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STUDENTS UNDER ATTACK

The new wave ofstudent radicalism - the sit—ins - the feménstrations and
student strikes - the protests on Vietnam - including  vigorous trecatment
given to Labour Cabinet members - should be welcomed by socialists for what
it is: a bright ray of sunlight finding its way through the general apathy a
acquiesence which the Labour Government has been reigning over since it

was elected. ;

The programme of the students is leg%%ate and the activities and tactics
they are using to have it implemented are cntirely justified. They are
correct in relying on their own strength to win their reforms. If they
can win some concessions .- relatively small ones - this alone can serve
to show the working class generally that with just a little application
of its power, it is possible to show this Government up for what it is -~
a bunch of politcally discredited individuals working in thp interest
of capitalism - soemthing of a paper tiger.

That is why we must look with more than a little apprehension upon the

talk in the press and in Govermment circles about "controlling" the
students, and especially ominous is the calcualting demagagy of Patrick
Gordon Walker's playing up to the ignorance and prejudice of scctions of

the working class with his not so veiled threats. This talk of a taxpayer's
revolt is arch-hypocrisy. In their plans for licking the working class

into shape, the ruling class have no room for a rebellious student popula-—
ation, and would seek to turn onec against the other. In this respect, a.
Patrick Gordon Walker is doing the cmployer's work.

The employers and the Government are nervous, the tactics and methods of
the students have their own infar¥imis qualities. Very quickly on the
morrow they can become the tactics of the industrial class-struggle on a
much wider front. That is why the left should welcome the new upsurge .
and do their best to understand it and to help to give it direction and a
more geréral purpose.

Students must scek to explain their case to the organised working class
~ no trade union would agree to recent attacks which the students have
suffered in relation to their _grants., Likewise militant workers must
rcsist the pressures, grounded in deep-down antagonisms which have a
class basis, to take an anti- student stancec.

We should counterpose student-worker unity against the Government in its
foreign and home policies.
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those in "support of the Victnamese people's right to sclf-determination. But
unfortunatcly, these fine words huve not a2lways ~aincided with the deeds of ¥
Communist Party leaders and members, who have concentrated their activities
in the British Council for Peace in Victnam which, as we have noted before,
Mrs. Reid forgcts about in her article. This organisation, which we must say
doos very good work in goncral propaganda, has consistently refused to adopt
a principled linc on Victnam. TIts founding statcment of aims stated that the
B.C.P.V. did not secck to takec sides — how can this be recconciled with giving
su_port to the right of the Victnamese pecople to self-determination. It has
consistently called for "negotiations" as an 2im rcgardless of the position
tho Viotnamese themseclves have taken., Of late, it has pushed the slogans
"Support U Thant" The North Victnamesc had occasion last year to criticise
Fennor Brockway, the chairman of the B.C.P.V., in very strong terms (we have
roproduced the toxt of the main criticism in this issue). The Vietnzmese
totally rcjected U Thant's most roccnt proposals, yet Betty Recid takos the
V.S.C. 2nd Tho Weck to task for attacking U Thant. In fzot, the criticisms
that V.3.C. had made of U Thant and his proposals wero oxtremely mild in
comparison with those made by both North Vietnam and the N.L.F., as any
regular rcader of Vietnam Courier will confirm.

Whore does Botty Reid stand on this question? If the V.C.C. and The Week are
guilty of Wisruption" bocause of their mild criticisms, then surely, by the
same logic, the Vietnamese are totally disrupting the peace movement in this
country by their much morc sceverc attacks. But this is obvious nonsensc.
Betty Reid is counting upon the roadors of Comment being unfamiliar with the
Vietnamese point of view, which is scldom to be scon in Communist Party
publications.

Neither is Mrs. Reid particularly roliable in her use of quotationss consider
how she uses part of Pat Jordan's specch in Trafalgar Square on October 22nd.
She wishes to domonstrate that The Woek belicves that nothing of importance

can be done in Britain to defend the Victnamosc people until we have a social-
ist government. But rcaders of The Weok will know that we have consistently
polemicised agoinst this scctarian view attributed to us. In fzci, the very
passage Betty Reid quotes was dirccted primarily against thosc who claim -
nothing can be done because the Labour Government cannot be forced to change
itspolicy, or that we should suspend activity on Vietnam until after the social
rovolution. By missing out two scnicnces prior to her quotation and by missing
the word "But" from the beginning of hoer cxtract she maliciously distorts our
real position. Readers of this issue can compared her quotation with the
onginal .

So much for Mrs. Reid's mcthods of arguing. What of her politics? Here we

arc familaar ground and the issucs arc straightforward:s firstly, whether we
should scek to build a movement on a principled programme OT by diluting the
programme to give it the widest appeal; and, sccondly, on thc nature of *ho

"united front."

At this point wc fepl it helpful to quote Harold Wilson when speaking in the
Housc of Commons on Tuesday, March 12, hc saids

"Provided that those who dcmonstrate genuinely want peace and not military
victory for onc side or the other, if it mekes them fc8l good, I have no
objection."



In the past, Mr. Wilson has made similar statements, adding that the.people

who demonstrate should go to the Chinese Embassy. Why does Harold Wllson.not
object to those who call for "peacc"? Because he knows that if the‘call is
confined in such a way the issuecs bocome blurred. He can claim, quite correct~
ly, that he wants "peaco in Vietnam". It can be argued that Johnson wants
"peace in Vietnam", too. The point is, of course, what kind of peacc? §uppor-
ters of the V.3.C. and The Week want a certain kind of peace, one which is

more likely to be a lasting peace, morcovers: a pecacc consistent with self-
determination for the Vietnamese people. Johnson's "peace" would be that of
his victory ower the N.L.F. Thercfore, a merc call for "peace" in Vietnam

is totally inadequate and confusing. A movement based upon this slogan - as

is the British Council for Peace in Vietnam - will be thrown into disarray

by Wilson's and Johnson's phoncy "pcuce'" moves. The B.C.P.V. will, furthermore,
appear in the position of putting equal pressure on the victims of aggression
and the aggressors to "open ncgotiations"., Little wonder that the represent-
atives of the Victnamese people have had to publicly criticise the Fenner
Brockways.

LZven from a historical point of view all the available cvidence points to a
solidarity position being more cffective, as well as being more correct. In
Britain, there have been two occasions when really mass movements arose on
foreign policy issues: in support of thc young Soviet republic in the twenticsjs
and against the fascists in Spain., In both cases, there was mass mohlisition
of very wide support and, more important, big scctions of the working class
were involved. In both cases it was precisely because the movement was
committed to one side that it was so large, enthusiastic and effective. Wo
ask Betty Reid: what kind of movement would have been built on the programme
that called for 'hegotiations" between the young sSoviet Republic and the
intervening powers? Would thore have been a mass movement built on the basis
of "poace" between the fascists in Spain and the Republicans? To pose these
questions is to answer them. Can anyone say that the Vietnumese are less
Justified in their cause than were the Soviets or the Spanish Republicans?

Mrs. Reid, for all her talk about broad support, from her criticism of other
left-wing groups wants to make her "united front" in support of the Vietnamese
people conditional on agreecment on a whole series of other issues not necessar-
ily relevant to Vietnam. That is why she finds it neecessary to bring in the
question of Trotskyism and the Fourth International's estimate of the Soviet
Union. But her criterion for working with other leftist groups changes when
it comes to forming a front with Christains, Liberals, etc., who arc often
anti-sceialist and anti-communist. Betty Reid would, no doubt, be very
enthusiastic about the fact that the British Peace Committeec is so breésd-based
that at a conference organised by it in London last week end there were a
large number of delegates who support N.A.T.O0.. But to work with people who
talk of the "agonised socialist conscience of the Western World! is dangerous.
We will examine why Mrs. Reid thinks this is dangerous later, but let us look
a bit more at this question or ‘vruwdness",

Is it true that the solidarity position "narrows down the mo/ement for Vietnan"?
Look at the messuges of support that the October 22nd demonstration received.
The March 17th demonstration is receiving even wider support from all scetions
of the movement and all walks of life, Mrs. Reid's last argument is thus
disposed of,
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there was an editorial entitled "Sham Solidarity". :This is a cleverer
aqd more honest statement of the pacifist position. (see elsewhere in ths

issue.) Thus i% states: ".... Our position ideally is that the NLF
should cease fire unilaterally and that the United Statés should withdraw
unilaterally ...." However, Peace News recognises that "we have no right
to call upon the NIF.to cease fire.™ (emphasis in the original.) 'We are
toc much responsible for what the Americans are doing in Vietnam to be
entitled to condemn the NLF when they resist with viclence.," This hand-
some concession (it is a fine thing that leader writers from Caledonian
Road are prepared to concede the right of Vietnamese peasants to defend
themselves with violence) is in marked contrast to the treatment that
Bob Overy dishes out to anti-Vietnam war demonstrators who take the
solidarity position. = They are described as "a shouting 'militant' mob, "
"a huge slogan-shouting, unruly march," and people who "show contempt ,
by ... lack of dignity and commitment"; in fact, the whole demonstration
will be one of "frustration, ill-directed violence" (does the pacifist
recognise well-directed violence? )"and anger" which is really "self-contempt™”
Comrade Cvery's advice is that "we should get on with doing" things ...
"to dissociate Britain from America and to help forward the pressures for
American withdrawal." Bob Overy's anger is understandable from his point
of view; not only has he had to concede the right of the Vietnamese peop®
to defend themselves, he has also to recognise that there is going to be
a huge demonstration in favour of the Vietnamese being successful in this
struggle.

But to conclude this examination one has to ask the question: why have all
these organisations chosen to attack the Vietnam Solidarity Campaign
at this very time ? We would venture the following answer: precisely
because of its success in mobilising and because that success is attractim
support from the rank and file of those organisations. The united
front concepts of the V.S,C. and the Ad-hoc committees which V.S.C, h2s
initiatéd frighten them, These small minded people put the sectarian
interests of their organisations above that of forming an all-embracing
non—exclusive mass movement in suppsrt of the people of Vietnam. That
is why they ignored invitations to attend the founding meetings of the
October 22nd and March 17th Ad-hoc committees. Had they attended these
meetings they could have easily taken part in the formulation of slogan 8
and the general policy of the demonstrations. The fact that this non-
exclusive, democratic method was used by the Ad-hoc Committees has been
completely hidden from the readers of these organisations' journals.

They will not be successful; this struggle also tock place in the United
States and the sectarians were defeated, As a result the most significant
anfi-war movement ever seen in the Urited States has been built against the
most fantastic odds, The same process 1s happening in this country. ...
Those orgenisations which refuse to participate in the united front of support
for the Vietnamese people will themselves suffer., Those leaders or organis—
ations who stand against the united front will only have themselves to blame
if they lose members and if their organisations are beset by bitter wranghes,.
The united front will grow and important lessons will be learnt by thousards
of militants which have relevance for all strurgles, The Week is very proud
of the modest part it has played in this process.



MARCH 17 a letter from Alistair Bucknell, chairman of the Youth

Campaign for Nuclear Disarament which appeared in the
March 9th issue of Peace News.

I find it amazing that so many people in the peace movement are supporting
the proposed demonstration for March 17. The slogan "solidarity with

the Vietnamese people against American aggression" is all very nice,
frightfully daring and means absolutely nothing. This demonstration will
let Wilson and co. off the hook completely. Viglent themes and

vident actions are exactly what the British and American p. .8s would

like to hear. They also undo years of hard work by CND, the Committes

of 100, and others in breaking down barriers of fear, hatred and prejudics.

We are for peace in Vietnam. That means that we must support freedom
for the Vietnamese people, but exactly how this is brought about in
Vietnam is beyond our power to control from Britain.

It is our job to help force the American aggressors to withdraw. This
means:

1. Get Britain to dissociate from American policy in Vietnam,

2. Subvert United States! troops in Britain, Encourage desertion and
demonstrations against the war by Americans in Britain.

3. Stop playing at being brave and gaily teking sides with the liberat-
ion forces when we could have some real influence in weakening the
aggressor. !

All that gas about solidarity is exactly what the United States Govern-
ment and the Central Intelligence Agency would like us to say.

Forget March 17. It is irrelevent and dangerous. British dissociation
must be our priority, and Y.C.N.D.'s demonstration on March 24 is the
time to make a major step in forcing a real British initiative for peace
and freedom in Vietnam.

Alistair Bucknell,
Shagepman, Y.C,N.D.,
5s Caledonian Rd.,
London N.1.

READ INTERNATIONAL - READ INTERNATIONAL - READ INTERNATIONAL - READ INTER

On March 27, The Week will cease publication and will be replaced by
International. This will be a printed political review of British and
foreign affairs. It will analyse the vital political questions which
face the left on the home and foreign fromts. It will continue the werk
whide. the Weok has done in building a united front movement against the
Wilson Government's Tory policies and for support to national liberation
front struggles.

International will appear monthly and cost ;/— (3d extra for postaga)
Send for a copy to: International, 8, Toymbee St., London E,1.



BROCKWAY DISTORTS THE TRUTH . from Vietnam Couricr July 24, 1967

At the Int.rnational Congress to discuss the Vietnam problem in Stockholm
in carly July, the delegates of both North and South Victnam cnergetically
donounced the U.S. aggression in Vietnam and exposed the correct stand of
4he Victnamese people on the scttlement of tho Vietnam issuc. This was
warmly hailed by the Congress. But according to Westorn roports a British
poli tician, Brockway, who attended the Congress made tho assertion that

tho Viotnamsso people have "lowered their demands". He said that he would
inform Johnson and discuss the matter with British foreign Ministor Brown,
the propagendist of U.S. "peace negotiations".

This allegation is a mere distortion of the stand of the Viotnamcse

peoples it runs counter to the appeal of the Congross demanding that the
U.S. definitively and unconditionally put an cnd to the bombing, shelling
and other war acts against the D.R.V.N., stop aggression, dofinitively and
uncondi tionally withdraw all U.S. and satollito troops and war matcrials,
dismantle all U.S. bases in South Victnam and let the Vietnamese people
sottle themselves their internal affairs without interfercnce from outside,
conformity with the platform of the South Victnam N.L.F., the sole
authentic ropresentative of the fundamental asPirations of tho South
Vietnamesc poople.

The allegation that the Victnameso people have "lowered the demand" in
thoir stand on the Vietnam problem is only profitable to the U.S8. imper—
ialists who are trying to bring pressure to bear on the Vietnamese people,
fo0ol world opinion which has been staunchly supporting the Viectnameso
people in their struggle against the U.S. aggression. The lcaders of the
D.R.V.N. have also clearly pointed out that if the U.S. government
sincerecly desires to talk with the De.R.V.N. government, it must first of
all definitively and uncondi $onally stop the bombing, shelling and other
acts of war against the D.R.V.N.

VIETNAMESE DENOUNCE U THANT'S PROPOSALS  from The Week (6/4/67) shortcned

...In an article in the official necwspaper Nhan Dan, U Thant's recent
Vietnam truce proposals were described as "supporting and encouraging U.S.
imperialism." The paper went on to say that U Thant's suggestion for a
general stand-still truce, followed by preliminary talks and the reconvening
of the Gencva confcreonce, put the "victim of aggpossion on the same footing
as the aggressor. The truce proposals would, it said, "amount in fqet to
demanding that the Vieinameso people lay down their arms and give up the
fight against U.S. aggressors while ncarly 500,000 U.3. troops still tread
Vietnamese soil. "Such an approach constitutes in itself an encouragoment
to the U.S. aggrossors in Vietnam," the paper concluded.

Le Monde of April 3rd had this to say about U Thant's latest proposalst
"The publication by Mr. Thant of his new 'peace plan' for Vietnam undoubtedly
consti tutes a success for the United Statcs. The United Nations secretary-
general unques tionably strengthened the American position that any cessation
of the bombing should co=incide with a reciprocity move from Hanoie...Mr.
Thant's attempt, whose failure wes foreseccable, is all the more to be
regretted since it is already interpreted in Peking as furtherevidence of
tho scerctary-general's alignment with 'American imperialism'ecess
(Cur emphasis)



MESSAGES OF SUPPORT FOR OCTOBER 22

ERNIE ROBIRTS* (Assistant Goneral Socretary AEU)

'The war in Vietnam is rcaching a most critical stzge and is pregnant with
danger to world pcacec. Eithor the war must be brought to an cnd quickly by
the Americans ccasing their war of aggression and leaving the Victnamcse to
scttle their own affairs or we shall find oursclves involved in a2 World
Wide Nuclear War. The TUC and the Labour Party have made clear thcir
opposition to this worst of all wurs and I urge .2ll Trade Unionists to con-
tinue their opposition until peace and justice has beon established in
Vietnam."

¥ in his personal capacity.

R L L L R 3
ALAN SILLITOE - writer

'T am very glad that this demonstration is being held, and regrot that I
am not able to spezk at it.

The Amoricen troops in Vietnam are continuing the age of barbarism. They
have no moral right whatsocver to oppose the Vietnamese peoples' struggle

to take control of their own country and their own destiny. The prescnce

of the Amcricans porpetuates appalling suffering and ruin, and they should be
immediately withdr.wn. The Amorican attempt to occupy Vietnam is the most
vicious form of imperialism the world has yet scen,; and every person must
condemn it, and do what they can to end it.!

i T R TR S SR R TN
NEW ZEALAND
'Auckland Council on Vietnam, representing growing disquiet at New Zealand
invelvement in this shameful war, sends warm greetings to London demonstra-

tors, and our thanks for your part in helping to save our country's honour'.

e e R R R R

JAPAN

'We are grateful to send our grceting of solidarity of intornational anti-
war movement.

Wo are going to stage 2 nation-wide unified campaign against the Vietnam war
on Oct 21 as our participation in the international campuign against the
American imperialist invasion into Vietnam. Two million workers of Sohyo
(the Japzn Goneral Council of Trade Unicns) zre going to have their rallies
throughout the country. Another significant feature of the present situation
is that anti-w.r youth organisations arc taking the initiative of activities
through the campaign under the influence of the struggles for the victoricus
pcople of Vietnam. We hope our solidarity and contact with you will be
strengthened and consolidated through the struszgle against our common enemy.,

With the grceting of solidarity, Osaka Antiwsr Youth Committee



Messages of support for October 22 Cont'd

NATIONAL MOBILISATION COMMITTEE

'The American Peace Movement has sct October 21-22 as the date for our
next national demonstration. On these days we plan to confront the wark

makers at the Pentagon in Washington DC to demonstrate and communicate our

ggp:sition to the United States government's policy of aggression in
ietnam.

Beginning on Saturday, October 21, we will gother in Washington and morch
to the Pentagon grounds. Here we plan to hold 2 rally, where many dis-
tinguished people, representing the spectrum of American society's oppo-
sition to the war, will speak. Towards the end of the rally those many
thousands who are prepared to take more direct action against the war
machine will attempt to enter the Pentagon in order to sit-in, blocking
hallways and entrances in a dramatic, non-violent action. The direct
action and a supportive picket line will continue on Sunday October 22.

Your support has been a source of encouragement and enthusiasm to us.

We are cxcited to hear about the many demonstrations plannecd throughout the
world. Let's continue to work together to> bring an end to the Wer and

to build a world where peace end freedom can and will exist.'

o P R F R H NN NN AW

NAISO - from their recruiting leaflet

INALSO supports the demonstrations of 21st/22ud October which are being
organised throughout the world against the continucd aggression of the
United States in Vietnam. In the United States a massive 'March on
Washington' is being organised with the slogan - 'US Get Out of Vietnam
How'. In Britain the Ad Hoc Committee supported by HALSO will hold & mass
rally in Trofalger Square at 2.30 p.m. with international speakers. The
march will then set out for the US Embassy via the Australian and New
Zecalend High Commissions'.

R e £ & & b o

FRANK ALLAUN MP - Member Labour Party MNEC

'There is growing war weariness in America. So President Johnson knows he
must get the war over soon - and well before the Presidential clections in
November 1968. Whilst he is being pross>d very strongly by the US peace
movement -a magnificent one - to cnd the bombing of North Vietnam, without
which there is no possibility of peace talks, he is also being pressed by
the hawks to get the w.r over by wiping out the whole population of North
Vietnam. The hawks are prepared to risk a war with China and with Soviet
Russia. So the decision could go either way. ai this moment of decision
it is most urgent that the British Government be pressed to bring its
influence to bear ageinst the terrible war in Vietnam.'



NATIONAL MOBILISATION COMMITTEE thanks VSC

The following letter was rececived carly in September 1967 by the WSC (which
initiated the October 22 Vietnam ad hoc Committee) from Rev James Bevel,
National Director, National Mobilisation Committec to End the War in
Vietnam.

'In the name of the Nationzl Mobilisation, I should like to express my
appreciation of your prompt response to our appeal for intsrnational

support of our October 21lst Washington Mobilisation. The program you

have arranged toward this end is inspiring and we are indebted to you for :
the hard work and enthusiasm that must have gone into the organisation of
thesc proposed activities. We are further pleased by the long list of
Peace groups that you have united for your demonstration and to hear that
you have invited speakers from other countriecs including the United States.

In reply to your request for further information concerning the aims

and ideas behind our Washington Mobilisation, let me stross that our plans
are not finalised but that we shall keep you up to date as our program
develops.

However, as you state in your letter that some of the Vietnam protest
groups in Great Britian may not realise the i.portance of a weeck—-end of
international demonstrations, let me list some of the major considera-
tions that contributed to our decision for an internationzl appeal.

As a regult of the April 15th marches and the various Vietnam summer
programs, more and more people throughout the United States arc realising
the urgency involved in putting a stop to the war in South-ecast Asia as
well as preventing the occurence of any similar situation in the future.

Consequently, we feel that action designed to focus international attention
on the war-capital of the western world must be participated in by peace
loving people of all countries.

Our slogan 'Confront the War Makors October 21st' is designed to appeal
to all nations. :

Therefore, the National Mobilisation hopes that as many co-ordinated
demonstrations throughout the world will stand with us behind this slogan
and that our united demands will strengthen the note of impatience we
feel toward the continued policy of destruction.

I hope that this brief outline will help you in gathering support for
this program and that you will keep us informed about your activities.

We shall be in touch with you throughout the following months and shall
keep you up to date with the essential structuring of the Washington
confrontation.!

W20 R A KA W H e



SPEECH TO LONDON VIETNAM RALIY -~ OCT 22nd by Pat Jordan

I do not intend to repeat the excellent arguments that have already been made
on this platform about Vietnam, I want to address myself to one topic only:
"Wwhat can we do best to assist the people of Vietnam to defeat American imper-
ialism", First, and most obvious, we must build up the movement in this country
which takes the line of American withdrawal because this is the most principled
and most effective way of opposing the war, As other speakers have explained,

to limit oneself to call for ending the bombing and negotiations, leads one
into a trap. It is impossible to build a protest movement on these lines because
it will be immediately confused by the so—called peace initiatives of Johnson,
backed up by his faithful follower, Wilson, This much is obvious.

But there are wider issues: how can we really bring about a change in Goverrmment
policy? Or to put it another way, CAN we bring about a change in Government
policy? I want to say most emphatically that I believe we can and must force

a change, But we can only force a change in the sense that the Government mano-
euvres,This Government i8 totally committed to the defence of capitalism and
igperialist domination of the third world, whether it be open domination or
disguised in the form of neo-colonialism, That is the whole meaning of its
foreign policy, Therefore the only lasting thing that we can do to help the
people of Vietnam, and other countries, in their fight apainst imperialism, is
to replace the present Government with one which is anti-imperialist:end anti-
capitalist, How do we do this?

Comrades, this week that man Gunter talked of an unholy alliance of Communists
and Trotskyists who are trying to wreck the British economy. That 1s dangerous-
ly like the talk of Hitler and Mussolini when justified their destruction of the
German and Italian labour movements, But I want to pose an alliance in another
form of words: a united front of all left wingers in this country on the issues
of a struggle against imperialism and a struggle for the soci al transformation
of Britain,

Comrades, all over Britain workers are going into action to defend their living
standards: the dockers, printers, busmen, buildin- site workers, postmen, elect-
ricians and others. Tomerrow , they will be followed by huge new sections of the
working class. I propose that we fuse and integrate the struggles against the
wage freeze with that of the strugele against American aggression in Vietnam,
The anti-Vietnam movement and the militant tréde unionists have much to learn
from each other: those in the anti-Vietnam movement can learn from workers'
struggles that only the might of the workers can, in the last analysis, bring
about basic changes in Britain, Militant trade unionists can learn from the
anti-Vietnam war movement that opposition to Govermment policy must be total,

2 One cannot isolate the wage freeze from the Government's support of the
Americans in Vietnam: it is an integral part of an overall policy.

Comrades, the thousands of people on this demonstration must solidarise them-~
selves with the dockers, building site workers, electricians, ani all other
workers engaged in struggle., Just as you have turned up here today to show your
support for the Vietnamese people, you must also show your support for the



Speech to london Vietnam Rally (Continued)

and building site workers, You must join their demon-
g%gggﬁﬁsflggtﬁig%aggﬁey for them?gget your crganisations to support them,
argue thelr case, But we need also to win the militant trade unicnists to
oppesition to the war in Vietnam, Out of the fusing of these two great protest
movements we can build a united front, a. united front with no bans or pro-
scriptions, We are tired of being told that we can't work with certain people
because they are communists, Trotskyists, Maoists, Anarchists, Lets get rid of
this macarthyism once and for all.

There is only one yardstick by which we can judge people: whose side are they
on in the living struggles of today? We judge people by what they do today, not
what they say about history. Comrades, all of you here czn help to form this
united front, Let this united front embrace all those who are willing to fight
imperialism and British capitalism and ite representatives. lLet us bring into
the united front the communists, the trotskyists, the maoists, the left-wing
labour, the left catholics, young liberals, young socialists and non-party
people, Let us once and for all end the witch hunts of the past.

Comrades, we owe a great debt to the Vietnamese people. Their heroic example,
thelr determination to fight to the end against American imperialism, their . .
noble courage has inspired us all, All over the world young people have been
won for anti-imperialism, for socialism by the strength of this example.

Our debt is deep, let us repay it. Let us go forward from this meeting to make
one of the most militant anti-irperialist demonstrations Britain has ever seen.
Let us go forward from this demonstration to build the united front. Let us
build through the united front a mighty movement against imperialism and
against British capitalism's attempts to cut workers living standards, Let us
take this united front on to the offensive, with the aim of building a movement
and the necessary organisations to destroy capitalism in Britain. Let us pledge
ourselves to bwild a new society in Britain through this struggle. A new
soclety which will help to build upthe terrible damage done by the imperialist
wars of aggression, & new society which will pay its debts to the people of
Vietnam,

Comrades, let us pledge ourselves to do all we can to help the world-wide
struggle for national liberation, social advance and social Jjustice, Comrades,
let us show by our actions that we are the conscience of the west, Comrades,
let us today and temorrow show the same fighting spirit as the Vietnamese,
Comrades, let us start doing all these things today.



EXTRACTS FROM DIVEZRSIONS IN THE FIGHT FOR PEACE

seesse At a large demonstration in Trafalgar Squarce in October, initiated
by an organisation culled the Vioctnam Solidarity Campaign, Pat Jordan of
The Weck, in onc of the main specches of the aftornoon, appciled for a
united front.

"We arc tircd of being told that we can't work with cortain pnople boeausc
thoy arc Communists, Trotkyists, Muoists, Anarchists. ILct's get rid of
thig Mocarthyism oncc and for all.!

Any appcal for unity in the prescnt situation nceessarily ovokes an
immediatc responsc. Is there not an overwhelmirng nced for the concentration
of all possiblc forc:s? Must we not wclecome 21l who delearc support for

the Vietnamose people? Communists can work with Christians, liborals,
pacifists. Should they not zlso bo roady to work with 2ll thosc who claim
to bc committed socialists? Surcly it could only be the most doctrinaire,
the soctarian, thoso who do not scc the ncod for unity, thosc who want to
continuc into thc sixtios old and forgotten controversics and divisions,

who could hold back from such an appeal?

Calls for unity, howover, must be accompanicd by principlcd discussion and
ngrocment on policics and forms of action which can be mutually agrecd,
whatever the frankly oxpressod difforences on long-term policics and solutions,
becausc of the urgont neced to avert immediatce disastcr.

We necd thorofore to progross from gencral calls for unity to an oxamination
of various policics which arc being put forward in thc peacc movement, in
order to soo precisely what it is on which we arc being asked to unito.

In pamphlets, articles, lcaflets, posters, meetings, in the visit of our
dologation of thrce Political Committcc mcmbers, including our General
Seeretary, to North Victnam in 1965, and in our policy resolution at the 30th
Nutional Congress in Novomber 1967, the Communist Party has mcde its policy
absolutely clcer. Our Congress resolution states that we beliove the only
just basis for a solution is summarised in the four point proposal of the
Democratic Republic of Victnam, and in the programmc of the broad alliance

of progressive forces cmbedied in the National Front of Libecration of South
Victnam.

This has bcon our position throughout the whole period and romains our
position today. It is our objective, by continuocus cxplanation of this
policy, to win more and morc pcoplc to understand and agree with it.
Furthermors, Communists have supported and participated in the work of

the British Victnam Committce which was sct up zs long ago as 1952 and which
has consistontly campaigned over 21l these years to bring information to
organisations and individuals in Britain about tho struggles of the Victnamese
pcople and to win understunding and support for thesec. There is no doubt

that their work ha: contributed to no small mcasurc to the decisions of

the Labour Party and Trade Union Confercncos on Victnam.

Our Party also deelores in its rosolution that it will rospond to 2ll rcquosts
made by the Victnamese pcople. What requeste have been madc? Mzdical aid
and sup.lics arc desperately nccded, and we have worked for the fullest
sup.ort for such a campaign. But above all they ask us for political action,
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for the mobilisation of British pcople in such numbers: that the policy of
support by Britain for American aggreossion can be ended, This would further
isolate the US and put greater pressurc on it to withdraw its forces from
Vietnam, as provided for in the 1954 Geneva zgreemonts.

How to bring this about? Only on the basis of genuine unity betwecon hundreds
of thousands of people, who may differ widely in their views on the causcs of
war, on religion, on communism and socialism, on thc basie rolc of Amecrican
imperialism, on the character of the Governmonts of North and South Viotnam,
but who nevertheless can unite in their demands for the cossation of tho
bombing, for the withdrawal of American troops, and for the right of the
Vietnamese pcople to deoeide theoir own futurc.

Such are the divisions within the imperialist camp, and even within the ruling
classes in Britoin and Amcrica, that not cven all of these are united in
pursuing present American Government policics in Vietnam. And amongst
ordinary people awarcness of the pressing danger of nuclear war, of a future
clouded with permanent menace, horror at the actions of 2 world power turning
the might of its military machine upon  small undeveloped country, admira-
tion at the heroism, tenacity and skill of a people fighting against aggrossien,
disgust at the dorruption of the Saigon puppot Government and its fascist-
loving ruling class, arc all powerful and variod motives driving many who are
not aware of all the fundamental issues involved, or who hold firmly to
different views, to bocome nevertheless, the 2llics of thosc who already have
a totally committed position based on a socialist world vicw.

It is this kind of unity which is the task beforec the pecace movement, if it

is to mobilise forcis powerful enough to change the situation, and not simply
to make a declaration of its horror at what is happening.  How to bring into
the struggle hundreds of thousanis more who can unite on the kind of immcdiate
demands we have have outlined, and which if fought for and realised could
change the shape of future events both in Britain and on a world-gscale,

This orgunisation (The VSC), a very late arrival on the sccne, having been
sot up only 1966, claims to be the only organisation in Britain which seccks

to build a united front of organisations and individuals pledged to full
support for the National Liberation Front and tho Domocratic Republic of
Vietnam. 'Victory for the NIF' is its slogan, and this it declarcs must be
the basis of united action. Our party, as we have alroady shown, has made its
own analysis and policy perfectly clcar. It is not then on the question of
the call for support for the Vietnamese people that we are critical of this
organisation, but over what neceds to be done now to cnd US aggression. We
believe that what is required is a movement of hundreds of thousznds that

will make 2 rcal political impact in Britain. It is here that the attitude

and activities of the VSC are obstacles to the building of such a movement, since
they cxpress continuow hostility to all whom they consider have not passed
their test of full commitment, and constantly cndeavour to narrow down, and
indeed attack, genuine offorts for the broadest unity around realisable
immediate demands such as w: have already outlined.

Thus U Thant, for example, bccame a figure for major< zttack and hostility,
and his _roposals werc posed against the 'full golidarity' this organisation
dmnds .



Are we doing it an injustice? Let us examine a frank declaration of i

ts
intentions as outlined in the current Labour Worker by the organiser,
David Robinson. Hitherto, he states, the pollcy of the VSC has been to
encourage its supporters to join local Peace in Vietnam Committees and
there put forward the "full solidarity" position.

Following the successful Trafalgar Square demonstraticn, he continues,

the VSC must use its new streng’l in these committees "to call for a
slogan of full solidarity with the Vietnamese people" and "the situation
is now favourable for transforming Peace in Vietnam groups into Solidarity
Committees. This 1s, of course, not a call for unity but for disrupticn.
It would exclude the wast majority of organisation from any participation
in the committees, including great sections of the Labour movement.

It is necessary to examine the position even further., How did this organi-
sation come into existence? It was set up in Britain with total disregard
for all existing organisations, following the call of the "World Congress"
of the Fourth International in I$65. By that time the British Council for
Peace in Vietnam was already firmly established and embraced a wide range
of peace, anti-colonial, labour movement, church and youth organisationg
and individuals of all parties and all walks of life. What was the "World
Congress of the Fourth International"? There have been many splits in tke
Fourth International since Trotsky founded it in I938 and there are now
at least four bodies claiming to be the true heirs of Trotsky. But for our
purpose here it is sufficient to know that this Congress was held by the
Paris-based section which publishes a journal in English called Woerld @utlock.
Supporters in Britain do not have a public organisation, but work within
other organisations. The creation of the VSC must be seen in the context
of policy put forward by this I965 "World Congress'.

«+sFollowing the Congress, supporters of the Fourth International in Britain,
together with International Socialism supporters, and some who supported

the position of the Communist Party of China, called a conference to set

up the Vietnam Solidarity Campalgn....

.+..later the supporters of the Communist Party of China withdrew from tle
conference because of various differences with which this article is not
concerned, and what finally emerged was a committee largely composed of
members of these other two groupings....

... Whatever our views about the nature of the two organisations we have
described this would not cause us to create divisions in any genuine united
effort for Vietnam. The issue is too immediate, too important, too central
for that. However, not all who shout the loudest match words with deeds.

The VSC, as we have seen, explicity campaigns against the concept of a

broad united movement,, . ...coe =Y , -=~ R Tyt tq9t
tesiess3. When the journal 'The Week', which played a big part in the setting
up of the VSC, states, for example, in an editorial that the demonstrations
in Britain and America on Vietnam represented '"the agonised socialist con-
science of the Western world" (our emphasis) we must say that this is non-
sense, and dangerous nonsense, since on the one hand it totally coverestimates
the stage reached in terms of a ccherent socialist position, and on the other
it understimates what mobilisation on a broader scale could achieve.

And if we listen again to Mr. Jordan of The Week speaking at Trafalgar Sq.
we may come to a further conclusion ~ that he is implying that nothing in



fact can be done for Vietnam of any real consequence until we get a
genuine socialist government,with an anti-capitalist,anti-imperialist
mandate, :

"We can only force a change in the sense that this Sovermment
manoeuvres,This Government is totally committed to the defence of
capitalism and imperialist domination of the third world......essee.
therefore the only lasting thing we can do to help the people of Vietnam
and other countries in their fight against imperialism is tc replace
the present Government with one which is anti-imperialist and anti-
capitalist,"

As always,the ultimate objective is posed against immediate demands,
Thus on the cne hand we are offered as a solution to the Vietnamese war
the revoluvticnary overthrow of the American Government,and in Britain
where the majority of the population has not been won to an understanding

of the nature of capitalism and to a committed socialist position it is

proposed that we should narwow down the movement for Vietnam to those wh o
understand the need to participate in the struggle for socialism,

Thefight to explain the necessity for a socialist solution and to

-expose the role of right-wing democracy must go onyand the Communist

Party devotes a major part of its energies precisely to this task,This,
however,is not the task of the peace movement which brings together
people on a clear platform of immediate demards,.  ,...ceee

SHAM SOLIDARITY

Frcm: "Peace News", 9th March,1968 .

No doubt some of .those who on March 17 will be demonstrating as militantly
as possiblé for the complete and final victery of the N,L.F, in South
Vietnam woflld be prepared to go end fight for the Vietnamese pecple if the
call went out for an international brigade. But we wonder how many ?

There is a ring of inauthenticity about.a call for complete solidarity
with the Vietnsmese people that asks the mass of supporters simply to
shout raucous slogans from the safety of the horde, to interfere with pass-
ing motor traffic no doubt, and to break through .a few police cordons.
Moreover, it is deceptive and verging even on contempt to suggest that a
shouting "militant" mob in Grosvenor Square is in any way equivalent in
courage or moral stature to the guerrilla movement that is fighting for
liberation in Vietnam.

A true assessment of the predicament and courage of those Vietnamese who
are resisting the American occupaticn of Vietnam demands of the English-
man an appraisal of his own responsibility for the war and a willingness
to consider and take equivalent risks to those of the guerrilla fighter.
Any one of us who can say that he is willing to sacrifice his liberty
and even his life to do the maximum possible in this country to make the
Americans withdraw from Vietnam does have the right to claim that he is
in solidarity with the Vietnamese guerrillas, But Peace News does not
recommend that individuals in Britain should adopt over here the tactics
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of the NLF; nor do we recommend that people in Vietnam itself should join
the Front, ~“Our position ideally is that the NLF should cease fire uni-
laterally and that the United States should withdraw unilaterally.: (To
call for a cease-fire by America is to recognise her riﬁ to be in
Vietham.) + (Our.emphasis)

However, as pacifists like A.J.Muste and the crew of the Paoenix have dis-
covered when they visited Vietnam, we have no right to call on the NLF to
cease fire, We are too much responsible for what the Americans are doing
in Vietnam to be entitled to condemn the NLF when they resist with violence.
'%xerefore we call for American withdrawal from Vietnam and must do all in
our power to make that withdrawal possible. Does a huge, slogan-shouting
unruly march to Grosvenor Square make American withdrawal more likely ?
We don't think so. What we look to are attempts to drametise British
involvement in Vietnam - our hovercraft, nerve gases, electrical instruments,
training facilities in Johore, rest and recreation centres in Hong Kong,
troops in Thailand, military-sponsored research in universitles, diplomatic
support, historical responsibility — and to spell out that British dissoc-
jation involves the abandonment of and atonement for these functions,

Moreover, we can best dissociate ourselves from British involvement by
working for the withdrawal of American troops from this country and by
encouraging American troops over here to desert and US draft resisters

to stand firm. The proof that these efforts are not insignificant was

the demonstration against the war by soldiers in the US army that we repor-
ted only two weeks ago. - :

Not only, we fear, will the March 17 demonstration show contempt by its
lack of dignity and commitment, for the Vietnamese who are fighting for
their independence. But also we expect that it will show by expressions

of frustration, ill-directed violence, and ange; the self-contempt in
which many of the demonstrators hold themselves. It just isn't serious to
suggest that a punch-up with policemen in London can help us to stop the
Vietnam war, yet because people care about Vietnam and because they can't
think of anything better to do, many normally sensible people will find
themselves carried by the crowd into scuffles with the police.

The frustration, this desperate irrational reaction to our inability to do
anything very much to stop a horrible war, is a form of self-contempt.
For there are things that we can do to dissociate Britain from America and
to help forward the pressures for American withdrawal. And we should get

on with doing them.
Bob Overy
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GENOCIDE IN VIETNAM -~ HYPOCRISY IN CLAPHAM HIGH STREET

The success of V.S5.C. in building a united front of support for the
Vietnamese liberation struggle will be evident on March 17th, as it was

in last Cctober's mobilisation. Another achievement of V.S.C, has been

to outrage the leaders of the C.P, and the S.L.L., just about the only ism e
on which they have achieved unanimity,

There has been a stream of articles in "The Newsletter" lately, attacking
V.S.C. and "The Week" for everything from Pacifism to supporting "indirectly"
the C.P, bureaucracy. The high point came in the issue of March 5th, when

Cliff Slaughter, chief Guru of Clapham High Street, attempted to interpret
the ramblings of Betty Reid's article in "Comment" (which has been dealt with
in previous issues of "The Week"). Faced with the contradiction between the
S.L.L's accusations of support by V.S.C., for Stalinism, and the C.P's

attack in "Comment" he concludes that; "Her real aim is to lick them into
shape, as part of bringing all the "Left" protest groups under the control
of the Stalinists directly. (So this is what the unity of opposites means!)
Such & claim may convince the more dedicated adherents of Slaughter's band

of transcendental meditation, but its falseness will be exposed as v:S,C.
builds support for the N,L.F, on a genuinely non-sectarian basis.

This is, of course, what the S.L.L. opposes, they are filled with horror at
the sight of Macists, L.P, members, Trotsyists, New Left, Trade Unionists,
ete. working together and achieving a genuine unity on the most vital issue
facing the International Working Class movement. This is why, last Spring,
they denounced the first mass demonstration in the U.S. against the war,
under the cynical headline, "Genocide in Vietnam, Euphoria in Sheep Meadow.,"
But, of course, they have lous. and long proclaimed their solidarity with
the N.L.F,, and have lost no opportunity to boast of it., But alas ! this
ao0lidarity does not extend to supporting the call by the Vietnamese *for
International demonstrations to mark the amiversary of the first Anti-
American demonstration in Saigon on March 19th, 1950. They have also
ignored the appeals of the Vietnamese for Medical Aid, and whilst Vv.S.C.
supporters have worked hard to raise funds for the aid of the Vietnamese
Revolution, their support has been confined to the printed page. We might
well comment, "Genocide in Vietnam - Hypoerisy in Clapham High Street,

However, they do not intend to kick their heels, for the latest in the pro-
liferating issues of the "News - Letter", carried a statement from the
"National Committee of the Young Socialists" (the body which was set up

after the split of the S.L.L. supporters from the Y.S. in 1964, ani which has
been in residence in Clapham High Street ever since, despite somewhat exten-
sive and frequent changes in personnel) in which they call for a week of

demonstrations from Marck 24th to 31st, mainly on Vietnam, %é

Tt has been a consistent complaint of the S.L.L. that when they have called
for a Lobby or Demonstration on a certain date, the €.P. have followed by
calling for one shortly after, in order to divert support from their effort.
Could it be that they are taking a leaf out of Gollan's book on this occasion?

Of course, even so they have no chance of success,
Bob Purdie.



