being teken by the
Healy lesaidership and the Workers Press.

The issues were first raised on the Central Committes, and that
commillee agreed to circulate a document written by comrade Thornett,
containing a statement of his differences, and to arrange a ‘full and freg’
discussion within the party prior to the st annual conference. That free
discussion mever look place. Anyone who in any way supported the
document was expelled, ;

Thiz eplit was a product of particular political condibions.: The

rapid development of the economic crisis and the forward mevément of
the working class all over the world, which has since escalated fo 4n even
more  rapid development, began to produce the conditions to buid
revolutionary parties.
Yet it was precisely in this period that the WRP began to decline
in all its arcas of work. [t was thiz decline more than any other factor
whiGh raised questions which led to an examination of the political
positions of the WRP leadership and to Alan Thornett’s documents.
As the split emerged, the sectarianism of the WRP, its departure from the
Transitional Programme, and the way its  maximum programme isolate:
the WRP from the working class hecame clear.

To understand the respohse to comrade Thornett’s document in the
WRP it it necessary to recognise the period we are now in.. The defepce B
of jobs through the fight for the sliding scale of hours wilhiout loss of pay;
the defence of living standards throuph the fight for the sliding scale of

wagfs related to rising prices: the challensing of the emplover and the
Wpreparation of the struggle for power by the fight fo open the hooks and

establish workers control in the fight for nationalisation udder workers
management; are now called for in this situation in the form of a programme
of transitional demands which will form a bridge between the present
consciousness and strugeles of the working class to the need to take power.
Yet the WERP right up to the opening of the discussion by comrade
Thornett had never seriously Tought for any of these demands.  Tnstead it
restricted itsell to the sterile maximum demand “naticnalise the economy

The impossibility of anv kind of oppesition within the WEF forced us to
found the Workers Socialist League as an independent organisation which will
maintain and fight to develep the traditions and * principlezs of
I'rotskyizm. We are continuing to maintain 2 critique of the WERP
leadership, but most important to us now age the new developments in
trade union work and new areas opened up by owr break frem WERP R
methods. We are now turning to recruil and train the new forces thrown
forward “into strugele in this periovd — not only trade unionists, bt aleog
ronal. workers, housewives, students and youth — in the fight to @
construct the new party.

We have shown already that we continue to fieht against el forms of
revisionism — whether the state capitalist theones of IS or the Pabloite
revisions of the IMG, and against Stalinism and reformism. Already it is
clear that our struggles for Trotskyism in Britain take place under conditions §

which must create similar splits and discussions throughout the” world. B

prior to a full founding conference, a vital part of which iz to hammer out and
adopt perspectives for the building of the Trotskyist Fourth International,
and the development of revolutionary parties based on the Trotskyist§
Programme in every country in the struggle 1o end capitalism.

We were able to sssemble the necessary political, editorial and material §
resources to begin regular nublication of Sociafisr Press just five weeks
after provisionally constituting the Workers Socialist League. Already the i
paper is winnming important new contacts and cstablishing a firm hase in the §
workers movement as the organizer of a Trotskyist party of considerable
political strength.

I would like more information about the
WORKERS SOCIALIST LEAGUE

COMPLETE THIS FORM AND SEND TO:
11, Lower Basildon, Near Reading,Berkshire,
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COMPLETE THIS FORM AND SEND TO-
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TRIOIS KON

Concluding article in our series reviewing:

e e e

The third volume of
Trotsky's works on Britain
covers the period when
Trotskyism developed as a dis-
tinct tendency in the working
class, and thus deals with the
basic principles of policy and
orientation of the founders of
our movement in this country.
Its careful study is an essential
task for those who seek fo
carry forward the struggle for
these principles today.

In the years between 1929 and
1940, to which most of the extracts
in this volume relate, the shadow of
world economic slump loomed large
over the working class movement.
The defeat of the 1926 General
Strike pushed back the working
clags for a generation. The smallest
effort in defence of jobs and cond-
itions had to be undertaken against
tremendous odds.

This was a situation of extreme
difficulty for those who fought for
the continuify of revolutionary
Marxizm against the betrayals of
the social democrats and Stalinists.
Trotsky himself, who led this strag-
gle, was subject io harassment by
the police forces of the entire
capitalist world, as well as to pursuil
end eventual murder at the hands
of Stalinist agents, Yet the contin-
uity was maintzined and the battles
of that period remain an e¢ssential
part of pur experience today.

There are many topics covered
in the third volumme which <an
only briefly be relerred to in this
review, In particufar, there are ox-
trects which deal with Trotsky's
personal fate, notably the refusal
to grant him asylum by the liars
and hypocrites of the 1929 Labour
Government. The volume contains
an entire section zbout the strusgle
against British imperialism in the
colonial world which cannot be
covered here. This is net to say of
course that many matters of im-
portance are not taken-up. Partic-
ularly recommended are the pieces
on Tndia, which develop the theory
of permanent revolution in relation
to the particular stage the national
liberation struggle had reached at
that time.

Maturally, Trotsky refers to the
main political and economic devel-
opments of the period. He refers in
particular to the policies of the
Labour and ex-Labour ministers wha
officiated over the capitalist slump.
They played a special role in pre-
paring the only solution to econom-

Members of the 1928 Labour Government
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ic crisis available within the system
- another world war, In later years
Trotsky grew much concerned with
the drive of capitalism to war, and
many of the particular political
strategies he put forward must be
seen in this light.

In a period where all around
could be sean ‘the hankruptcy of
the methods and lusions of parl-
iasmentarianism amidst the crumbl-
ing ruins of the capitalist system’,
Trotsky insisted on ‘the absolute
need for a new, truly revolutionary
party.’ The struggle of the first
British Trotzkyists to carry through
this perspective in the face of the
most apalling odds i at the centre
of the main section of articles and
extracts contained in this volume.

This is a story which is virtually
unknown to the present generation
in the Marxist movement. We have
already taken up, in our issue of
20th February, the willful misuse
of the history of our movement by
the leaders of the WRF in their
efforte at  retrospective  self-
justification. It iz only they whao
for many years have had the re-
gources to produce a history which
would make it possible to describe
the origins of our movement in the
slruggle againsl ultra-lefl sectanan-
ism, and to assess the many yedrs
spent inside the Labour party,

UNKNOWN

Few if any of the vounger
generation of the members of the
WEP konow why it is that the first
published studies of the early history
of our movement has been left to
the revisionizstz of the IS and the
IMG. It is because the leaders of the
WRP, for all their achievements,
fand these cannot be gaingayed)
have become incapable of any
objective assessment of their own
development. Their intolerance of
critivism, even of the distant past,
reflects a political method which
makes them incapable of building
the kind of leadership which they
onee 50 correctly defended.

There is an immediacy in much
of the material ahout the origing of
Trotskvism in this volume for those
of us who founded the WSL in the
course of 3 struggle against bureau-
cratic methods and sectarian politics.
We can understand very well Trot-
sky’s words to the first British Left
Oppositionists in 1931:

“The hureancratic hankrupts

believe that one can mechanic-

ally fasten our leadership on to

BRI

Leon Trotsky Collected Writings and Speeches an Britain

left to right: Jowell, Campbell-Stephen, Percy Williams, Francis Jahngon,

Frank Wise, and P. I, Dallan,

the working class: on the one
¢gide with the aid of cash and
repression, on the other side
with the help of abrupt leaps,
the blotting out of traces, with
lies and calumnies. But this is
totally untrue.’
Quite =0, comrade Trotsky! We can
also well understand the force of the
aggertion that:
‘A party which dissolves the
oppositional groups but lets the
ruling cligue do as it jolly well
pleases, 1= no revolutionary party
It will not be ahle to lead the
the proletariat to victory.’
Mor could we improve on Trotsky's
advice to thoss who in 1931 took
up these 1ssues for the first time in
Britain;
“The Brnlish Left Opposition
must begin svstemalic work. You
must establish our staff-centre
though a small ane. You must
build vour own publication, even
on a modest scale.....It is necess-
ary Lo have a steady, unintemmup-,
ted activity, to educate our
cadres, although in the first
stapes few. The fundamental
power of history is in our favour,
It was on the basis of these
principles that the Trotskyist move-
ment began its work in Britain.
When looking at how  Trotsky
develops these points, much of
whal he says alimost leaps from the
printed page by ils apparent immed-
iacy to problems that confront us
today. However, in studving these
works it s of considerable import-
anee to gssess [he statements made
in their proper context at a partic-
ular stage in the development of
the working class movement and
its revolutionary vanguard,

INTERNATIONAL

In 1933, with the coming to
power of Hitler in Germany and the
paralysis of ithe Communist Inter-
national in the face of this disaster,
Trotsky came to the conclusion
that the Stelinists had now defin-
itely gone over to the side of the
counter-revolution. He called for
the establishment of a new, Fourth,
International and for independent
work by those who agreed with
thiz perspective,

It was in this situation that
Trotsky advised the British Bolshevik
-Leminists to enter the Independent
Labour Parly. Thiz was at a time
when the criminazl ultra-leftism of
the Stalinists resulted in ‘the jnab-
ity of the Comintern to group

MNew Park Publications, 1974, £1.65 per volume

in three valumes,

Fenner Brockway, Elifak Sandham, David Kirkwood,

i

itself around revolutionary currents
within the proletariat’. Thizs had a
major effect on the ILP, the historic

olitical organisation of the Lahour

arty, which after its disaffiliation
in 1932 began to group around it
zections of workens who wanted fo
fight their bureaucratic leaders but
did not agree that they were ‘social

fascists”,

The growth of such centrist
formations as this was an important
intemnational phenomenon in a per-
iod when the Stalimizsts abandoned
a reformist
bureaucracy whose treacherous rale
mtensified by the hammer
blows of world cconomic crisis.

confrontation  with
WEE

Such groups oscillated wildly bet-

ween revolutionary perspectives on
the onc hand, end Stalinism o
reformism on the other. Howeves,
in the specific circumstances of the
time it was posiible to begin with
the strugele to develop the forces

who could hght on a consistent
revolutionary baszis. Thus Trotsky

wrote in 1933 that ‘the fate of our

Eritish section for the next couple

of years depends on a correct

attitude towards the [LP'

PRINCIPLES

In putting forward his perspect-
ives [or the ILP, Trotsky set out
his views on many matters regand-
ing the principles on which revol-
utionaries should operate in the

working class movement, Thus there

are important statements about the
theory of the general sirike and the
practice of the united front. He also
took up the nature of work within
the trade umions and the cenlral
importance of the International.

In the period of imperialism,
says Trotsky, ‘the most important
task of the revoluliomary party
kecame the liberation of the work-
ars from the reactionary influence
of the trade union hureancracy.’ In
order to do this, It is'not enough
to offer the masses a new address,
It i necessary to scek out the mass-
as where they are and lead them.’

It was in the application of
this fundamental principle that
Trotsky in 1933 sel out the basis
for Bolshevik-Leninist work within
the ILP:

‘A Marxist party should, of
course, strive o [ull independ-
¢gnce and to the highest homo-
geneity. But in the process of its
formation, a Marxist party often
has to act as a faction of a
centrist and even a reformist
party.’

Such work, however, had to be
undertaken in a particular way.
Thus Trotsky was bitterly critical
of those who ‘resolved to enter a
left-centrist party’, but did so
‘without a complete programmog
and without an organ of their own.’

VACILLATION

In his attacks on the indecision
and ultimate class treachery of the
leaders of the ILP, Trotsky emphas-
ised their inability to take up a
prncipled internationalist orientat-
ion. He was adamant that ‘Without
a Marxist International, national
organisations, even e most advanc
ad, are doomed o narrowness,
vacillation and Celplesspess’. This
was not a matter of abstract
principle but derived directly from
the real material problems posed in
this period of history.

t....today, under the conditions

of the imperialist epoch, after

the proletarian vanguard of all
countries in the world has passed
through many decades of colossal
and common experience, includ-
ing the experience of the collapse
of the two Internatiomals, it is
absolutely unthinkable to build
new Marxist parties, without dir-
ect contact with the self-same
work in other countries. And
this means building the Fourth

International.’

The centrist leaders of the ILP
tried 1o take account of such prob-
lems by setting up in 1932 an
organizsation under the title of the
International Labour Community,
later known as the ‘Inlernalional
Buregu for Revolutionary Socialist
Unity' or the ‘Seven Left Parties
Thiz bBody was made up of thost
glements of the European socialisi
movement whe, while opposed tc
Stalinism at least nominally, were
unprepared to take up the struggle
for a new international. Trotsky
fought with some success to win
same of the hest elements to the
banner of the Fourth International.
though the main sections went back
to the Stalinists or social democrats
or simply disappeared into the pol-
itical wilderness.

Trotsky continually warned that
the centrists of the ILP would
ultimately fail in their efforts to
act asz homest brokers between
Stalinism and social democracy.
Similar policies by their associates
in Spain, the POUM, had tragic
results when they proved unable to
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make the braak from the trap of the
popular front. Such a break would
have been an essential step in the
defence of the Spanish Revolution.

In their support for such polic-
ieg, the Maxton-Brockway leadership
of the ILP hear a heavy responsibil-
it¥, in granting them a certain
credibility. Some illustration of how
they eventually succumbed to Stal-
inist influence is provided by ther
ambiguous attitude to the Moscow
frame-up trials. It was not long
before these people found their
true home again in the arms of
Stalinism or social democracy.
{Incidently, it seems somewhat odd
that the publishers have chosen to
picture one of the main anti-heroes
of the volume, James Maxton, on
the cover, when he iz castimared
throughoul, most notably for ‘his
public solidarity with the slavehold-
gr Chamhberlain by speaking in
support of the 1938 Munich capit-
ulation to the German fascists.)

BREAK

Despite his complete break with
the centrists after 1935, Trotsky
did not underestimate the import-
ance of the experience of having
worked in their organisation. In
1934, he compared favourably the
successes inside the ILP of the
‘minority’ of the movement who
had decided to enter it, with the
harten ‘organisationsl autonomy” of
the majority who had stayed oulside

MNevertheless by the summer of
1936, Trotsky had become a strong
advocate of 4 rapid break with the
ILP and immediate entry into the
Labour party. He makes it clear the
basiz of his attitude in the import-
ant imterview with Collins puhlished
in this volume, taking into account
the specific internztional silvation
and the stage of development of the
movement in Britain.

Az a rtesult of experience- in
France and Relgium, Trotsky had
grown convinced of ‘the tremend-
ous possibilities that unfold them-
selves inside the mass reformist
organizations. Unless we accept that
peispective, we can play no sig-
nificant revolutionary role in the
history of Great Eritain.” It is clear
that he saw this development in the
light of the ‘increasing acuteness of
the international situation’, and that
he did not hesitate to advise that
‘Our first attacks must he directed
against the inconsistency of the cen-
trists’. He also discussed the poss-
ibility of making use of the glready
cstablished independent paper Red
fFlag and of negotiating with those
groups who considered themselves
to be his fallowers but were not
prepared to follow his advice,

ASSESSMENT

It can only be a matter for
regret that this proved to be the
last significant statement that Trot-
sky was able to make about the
development of the Fourth Inter-
national in Britain. In particular,
what we lack is any assessment of
the experience ofcentry work in the
Labour party in that period, when.
as the notes indicate, some people
disappeared altogether into the coils
of the Labour Party hureaucracy,
and others stuck by a sectarian
refusal to make the necessary turn.

Obviously, it is necessary now
to make this assessment ourselves
as part of an ongoing struggle for
the development of the Trotskyist
movement in Britain. In recommen-
ding these volumes once agsin io all
comrades as a necessary part of
taking up these questions, it is
necessary to repeat that we cannot
hape to understand them simply by
making a mechanical transference
of the events and problems they
cover to those rthat confront us
today, selecting quotations to justify
whatever course of action seems
most appropriate. What we faust try
L grasp is the essential method
behind the theoretical and political
struggles they reveal, and bring the
heritage they contain into the strug-
gle that lies before us for the
huilding of revolutionary leadership
in the working class and the estab-
lishment of sacialism.

BY JOHN DOCHERTY

The conference of the revi
sionist International Marxist
Group, held just over a fort-
night ago, could do nothing to
resolve the political crisis and
paralysis of the IMG or of the
Pabloite *‘United Secretariat of
the Fourth International’ of
which it is the British section,

The fundamental reazon for this
lies not in this or that political
position or difference within the
IMG orthe USFI, but in the fact
that Fabloism has abandoned the
struggle for the political indepen-
dence, the historical nacessity of
the struggle for Trotskyist parties,

Underlving all the differences bet-
ween tendencies — and causing
them to proliferate — is one com-
mon element: the revolutionary par
ty, its programme, tactics and orga-
nisation, are put forward just as one
factor among many, an element
helping the situation along, but not
as the indispensible means [or the
working class to make the socialist
revolution.,

It iz this, the political liquidation
of Trotskyism, which hes been the
essential charactenstic of Pabloism
ainee it crystalised.as a political ten-
dency within the Fourth Internatio-
nal hefare the split of 1952-3.

Pabloism

The position of Pablo’z suppor-
ters is crystallised in this passage by
Harry Frankel, & member of the
Minority of the American Socialist
Party that was sponsared by Pablo
in order to attempt to dafeat appo-
sition to his political line from the
majority of thal party’s leadership.
Writing in 1953, Frankel brings out
clearly the Pabloite submergence of
the fight for leadership and prin-
ciple into the abstract scheme of an
“objective process” which will sup-
posedly set all things to rights:

“Difficulties will not crush us.
We have confidence in our analysis
of our cpoch. That analysis and
the comfidence which [lows from it
are two fold: The revolution will
conguer, and rhe revolution will
right itself! (emphasis added) We

§ cannot know what the precise

forms and tempo of this progess
will be, and how its two [acels will
work out in relation to one another.
We do know the moving forces of
this twofold process. Knowing this
enables Marxdsts to live without
illusions, without whining, without
desparate hopes for “quick cha-
nges”,. 1Nl founded hopes and last-
ditch perspectives only saw the
seeds of distllusionment, despair

and desertion.

“We bage ourrelves upon the ob-
fective forces in rhe world, (emph.
added)and we feel sure that these
ohjective forces will in the long
run remedy subjective defects.””
[“The New World Reality and the
New Confusion™ by Harmry Frankel
" April 1953, [Iniernational Secreta-
rigt Document 1951-71954 [SWP)
Mol =30 5. BT

Opposed

The difference was cléarly expres-
sed by Morris Stein, writing for the
majoriiy within the Socialist Wor-
kers' Party on the eve of the SWP's'
split with the Pablo leadership in
the International Seeretadat, in No-
yember 1933, (The SWP is pre-
vented by reactionary US legislation
from being affiliated to any inter-
national organisation, but it was in
1953 in political sympathy with the
Fourth International, and is now a
sympathising organisation of the

USFI.) Stein attacked the Pablo-
ite resolution on *The Rise and
Decline of Stalinism” because it:
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. stands on its head the Trot-
skyist concept that the key to the
extension of the world revolution
is in the hands of the subjective
factar, i.e. the revolutionary party,
Instead of the revolutionary party
being the necessary element inm the
revolution, the ‘engulfing’ revolu
tion by it own inherent power re-
solves the subjective factor, This
formula tronsforms the traditional
workers' parties, the agencies of de-
feat in the past period, into agencies
of revolulion in this so-called new
epoch.’ (International Committee
documents 1951-1954, SWP, 1974,
p. TR

The wheel has now turned full
circle, and the SWP leadership, one
of the prime movers in the split
with Pablo in 1953, have returned
to an unprincipled (and uneasy)
bloc with Mandel's Pabloite ‘Inter-
national® since 1963,

Mot only that, but the pro-SWFP
faction within the IMG (Tendency
C) now Llakes the lead in subordi-
noting the political indépendence of
Trotskyism to  ‘single-issue’ cam-
paigns — abortion, women’s libe-
ration and the Troops Qut Move-
ment at the present time, Yet the
gituation in 1975 is in many res-
pects the oppoesite of that in the
early 1950%, when the retreats en-
forced on the working class in the
US and Europe made the isolation
of the Trotskvist organisations larg-
ely unavoidable, and facilitated the
crowth of Pabloism. But Stein’s
words remain essentially true. And
his standpoint — irrespective of this
or that manoeuvre or theory pro-
duced by the Pabloites from month
to month — remains the essential
basis for understanding the develop-
ment of the IMG and the USFI.

A

Mandel

Ernest

The conduct and outcome of the
IMG conference discussion demon-
strates this clearly, The organisa-
tion censists of a “bloc of tenden-
cies', held together by political am-
higuity. Three of the four tenden-
cies had their positions publizhed
in Hed Weekly before the confe-
rence; delegates were flooded with
a total of 37 pre-conference dis-
cussion bulleting (the volume of
paper, though large, was not a
record in the recent history of the
IMG!). :

Since three tendencies (A, B and
D) in one form or another suppor-
ted the Mandel majority within the
USFl against the SWP faction
some delegates were elected on the
basis of votes for fwe tendencies

Moreover, while the two largest
tendencies (Tendency B, led by
John Ross and Robert Pennington,
which gained an overall mgjority of
votes, and Tendency A, led by
Pat Jordan and Rohin Blackburn)
both claimed to be the true inte-
spreters of Mandel's perspectives for
Europe and Britain, Mandel himszelf

« MANDEL
" ABSTAINS

abdicated every responsibility of
international leadership by refusing
to intervene or take sides in the
political struggle between them,

He was unable to intervene be-
cause to have dome so could well
have produced a split in the IMG
and would certainly have ercded the
combination which supports him
against the SWP. Mandel has,
in fact, steed aside from the politi-
cal disputes in the IMG ever since
Ross's tendency took over the lea-
dership in the Spring.of 1972,

At the recent conference, there-
fore, the IMG and the USFI
leadership declared more clearly
than ever befors — both publicly
and to their own members —
their imahility to fight through
political differences and then act
unitedly on the basis of policies
understood and accepted by all
the cadre.

The publication of faction
positions in the IMG’s paper is the
public expression of the fact that
IMG members feel themselves to
be first and foremost supporters of
this ar that apinion or tendency,
and only secondarily members of a
angle organisalion. This is under-
lined by the fact that delegates’
support  for tendency positions
chifted scarcely at all in the
course of the conference discussion.
Thus, while some of the forms of
democratic centralism were pre-
served, its living content, the
active srruggle for conscions leader-
ship within the revolutionary
organisation and the  class, was
completely lacking. Democratic
centralism does ror mean “peaceful
coexistence™ of diverse eslements,
but rather provides the framework
for the strugele of opposed tenden-

cies to be carmied through within
the Party and thus srresgthen it
theoretically and  in its united
practice.

An example illustratez how the
IM('s politice — though painted
in broad strokes — are essentially
dependent on those of the reformist
and Stalinist bureaucracy. The
majority tendency (B} position
(*The Strategic Line of the MG,
Red Weekly, February 27th quotes
Trotsky's essential statement on the
united front of the working class
organisations: “The problem of the
united front . . . grows out of the
urgent need to sccure for the
working class the possibility of a
united front in the struggle against
capitalism.”

But there must be, savs the IMG
leadership, & concentration around
a few demands of the Transitional
Programme  (rather than the
Programme as a whole). So how
are the ‘few demands' to be iden-
tified? Mo prohlem for the IMG
leadership — ‘it iz clear what type
of united front action the IMG must

attempt to create, and with whom.’
The ‘decisive field of hattle’ turns
out to be ‘the defence of living
standards, organisations and social
conguests of the working class.

Well! We did not think that
these are a ‘few” issues. Certainly.
such a statement is of no help in
concentrating one’s political forces.
But it turms out there is another
criterion., The IMG must make a
‘systematic attempt to gain united
action with left social democtacy’,
and given ‘the weakness of revolu-
tionary Marxists in relation to the
prezent leaderships' it follows that
‘only united action around specific
questions on a partial and shorl-
term basis will be possible’. But,
‘specifically’, the statement men-
tions only the ‘Troops Out Mave-
ment’, the Working Women's
Charter, and the anti-anti-abortion
campaien.

Limits

Thiz iz the kev to why the MG
digsolves the fight for programme
inta ‘activity’ on a string of “issues’.
Behind the grandicse generalisations
on the need for umty, the working
class 13 made to gecep!, in practice
the lmits set by the ‘left’ burcau-
crats. Thizs iz the opposite of
what the Workers® Soclalist League
fights for: unity on policies which
both answer the immediate prob-
lems of large sections of the working
clagss and in so doing pose as
sharply as possible the need for an
alternative leadership to the reform-
ists — whether ‘left’ or right,

This is why — precisely
because the forges of Trotskysim
are small in relation to the hold
still exercised by the bureaucracy
— the WSL takes as its main duty
to pose clearly to the advanced
workers the need for revolutionary
leadership, not suberdinating this
to campaigne which are hedged
round by reformism from the word
'P_'{‘r"

In this difference — how the
method and =pecific demands of
the Transitional Programme can be
made a living force within the mass
movement — is contained the whole
history of the struggle against
Pablosm.

The present policies of the IMG
leadership are only their Emicu]ar
‘interpretation’ of Mandel's line that
there is in Furope a3 ‘mass
vanguard' spomtaneously bhreaking
with the politice of the Stalinists
and reformists. In England the IMG
majority points out that this
vanguard remains  ‘left  social
democratic’,  But the recipe is
the same: on the one d
reliance on the ‘objective process'
to break the hold of the bureancrats
on the labour movement; on the
other the party’s activity hemmed
round on every side by the fact
that the hold is not yet fully
broken.

Political paralysis feeds internal
confusion. The two  largest
tendencies in the IMG both claim]
to base themselves on Mandel's
positions.  If this s so there is
no basis for two tendenciez -~
they exist only because Mandel dare
not commit himself, and the
tendency leaders are too ‘diplo-
matic’ to demand openly that he
take a position. Under such
conditions it i35 impossible for
IMG members to develop and
fight politically, and consequently
the mood is one of eynicism and
impotence,

One story circulating at the IMG

conference told how an IMG
member asked Mandel what he
would do if John Ross (the

majority tendency’s main ‘theore-
tician') were to declate that black
was white. And the international

‘leader” replied *Well, in England,
perhaps ...
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THEORISTS OF FRMINE

All over the world, hoth
the tremendous  fighting
strength of the working class
and peasantry against imperia-
lism, and the possibility of
defeating capitalism in revelu-
tionary struggle, have never
been clearer.

The tremendous gains of the
Watiomal’ Liberaion Front in
Vietnam and the Khmer Rouge in
Cambodia, promising to end impe-
rialist rule of a massive part of
South East Asia, are striking mortal
blows at the world Jomination of
international capital.

Yet they are only a pert of the
strugele which continues for natic-
nal liberation and against capitalism
on & front from Mozambigue with
the victory for FRELIMO and the
guerilla  Hberstion strugele in
Zirmhabwe {FEhodesia) to Portugal.

The warking class in the metro-
politan countries of the west i
immediately strensthened by these
movements on the road to revolu-
tion in the ‘under-developed’
countries,

But if there is one great school
of pessimists and reactionares who
ignore; write off, or oppose these
developments it 18 in the
‘population and resources’ lohbw

WARNINGS

Their warnings of world-wide
gtarvation, poverty and unemploy-
ment blame “overpopulation™ and
wostern workers' living standards
instead of capitalism’s greed and
itz harsh contradictions as it under-
goes its greatest ever economic
CTi515,

A good cxample was the BBC
documentary “The Fice of Famine®
shown on 18th March., 1t started
by saving of the ‘under-developed’
countries: “There iz a2 connection
between the fact that we eat more
and they eat less. This programme
is to demonstrete that connection™.
It ended with “Northem afluence
caused this famine. It has to be
said now: we caused it and we
condone it it is our fanlt™,

EAT LESS

A report in  this' month's
‘Beologist’ magazine headed ‘Can
Britain Survive?’ dedicates itself to
giving advice to the Government
on how to reduce the halance of
payments  deficit of British
capitalism, by telling workers to
eat less meat {as if we could afford
much anyway) and have fewer
children.,

The same magazine issued in 1972
a document now well-known among
environmentalists titled ‘Blueprint
for Survival’ which concluded that
crop  yields were unlikely to
increase, and  that  Brilain’s
population should therefore be
gtabilised at *30 million, probably
less™,

These people just take impressions
of world food production, the
diffarence between ‘advanced' and
‘underdeveloped’ countnes,  ele.
without seeing bechind these the
cworkings of imperialism and its
world market.

In fact the possibilities of world
food production have never hee
greater.  Until the late sixties at
least agricultural production . was
increaging much faster . than
population, with the exception of
a few countries which Hmited
pr?duchcn to avold huge surpluses,
as in the USA, Sweden and Narwav.

In most advanced countries
production per man in agriculture
Wis Increasing up to  the sixties
by around 5% per year, far in
excess of increases in population
or demand. In Britain total output
was increasing at 2.7% per vear and

demand at only 1.2% (0.8% per
vear increase in population and
0.4% “in consumpiion). In New
Zealund, one of the most productive
one man in agriculture could sup-
port 30 familiesr at average
American Hving standards.

ADVANCES

The revolution in agriculture is
continuous and brings encrmous
advances, . from  technigues of
raising gnimals to the technological
innovations Iike new fertilisers,
modern water sprinklers to cover
25 ‘acres with one revolution of o
1200 £t span. harvesters to lift
12 ‘acres of sugar bzet in one dav,
and s0 on.

But it i3 at thiz point of 'surplus’
that production comes up asainst
capitalist market reiations, Over-
produclion means production of &
surplus to the market, to available
sales and outlets, not surplus to
human needs over the planet.

Tagdian poor

Capitalism is only interesied in
demand backed by the ahility fo
pay: and by the -ability of tha
capitalist to maintain a rate of profit
on investment when “he sells hix
commodities on the market. The
onset of a surplus to demand on
the “‘free” market immediately
threatens the capitalist with loss of
s profil merging as prces fall,
Thus extra food - which iz of benefit
to all - is seen as 'a major threat hy
the capitalist producer who sets out
to destroy it in order to preserve
his own position. As a result, su. lus
15 devlared long before-enough 5
produced to adequately feed the
the world’s population.

As: already mentioned, certain
efficient agricultural producers like
America were holding back product-
ion early on, but in the early seven-
tes every [ood industry employer
in the world was realising that a
surplus would cut prices and that
to save profits, production would
have to be cul.

In this country potato acreage
was cul from 590,000 in 1970 to
225000 in 1972, The Potalo
Marketing Board spent £15m buying
up surpluses in 1971, most of which
just totted. The Chairman of the
British Epg® Authority claimed in
1971 “there are | million too many
layvers in the country™. The Financ-
il Times quoted a leading bacon
curer in January 1972: “Therc 15
too much bacon about: we have to
rectify it by somehow making less

bacon. That is what we are setting
ahour doing now™.

In 1971 all previous world rice
production records were broken for
the fourth successive year, the price
fell and producers and srowers out-
did each other in acvusations of
‘dumping’ i.¢. [ooding cach other’s
miarkets. In Junme 1971 the United
Nations Rice Study Group urged
rice exporters, especially. Japan and
Italy, to cut rice production ‘or at
least aveid measures which encor-
age it’.

In Qctober 1971 Amesican farm-
ers, with a wheal crop up 18% on
1970, were threatening ‘to bum
their stocks: fo _prevent a price
collapse. The 1IS Department of
Agriculture planned to reduce food
grain acreage by 25% in 1972 and
to take 38 million wcres (bigger than
Lhe area of the British Izles) out of
production of maize and harley.

SURPLUS

The Common Market harvested
75 million lons of cereals in 1971,
12% up on 1970, Grain merchunts
bought up gll the storage space in

Europe, reputedly even crossing to
Czechoslavakiz to use disused chur-
ches as warshouses, France out
acreage under barley by 600,000
acres.

Surplus was also uzed as ‘aid’ to
‘underdeveloped countries’ - conve-
niently removing unsaleable over-
production and getting in exchange
cheap raw materials for industry,
a payment in local currency Lo
build up profitable foreign -capital
holdings, 3 question of systematic
imperialist impoverishment of the
Third World to which we will return

DEBT

A surplus does not solve the
contradictions  of capitalism, bhut
on ‘the contrary increases them,
Increased plenty stands mockingly
by the side of pauperisation and
want.  Advuncing technigue and
productivity increases -agricultural
unemployment., The ‘Green Revol-
ution' wheat strains are barred to
the small Tirmer in underdeveloped
countries bee use hound down with
debt and v _ms landlordism, he
cannot affc d special machinery,
toals, irrigation an?! fertilisers for
them on his small-helding. The
bigger {armers can profit, increase
mechanisation and require fewer
workers. Unemployment increqses
and few can afford what is abund-
antly available.

Thus an EEC report for 1971
stated “Thers are an estimated 14
millicn families in  French agric-
ulture living in poverty out of a
total population of 4 million
families™, 300,000 farmers and
farmworkers laft the land i the
EECin 1971,

- ——— - o s

Marx examined the forced emi-
gration from Ireland, Scotland and
England during the 1840°s “hrought
agbout by landlordism, concentration
of farms, application of machinery
to the soill and introduction of
agriculiure on a great scale™. He
commented, “Here it iz not the
want of productive power which
greates a surplus population; Tt 13
the incrégse of productive power
which demands 2 diminution of
population and drives away the
surplus by famine or emigration.’

Dbviously the globe cannot
ascomodate an infinite number of
human beings. But a high hirth
rate is absolutely vital in areas of
underdeveloped agriculture.

FAMILY

In the conditions of monsoonal
countries for instance, which include
nearly half the world’s population,
& peasant farmer needs a large
labour force to get preparstion
and planting done in fime in the
short rainy season. Since the basic
organisation of such farming is the
family unit, a larpe family is essen-
tial if such work as land clearance
for more miensive agoculture to be
carnied out. Obviously the raiging of
the level of technelogy in these
areas could now assist in the over-
coming of these problems, but until
this takes place the peaszant farmer
hag nesd of alarge family.

Or again, the Indian peasant, for
example, knows that with the abys-
mal medical {acilitics available to
hiz family, that if he has ten child-
ren maybe four will survive to keep
him when he i= too old to work.
There it of course no other means
of support available to him. This is
why attempls to introducs from
outside a purely ‘arbitrary “birth-
control” through capitalist-sponsor-
ed contraceptive proprammes must
fail until the advance of living
standards and social benefits like
improved medical care and pensions
convince people that large families
are. not necessary for them to
survive,

But this brings the guestion: how
can the benefits of production reach
the people themselves, the workers
and poor peasants in underdevelop-
ad countries, and how can the tech-
nical level be raised in the face of
exploitation every day on the world
market by the western capitalist
stotes, and the crippling interest
rates charged on loans from banks
amd finance houses.

STRUGGLE

This necessary development of
agricultural technigue and product-
ivity, and the defence of the maj-
ority: of the world’s population in
the *underdeveloped’ countries from
the famines causzed by the rapacious
exploitation of imperialism, dep-
ends precisely on the revolutionary
struggle against capitalism. The
population and environmental
theoriste, by ignoring the wanton
destruction of so-called ‘surplug’
gopds and means of production to
safeguard profit and by attacking
the working class, stand a5 defend-
ers of the most vicious excesses of
capitalism.

It 1= capitalist relations of praduc-
tion that desrroy ‘surplug’ food and
bring rocketing prices at a time of
possible plenty. Az stated to begin
with, the revolutionary movement
of the working class is the only
force capeble of taking control of
the forces of production to satizfy
want and carry out 3 planned food
policy. The next article will exam-
ine these issues in more detail.

By R. Roberts

LETTER....

CP HINDERS
FIGHT

Two delegates from Isling-
jton Trades Council have
written to us about two artic-
Jes ahwout Islington in our last
|issue, the first concerning the
occupation of Crosfield Elec-
tronics and the second the
anti-fascist demonsiration in
Islington. Their letter points
put that the Islington Trades
| Council has not played such a
{full part as may be desirable
lin these two issues.

*In the Trades Council meeting
of 22nd March, the Trades Council
chairman, a Communist Party mem-
ber, refused to allow any discussion
of the Crosfields occupation, or
allow any motion of support to he
put forward. As the Crosfields shop
stewards have pointed out, London
is becoming an industrial wasteland.
By refusing to mobilise the working
class to defend the jobs at
Crosfields, the Communist Party is
opening up the real possibility of
mass redundancies in the Izlington
aréa,

“AL he same Trades Council
meeting the acting secretary
explained the considerable amount
of work he had done towards
organizsing the anti-fascist demons-
tration.  Unfortunately, most of
this had been directed towards
winning the support of local
councillors, MPs and cven police
chiefs for the demonstration
against the National Front and it
was left to one of the Trades
Council delegates (a WSL member)
to point out that the organised
working class was the only force
which could defeat fascism, but
in spite of this; not even the
affiliated Trade Union branches had
been notified, Consequently the
demonstration was smaller than
necd have been and the fascists
were.able to hold their march as

planned.
“Thus the partial success of
the ~demonstration, reported in

Socialist Press, was in spite of the
Trades Council executive, beyond
the calling of the demonstration.
It is worth noting that whilst the
full Trades Council also called for

support for a second anti-NE
demonstration, this WS
opnosed by Communist Party
members.

“By pedalling the idea of a
unity with the police und liberals
and refusing lo mobilise the full §
strangth of the Islington working
class on either of thase fssues, the
Communist Party has once again
demonstrated how they capitulate
to the needs of the ruling class.”

Glum times for the rehigious
continue {reports our ecclesiastical
correspondant),

A federal appeals eourt in Cin-

cinnati, Ohio, has ruled against a
1974 Tennesee State law which
prohibited the teaching of Darwin’s
theory of evolution as scientific
fact, and which ordered school
seienee text-books o include the
biblical account of the Creation!
Thiz set-back to the bible-bashers
was followed by the ruling that to
forbid “the teaching of satanical
belief™ violated constitutional guar-
antees of free speech. US satanists
are believed to be overjoyed.

As if this were not enough,
religious confidence has reached a
new low after the death of Mr
Denys Christian (sic!) who jumped
from a 13th floor baleony, beliey-
g God would save him - only to be
harshly disillusioned.

If Christians continue to test
their belief in this way, we can
confidently predict that the mater-
ial laws of hatural selection will
further diminish the size of Sunday
congregations.
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Studente demonstrate for increased grants,

LEFT’

EXCUSES

e ctemoval  of

Charles Clarke, Stalinist-
hacked *Broad Left’ candidate,
was elected the new President
of the National Union of
Students at Llandudno last

week, ousting right-winger
John Randall.
The International Secialists

candidate, Terry Pavey, moved into
second place with an increased vote
over last wear, while the Workers
Revolutionary Party conlinue (o
move from weakness to weakness,
picking up only 5 wvotes in all
reflecting that party’s complete
failure to challenge the opportunist,
reformist leadershup of the NUS,
The growing vele for IS and
Handall indicate
some of the-pressures within even

the heavily bureaucratised lavers
who frequent NUS conferences.
The blatant mability of  the

previous leadership to lead success-
ful strupgles in students’ defence
became an embarassment even to
the Stalinists who had maintained
an albance with Bandall ‘against
the revisiomists during most of this
term of office.

BLOGKADES NO ANSWER

The recent blockade by

small fishermen of large num-
hers of ports in Scotland and
the North East is the latest
in a succession of protests by
small producers against wors-
ening econamic conditions.
Last year, Welsh farmers
picketed the Bristol docks
against the imports of cheap
cattle, and more recently angry
egg producers picketed the
Plymouth docks, turning back
a consignment of French eggs.

The fishermen’s blockade wus
called off after government prom-
ises to review EEC fisheries policy
in general, and to consider the
possibility of a price floor for fish
imports, together with an sgreement
by Norwegian fishing companies to
raise the price of frozen fish exports
to Britain.

No “solution’ which resultz in a
raising of food prices can be supp-
arted by the working ¢lass.

MNeveritheless, the problems of
the small fishing fleets are real.
Orver the last twelve months costs,
including fuel, insurance, and wire
cables have risen in the region of
20%. However over the same period
landing prices for fish have fallen;
in some cases as much as 50%. The
most important factor in this: price

Yet while reflecting some of
the hostility of the membership
to continued sell-outs and excuses,
the wote for IS5 also shows that
such frustration amongst students
can casily be siphoned off into
“rank and {ile™ student protest
divorced of any political under-
standing, 2 line in which IS
specialise. The need is clearly for
a principled leadership in the NUS.

RENT STRIKES

Some of the bankruptcy of
the current tendencies leading the
MNUS was shown i the discussion
on Rent Strikes!” Thiz iz NUS
official policy a5 3 tactic in the
stroggle for increased  grants,
adopted at Margate last year., Yet
to Hear-many- of the  Exécutive
one would doubt they know of
tha policy. The reelected deputy
president Alaistafr Steward (Broad
Left) had the nerve to accuse a
Surrey University delegate (repee-
senting students carrying out oif-

ficial rent strike po]iq’] of
‘making a scapegoat’ of the
Executive for his’ owa tactical

fall has been the incmeased exports
of cheap frozen fish to Britain by
the big Icelandic and Norwegian
fishing companies.

This fall in price has been of no
comfort to the housewife, however,
since the retailers and distributors
have maintained and even raized
shop prices, lining their pockets
al the expense of the small fisher-
men.

DEMANDS

The actual demands of the small
fishing boat ‘skippers’ varied from
area (o area, but generally included
the demand for a curh on all fish
imports from cutside the EEC: a
fifty mile fishing limit around the
coast, and, significantly, no exten-

" sion of the National Dock Labour

Scheme to the fishing ports, This
latter demand highhghts a clash of
interests between small producers
and the organised working class,

Az the recession gathers pace,
small producers find themselves
trapped in a vice. On the one hand
the rising prices of suppliers, and
the increased reluctance of the
hanks to extend credit to ‘shaky’
small businesses place the latter
continually on the verpe of bank-
ruptcy. On the other liand, to the
extent ‘that they employ wage lab-

‘cockups’ in Surrey! This was his
only reply to the delegate’s
legitimate complaint that the

Execufive had pgiven no support
except legal aid to the 280 rent
strikers — who as a result now
face summonses from their Vice-
Chancellor.

COURTS

The Executive's idea of
“eypport” therefore is Lo hand over
students to the hourgeois courts
of law to admamster Yjustice’. An
overwhelming vote of censure was
passed against Stewart for this
position, and he was forced to
retract his statement — but he
remains on  the ‘Executive, and
every Executive member is agually
unequippad to defend or lead
students in struggle. Students are
abandoned to face demorlisation
isolation or even vichmisation for
carrving out NUS policy, and the

Executive appears  at each
conference with a string of
BXCUSeS.

Similarly  the  Birmingham

occupation was left to collapse,
and on the demorabsation thal
followed the right wing moved in
to take the president’s position.

BETRAYALS

Charles Clarke showed the level
of understanding which opens the
door to such sethacks and hetrayals,
when he suggested that the problem
of the Kent rent-strikers was that
they  were confronting  the
“partcularly reactionary nature of
its Vice-Chancellor”, who was
determined to smash the NUS.
Yet no way forward was offered,
which must grestly encourage afl
reactionary Vice-Chancillors.

In Lancaster too the same
sordid story of bankrupt leadership
emerged. 33 Lancaster students
have been victimised, whereas over
1,000 were originally involved in
action.. . Yel_ the 33 ‘sre leit to
face’ - possible  suspension or
expulzion for carrying out MNUS.
policy. Vet all the Drecutive will
do - is  offer apologies and
attempt to show these are all
“solated cases”.

Thiz. is clearly not true
Colleges and  Universities avery-
where, with a policy begun under
the Tories but enthusiastically
backed by Preamtice and the

Our, productrs. come into
coll:smn mth the organised workers
seeking to protect ihcmsl.*}.w.':s Hgain-
st inflation and redundancies.

Extension of the Dack Labour
Scheme to all ports is essential
to defend dockers® jobs and working
conditions. At the same time it
would of course increase the costs
for the small fishermen of landing
their catch. Here can be seen the
basis of all sorts of rdghtward
political movements of small prod-
ucers, and at the zame time the
ldicrous nature of nay simplistic
‘progressive anti-monopoly altiznce
between workers and small produc-
ers and traders which is the favour-
ite tactic of the Commust Party
on this question.

It is nevertheless frue that the
way forward for fishermen and all
othar small producers les with the
working class and nor in seeking
the ‘zoodwill’ of monopolies like
the frozen fish companies asking
them to agree lo moderate their
price competition a little.

OPEN BOOKS

The interests of the working
class and the small producers come
together under a programme {0 open
the hooks of the industnes that
supply components and materials
and feedstuff to small producers at
inflated prices, falsely citing what
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SUPPORT MERSEY
o[ RIKE GALL

The Merseyside Joint Contruction Committee has called
for strike action throughout the Liverpool area on May Day.
The stoppage, which is expected to be 100% solid, is in
protest against unemployment in the building industry —
now a burning issue in the area.

This strike,

together with the march which starts at 11.00
from Islington Square to the Picr Head,

gives an important lead

in the struggle against unemployment.

The cmcial question

fought.

A programme must be advanced on which workers ¢an fight,
must be based on the demand for a sliding scale of hours
To achivve this the books of the building

gharing on full pay.
emplovers must be opened and
committess of building workers.

iz the policy on which the action is
It is not enough simply to protest against unemployment.

This
wWork

work sharng admimistercd by

In this way the strugele for the nationalisation of the building
industry under the management of elected committees of workers

can bhe developed.

I'rom such a nationalised industry workers could

then advance the demand for public works to ensure stability
to the industrv and full employment for building waorkers.

We urge butlding workers in
UCATT and T&GWU branches
May Day

the Merseyside area to fight for
to advance this programme on

and to demand that the trade union leaders extend

this fight against unemployment throughout the industry.

Labour government, are taking a
hard line with students, aiming
further to reduce their living
standards and divert onto the
backs of students, college
workers and lecturers the whole
burden of the increased costs of
higher education. They know this
can anly be done in confrontation
with the trade unions concerncd
and in head on strugele with the
NUS.

Clearly a leadership is needed
in the NUS which will starl from
this reality, and which will there-
fore give priority to strengthening
and developing  the scope of
students’ struggles — parliculaly
rent strikes and occupations.

Yet more militancy in itself
1 not the answer, The support
of the orgamised Labour movement
must be fought for in a struggle
to demand Prentice he removed,
and that the Labour povernment
end -all spending cuts and
establizsh a sliding scale of studeats’
grants linked to the rising cost
of living, as an integral part of
the defence of the free education
system won in struggle by the
working class.

they claim to Be “excessive’” dem-
ands by the workers. To the
suppliers’ complaints about the cost
of production, pf transport and
trade, the only answer must he
“Show us vour books, we demand
control over fixing of prices”. In
this struggle small producers must
seek links with the trade unions and
housewives. Monopoliss which are
thus exposed as obstructing the
defence of the living standards of
workers and small producers must
be nationalised without compen=
sation.

The natiovnalisation of the banks
and insurance companies and their
merging into 3 unified state bank
is the only way to guarantee suffi-
vienl credit facilities. The exprop-
riation of the banks in no way means
nationalising deposils - the state
kank will create much more favour-
able conditions for small depositors
than can private hanks.

Such a programme can of course
only be carried froward by the
strength of the working class. It is
in the absence of such leadership
that the small producers will turn
to the sorts of protectionist meas-
ures that were attractive to the
fishermen and which will not only
be strongly resisted by the warkin%
class (especially where the price o
food is concerned) but which will
be no real protection at all for
{ishermen in the face of a world
aconomic recession.

‘the nationalisation

COWLEY
CUTBAGK

The latest cutbacks in
production in  the motor
industry came at Cowley

where further reductions in
the formerly best-selling
Marina have been announced,

One of the two Marina
production circuits is to come off
night-shift, and the other circnit
and remaining shift are to reduce
track speed from 26 per hour to
24

This means that since the
wmtroduction  of  four-day/ three
night working after Easter, planned
production will have dropped from
4,160 to 2,150,

Management have also
announced that short-time working
will continue at least until the end
of August. They claim that they
now have 37,000 Marinas in stock.

These  new  cutbacks = re-
emphasise the importance of the
decision of the shop stewards at
the plant to fight for the opening
of the books of the company.

The fight must be stepped up
for work-sharing on full pay and
af  British
Leyland with no compensation to
the major share-holders.

BLMG
oTEWARDS

10 MEET

The British Leyland Joint
Shop Stewards Committee has
called a conference of shap
stewards from the motor
industry and supplier firms
for Wednesday 23rd April in
the Digbeth Institute in
Birmingham.

This is an important initiative
and must not be limited to
specches by bureaucrats and fake
lefte — Jones,Scanlon and Benn
have been invited — but must be
a forum for the widest discussion
on a programme for the defence
of jobe in the motor mduostry.

The WSL will campaign for
this conference, putting forward
a policy for the industry, and
urges shop stewards {rom all car
and component factories to attend.
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BUDGET AXES JOBS

The budget presented by
Denis Healey on Tuesday
is heavily deflationary and
repzesents a direct attack by
the Labour goveenment on
the living standards of the
working class and poses
massive increase in unem-
ployment.

The VAT inerease alone is
estimated to reduce the Labour
force in the already hard-hit
electrical goods industry by
40%. It is a budget designed by
Wilson to shore up erisis-ridden
gﬂpitaits_m and to please-the
international bankers.[

An increase in road fund licence
from £25 to £40 will be another
blow at a car industry in which
short time and voluntary redun-
dancies are already widespread,
and which will anvway suffer

ASTMS
Motion

This motion 'was passed
by the Charinz Cross branch
of ASTMS on Wednesday
9th April:

‘This branch unconditionally
supports the struggle of the
workers, soldiers and farmers of
Portugal for socialism and against
the restoration of fascizst reaction.
The struggle for socialism can
only be carried forward on the
basis of full freedom for all
working ¢lass tendencies , and
the strengthening of the organs
of dual power which already
axist, uniting them as the basis
for a workers governgment, For
this reason branch condemns the
action of the Portuguese military
government (supparted by the
Portuguese Communist Party)

in banning the two Maoist parties
the MEPF and the AQC and in
jailing dozens of their members.
Branch requests the secretary to
write to the Portuguese embassy
protesting against the ban, and
calls on other bodies of the Brit-
ish trade union movement to
similarly oppose the ban.,

This was passed nem. con., with
WRFP members in the branch
abstaining.

£500 monthly

development
fund

Healey

rom the overall drop in workers
living standards brought about
by Healey's package. Cigarettes
are up 10p, heer up 2p & pint,

The struggle of local authority
electricians for parity with sub-
contractors entered a new
phase last week. A national
meetfne of shop stewards and

ren officials of the Electrical

I:Iech anic Telecommunication
and Plunibing Union took
place an 12th April, at the
Kenilworth Hotel in Londun.
It showed the stronz feeling of
electricians from every part of
the country for the exnansion
and intensification of their
industrial action, together with
the determination of the
EETPU leadership to nead off
an all-out struggle.

Since the break-down of ralks
with the employers in the previous
week, rank and file action in support
of the claim has been stepped up.
London electricizns, for cxample,
have bezun a work to rule which ab-
liges them to nse puble transport
in order to get to their jobs. Else-
where, such as Leeds, Sheffield
and Bunu..nglmm there have been
complete stoppages, though the
uniom leaders ordered the electrici-
ans at the Woolwich ferry back to
work after they had been out for
two weeks,

The clear purpose of the London
rm.r.tmg was to hold hick demands
from the mem a-:.nslu,.- or an all-out
national stoppage, Petar Adams,

whisky 64p a bottle and wine
24p a bottle. alongside 2 2p in
the £ increase in income tax. The
overall impact on the retail prices
index i estimated at 2%. Even
Hugh Scanlon was forced to
admit that this ““quite deliber-
ately put the whole burden onto
ordinary people, cutting their
purchasing power”, and was
“diametrically opposed” to the
course proposed by the TUC,

In addition, 2 £1,000m cut in
public spending will produce
further cutbacks in the building
industry and inthe civil service.
Out of that figure £150m will
be cut from food subsidies,
alongside the ending of price
controls, thus giving the manu-
facturers free reign to raise prices
as thev choose, The frand of
faod subsidies is exposed for
what it was - 2 smokescreen to

BEPTU national officer, told the
meeting that action should be in-
cressed only *where possible’. He
seid that the support of other unions,
such as NALGO, had been obtained,
it he failed to clanfy what form
such support would take. Union
General Secretary Frank Chapple
turned up to attempt to explain that
it was impossible to organise any
natienal action since some local
authoriiies were paving more than
the contractors rate, and in any
zaze, the Union “did not have the
money’ to pay strikers for more
than about six weeks.

These statements showed that the
leaders of the EEPTU are embarking
on the same road of betrayal as lea-
ders of other local authority workers.
The T&GWU officials refused to
mobilise the entire union against the
areaking of the Glasgow dustcart
>1:ane by troops. At Ringway Adr-
sort in Manchester, there was also
1 refusal to extend the action when
the conditions of all local authority
workers were threatened.

Militant statements at the London
meeting reflected a very different

[eeling in the mank and file. However,

the extended action that was agreed
at the meeting will only be dissipe-
ted and the union leadership allowed
to zell out if the action is nat linked
to-a programme to strengthen the
demands and.develop: the fight for
workers control. As shop stewards
from the Workers Socialist League
pointed out to the meeting, only

SOCIALIST

avoid the vital question of the
nationalisation of the food in-
dustry, while propping up the
monopolies with state {inance,
This is the outcome of the
‘social contract’, in which the
TUC leaders pledged Wilson
they would hold back and sab-
otage wages strugeles in exchange
for price controls and & curb on
unemployment, Now workers
are confronted with the reality
- soaring prices, Erowing unsm-
ployment, and the continuous
attempts of the trade union
leaders to hold down wage
sattlements, ]
This budget shows the urgency
of developing the campaign to
defend jobs based on the demand
for a sliding scale of wages - work
sharing on full pay and the ccec-
upation of plants in the event
of redundancy or plant closures.

oPARKS DEMAND AGTION

a policy which includes work
sharing without loss of wages, and
a sliding scale tied to the cost of
living as determined by trade
unionizts, will ensure that the
living standards of the men in dis-
pute are safeguarded and improved.

Furthermore, the expansion of
“public worke linked to abolition
altogether of private contracting
for Iocal authority work is an
essential step in the defence of
jobs and conditions.

The workers at Leeds and Glaszow
who have been oul for well over
ten weeks in this and & related dis-
pute know that, however important
their jzolated action, it will not in
itsalf be enough to win their aims,
anless it is immediately expanded
into 2 nation-wide stoppage, with
the full support of other local
authority unions, including NUPE
and staff associations.

Baci’

According to Archie Hood,
strike leader, the Glasgow
dust-cart drivers were ‘starv-
ed back’ to work.

It iz certain they were not def-
eated by the troops, but by
Hood"s fellow CP members on
Glasgow Trades Couneil, who

‘Starved

The strugele for leadership within
the trade unions and the splits now
developine within the Labour Party
show clearly the necessity for a pa
er fighting for the principles and
programme of Trotekyism in the
working class. It is precisely for suc
a situation that Seciglivl Press has
been.gstahlished, i

Qur paper is already winning a
very favourable response from a
large number of new readers. But
such success only underlines the
need to develop our paperinto a
weekly, and expand its coverage.

For this reason we are fighting
for a £500 per month developms
ent fund.

Donations should be sent to:
Soctalist Press, 11 Lower Basildon
Near Reading, Berks.

refused to organise any support-
ing action except one demonstra-
tion on a day when workers
would have to sacrifice their
Easter Holiday pay to attend.
They weare defeated also by the
TL&GWU leadership who, in the
name of the Social Contract
refused to declare the strike
official, and by the treacherous
teformists on Lthe city’s Labour
Council and in the Labour gov-
ermnment who brought the troops
in to break the strike. We call cn
trade undonists still to move
resolutions condemming the use
of troops by Wilsan,
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Workers - Socialist Leapgue,
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BIRCH
SELL-OUT

Suspicions are rising in
Cowley that Reg Birch , the
Maoist joint general secret-

ary of the AUEW, has agreed
to accept the latest British

' Levland pay offer on behalf
of members in the BLMC
Body and Assembly Plants.

This same offer has already
been rejected by AUEW members
in hoth plants, and includes a
clause which savs that the deal
“settles all oulstanding claims™
on behalf of the union, thus
ahandoning the claims of mech-
anical maintenance men in the
Assembly Plant and several
sectional claims in the Rody
Plant. In exchange the company
offers a settlement which is in
effect a wage cut, with no clanse
to relate it to the rising cost of
living.

To accept such a deal would
mean Birch openly acting in
defence of British Leyland again-
st the struggle of his members
for wages and in defence of
agresmeants.

CONT’D FROM PAGE 1

serted as a red herring by the

Wilzon leadership to pave the way
for remaining in the capitalist
EEC.We are also opposed to all nat-
ionalist opposition to the Market,
such as-the ‘Get Britain Out Cam-
paign’, whose meetings are uncritic-
ally reported in the Communist
Party’s paper Morning Star. But wu
will give critical support to Heffer
and to any left MPs who take up the
struggle Lo bring the PLP under the
control of Labour Party Conferences,
and to replace Wilson as Party leader.,
At the same time we give our support
to all independent campaigns organ-
ised Lahour movement against the
Common Market.

Such struggles can only politically
strengthen the working class by
exposing both the class collaboration
of the right wing leadership and the
theoretical confusion and spinéless-
ness of many of thase MPs whao like
to parade themselves as “lefts’,
Heffer’s reluctance to fight his
dismissal reflects the formlesness
and lack of political perspective of
these lefts which renders them im-
potent in the face of the right wing.
As Trotsky wrote in 1926:

“This can be explained by the fact
that a party cannot confine itself
to 1solated left campaigns but i=
compelled to have an overall system
of policy. The lefts have no such
system nor by their very essence
can they. But the rights do: with
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THORN

About 250 GEMWU mem-
bers have been in dispute
since 2nd April at the Thorn
Colour Tube plant at Skelm-
ersdale, over the defence of
an agreement.

A mass meeting on 5th April
wnamimously voted for strike
action and & 24-hour picket was
mounted on the gate. At 3 am
on Monday 8th April however
the management’s security guards
(ASTMSE members) attacked the
{our pickets on duty, only to be
driven off when more pickets
arrived.

The management’s actions
follow the settlement of the
annuzl wage review in which
they succeeded in getting specd-
up and de-manning. in exchange
for a backdated increase. This
was [ollowed by a programme
of voluntary redundancics, but
when the employers stated in=
sufficient workers had volunt-
eered, the dispute began,

As one former steward told
Socialist Press “'In my opinion
the dispute was created by man-
agement in the hope of more
workers leaving the factory at no
-cost to them, The union must
make it guite clear that anyone
leaving must he replaced , carry-
ing out their mandate, which is
to resist redundancies”™. The
demand for work sharing on full

| pay is clearly the only way Thorn

workers will be able to combat

this offensive by the employers.

MAY DAY STRIKE

The Workers Socialist
League declares its critical
support for the one-day
strike on May Day called
for by the Liaison Comm-
ittee for the Defence of
Trade Unions, to free the
Shrewsbury 2. This must
prepare the start of general
strike aztion to force their
release.

themn stands tradition, experience
and routine, and most important,
with them stands bourgeois society
a5 & whole which slips them ready-
mare solutions.”

It is therefore vital that the struggle
against Wilson is carried out not
simply on the Common Market
izse, but broadened Lo include
fishting the social contract and the
use of the law and of troops against
the trade unions, posing instead
socialist proposals to defend the
waorking class. This means a fight
to release the Shrewsbury Two
and support for all sections of
workers fighting to defend living
standards. The way forward for
every Labour Party member must
be to fight the betrayals of the
Wilson leadership and expose the
fake lefts in the Labour Party's
rinks, In each trade union branch
and Labour Party GMC resolutions
must be fought [or declaring no
confidence in Wilson and calling
for his resignation.

At the same time they must call
on Heffer to lead this Ilisht andl
for left WP Sidney Bidwell to
make good his statement that
Wilson himself might “face the
prospect of the sack’ and become
a “candidate for the boot™ if de-
feated at the Lebour Parly's
special conference on April 26th.
Only in thiz way can Heffer's
stand be transformed from an
individual gesture into a serious
stand for principle in the Labour
Party. Anything short of this will
be a betrayal.

ALIST LEAGUE

MEETING




