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M GOING TD
MORECAMBE!

Says Sunderland Forge
convenor Gordon Kirton

FIVE YEARS ago, before the
Labour government was elected, a
member of my ETU branch—a
Young Socialist — used to criticize
the policies of Harold Wilson.

We older members used to shout
him down, because we ail had faith
in Harold Wilson. Now we can see
that the Young Socialists were right
all the time.

Wilson has betrayed the working
class.

1 used to rush out canvassing for
the Labour candidate and | could
not bear to hear a young man come
along and criticize the Labour
Party.

But as time went on | realized
he was right and I’'m not ashamed
to admit it now.

Some of us older workers were
annoyed that a Young Socialist
should try to put us right, but now
some of us can see that the Young
Socialists understood more than we
did.

For a long time 1 thought politics
and trade unions should not mix.
| always thought that. As a con-
venor, | could work before and get
things done on the shop floor.

I can’t do that now because
before | was just fighting the em-
ployer, but now the employers have
the backing of the government.

The Young Socialists are right—
trade union work is political today.

I attended the Morecambe Con-
ference last year. | have attended
the ETU Conference before bhut at
the Morecambe Young Socialists’
Conference 1 saw hundreds of
young people rivetted to their seats
and heard young people speaking
in a way that made me feel I didn’t
know anything about the political
struggle in the trade union move-
ment.

I know now politics can’t be kept
out of the trade unions.

I will be coming to the Young
Socialists’ Conference again this
year and | will be really proud to
do all I can to help the Young
Socialists in this area.
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New offensive by Vietnam NLF

ON FEBRUARY 23 the
National Liberation Front be-
gan a new offensive in South
Vietnam. Although such an

event had been predicted daily
in the past six months the
American forces were taken
completely by surprise.

The National Liberation Front,
which does not, the Americans

like to inform us, control very
much of the South, simultane-
ously attacked 125 towns and
military bases causing heavy
casualties amongst American and
‘allied” troops.

The initial attack was followed
up by highly-successful ground
and rocket attacks against US
bases, in particular the Da Nang
and Lan Binh bases and sur-
rounding ‘pacified’ villages suf-

fered heavy damage.

Heavy fighting is also taking
place near Ashau Valley, where
the US forces took heavy losses
after last year’s Tet offensive.

It is reported that American
gunners were so jittery after two
rockets landed on Saigon, that
the Saigon batteries fired
wildly into the jungle in the hope
of hitting the NLF.

In Laos and Thailand the

By Ray Efford

guerrilla forces have also moved
onto the offensive. Throughout
the whole of Indo-China the
forces of American imperialism
and their collaborators are being
driven into the sea.

In this position, with victory
in sight, the heroic workers and
peasants of Vietnam must be on
their guard against any attempt
at a ‘settlement’ being forced
upon them through peace talks.

NORTHERN IRELAND

Our answer to
Paisley and O’Neill

THE February election in
Northern Ireland has very
serious implications for the

working class.

Reflected in the split in the
Unionist = Party between the
Paisleyites and the supporters
of O’Neill is the deep crisis of
British capitalism.

The economy of Northern Ireland
is irrevocably tied to the
British economy. Because of
this the danger represented by
the growth of Paisleyism and
the bankruptcy of the social
democrats and Civil Rights
protesters cannot be separated
from the struggle in Britain.

There is a definite parallel be-
tween the split in the Unionist
Party and the divisions within
the British Tory Party between
the Powellites and the so-
called ‘moderates’.

The ‘plum’ reform of one man one
vote in Northern Ireland

proved to be completely in-
adequate to solve the real
problems of the working class.

O’Neill tried 'to campaign on the
basis of a ‘moderate’ policy in
the elections, but in spite of
this he was very nearly toppled
by Paisley in the Banside con-
stituency.

The crisis of British imperialism
has gone way beyond whatever
O’Neill has to offer by way of
a ‘democratic’ government.

This is why Paisley’s use of re-
ligious prejudice, in a way
which echoes the period of the
Nazis in Germany in the
1930s, is one more in tune with
the requirements of the ruling
class today.

Thus nothing has been resolved

for O’Neill in the Northern
Ireland elections.
Meanwhile the Civil Rights

leaders and the Labour Party
who have desperately tried to
contain the working class

PRESIDENT NIXON, the
newly-elected leader of Ameri-
can imperialism, received a
warm welcome from fellow
representatives of capitalism
on his recent European tour.

Travelling to Rome, Paris,
Berlin and London in the name
of ‘peace’ and ‘harmony’ his real
purpose was to prepare for the
big _carve-up of FEuropean big
business by American capital.

In Rome large crowds demon-
strated against American im-
perialism. Clashes with the police
resulted in 199 arrests and left
85 police injured.

In Paris, Berlin and London
Nixon was also greeted by dem-
onstrations; all of which involved
clashes with the police or attacks
on US buildings.

Nixon’s visit
to Europe

Throughout all these events
Nixon remained calm and he was
not one bit deterred from the
job he came to do.

The American ruling class is
not afraid of protesters — they
have gained plenty of experience
in the United States on how to
deal with them.

Both Nixon and the represen-
tatives of European capitalism
can only be shaken by a move-
ment of the working class in a
revolutionary direction.

Nixon’s coming to power and
his visit to Europe have sharply
reflected the international crisis
of imperialism, so the job of
revolutionaries is not to protest
but to build a revolutionary party
whose task will be to lead the
European working class to take
power and thus deal the most
decisive blow of all against Nixon
and all he represents.

within a protest movement
made the following statement
in the Northern Ireland Labour
Party election leaflets:

‘Go further—full British rights—
Vote Labour! . .. The Labour
Party has sought to make no
pelitical cepital out of the
events of recent months, it has
consistently urged restraint; it

has consistently condemned
the use of force; but it has
consistently called, over a

period of many years, for re-
form—and for the application
in Northern Ireland .of British
standards of democracy.’

This follows the same pattern as
the policy of the Labour gov-
ernment—a complete subserv-
ience to British imperialism.

The British working class has
already had a taste of ‘British
standards of democracy’ and
found that when they elected
a Labour government to power
in 1964 and 1966 that govern-
ment betrayed every single
election pledge and actually
became the organizer to save
captialism from its own eco-
nomic crisis.

It is very clear in Northern
Ireland that, should the situa-
tion require it, the Labour
government will be quite pre-
pared to use troops against the
working cless in order to bol-
ster up O’Neill.

This is why the Northern Ireland
Young Socialists recognizes
that the fight of the working
class in this country is part of
the fight of the working class
in Britain against the policies
of the Labour government.

Both ©O’Neill and Paisley can
only be defeated through a
uvnity of struggle against the
treacherous  social-democratic
reformist leaders of the labour
movement and the Stalinists of

the Communist Party who
cover up for them.
The Northarn Ireland Young

Socialists is for the unity of
struggle of the youth and the
adult workers, both Protestant
and Catholic, in the fight to
build a revolutionary party
and for a Marxist daily news-
paper.

That is our answer to Paisley.
O’Neill and the Powellites.

American
Trotshyist
acquitted

Keep Left Reporter

CHARGES, carrying a depor-
tation order if upheld, against
Robert Sherwood, a US Trot-
skyist and draft resistor, have
been dropped.

Comrade Sherwood faced a
charge of falsifying his immi-
gration questionnaire. He was
acquitted by a Toronto court
on February 13.

Charged under section 50f
of the Canadian Immigration
Act, the prosecution alleged
that he had failed to list con-
victions received during civil
rights activities in Chicago in
1963 and 1965. Only one wit-
ness was produced—a police
officer, who could not prove
that comrade Sherwood’s
arrest record showed 'criminal
convictions.

This victory over the courts
can be credited to the work
of the Canadian Workers’
League, which raised hundreds
of dollars for comrade Sher-
wood’s defence and built up
wide support in the working-
class and student movement.

The Committee to Defend
Robert Sherwood has stated
that it is prepared to continue’
the fight should the govern-
ment decide to appeal or con-
tinue to harrass him in any
other way.

Himsy evidence convicts
Reverend Sithole

By Rosemary Boxall

ON FEBRUARY 12  the
Rhodesian African national-
ist leader the Reverend Sithole
was sentenced to six years’
hard labour, after he was
found guilty of incitement to
murder Ian Smith and two
other Rhodesian Cabinet Min-
isters.

The flimsy evidence on which
he was convicted consisted of a
letter plotting the assassinations,
which was supposedly written by

Savage Israeli
attack

THE SAVAGE attack by the
Israeli Air Force on the bases of
the Al Fatah on February 24 is

only one side of the Zionist
aggression against the Arab
peoples.

The Israeli Air Force has also
been active in bombing crops in
Arab-held parts of the Jordan
Valley. By destroying the liveli-
hood of the peasantry the Zion-
ists clearly hope to break the
resistance of the Arabs and drive
them out of the area so
that they will be able to take
over the land.

In the Arab territory occupied
by Zionist armies resistance is
growing particularly amongst the
youth.

In Bethlehem 400 schoolgirls
staged a demonstration against
the occupation. When this was
broken up by the police, who
arrested 14, trainee teachers in
nearby Ramallah began a strike.

him to a Mr. X. However, only
a photographic copy could be
produced in court—the original
had been mutilated, according to
the prosecution, The handwriting
could not .be accurately com-
pared with Sithole’s.

Sithole called the charge a
frame-up. Before the end of his
trial he told the court that. he
wished to dissociate his name ‘in
thought, word and deed from any
form of violence’. This however
did not prevent him from being
convicted.

Held four years

Sithole has been held without
trial for more than four years,
ever since the banning of -his
party, ~ the Zimbabwe African
National Union.

The letter was supposed to
have been written from prison
to his supporters.

Bis party is at the forefront
of the African guerrilla forces in
Rhodesia.  fighting = heroically
ageinst Smith’s racialist regime.

The victimization of Sithole
may be the start of a new round
of repressions against the oppon-
ents of Smith’s supremacist re-
gime.

Arm the Africans

Coming as it does at the same
time as Smith prepares to intro-
duce a new constitution, there is
a vital need in the British labour
movement ‘to raise the demand
for the arming of the African
workers.

Wilson’s government in Britain
allows the Smith regime to con-
tinue and is actively preparing
to sell-out the African workers.
Trade unionists and youth must
mobilize now to - fight this
treachery.
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MASSIVE MARCH
ON LEGISLATI

BEHIND the banners of the
All Trades Unions Alliance,
the National Apprentices’
and Young Workers’ Action
Committee, the Young Social-
ists and the Socialist Labour
League 3,000 youth and adult
trade  unionists  marched
through London’s West End
on Sunday, February 23,
inst the Labour govern-

t's anti-trade union laws.

all parts
members

On coaches from
of the country came
of Young Socialist branches
and students from the YS
Student Societies. They were
joined by many hundreds of
workers from important engin-
eering factories in Swindon,
Oxford, Birmingham, Glasgow,
Liverpool and Newcastle-upon-
Tyne.

A realization that the demon-
stration had to sound a note of
urgency for the working class
was reflected in the chants taken
up by the whole march: ‘Payn-

ter, Woodcock will betray!’,
‘Fight Wilson today! SFop
Powell tomorrow!’ ‘Strike

against the White Paper!’.

The demonstration played an
important role in the struggle to
unite adult workers and youth
behind a programme for the
building of a Marxist revolution-
ary party and the launching of a
daily newspaper.

It was particularly significant
for the Young Socialists as it was
first called by the National Ap-
prentices’ and Junior Workers’
Action Committee at the found-
ing conference in December
1968.

This movement was fought for
by the Young Socialists in the
engineering industry and brought
many young apprentices and
junior workers into political ac-
tion for the first time.

The call for the demonstration
was ' immediately supported by
the Young Socialists’ National
Commitee, the All Trades Unions
Alliance 2nd the Socialist Labour
League.

At a meeting packed to over-
flowing in the Porchester Hall,
Paddington, AUBTW apprentice
JOHN WATERFALL described

the international struggle of
youth.

The youth were in the front
line, he said, for all the repres-

sions which the employers were

mounting against the working
class.

All unorganized youth must
quickly be brought into . the
Young Socialists and the All
Trades Unions Alliance.

HUGHIE NICOL, of the

National Apprentices’ and Young
Workers’ Action Committee ap-
pealed for older workers to sup-

port the fight of the youth. He
called on them to attend the
Morecambe Conference of the

Young Socialists.

The national secretary of the
Socialist Labour League, GERRY
HEALY, said that the yardstick
of who were the friends and
enemies of the working class was
their fight against the Labour
government—‘the most treacher-
ous gang of traifors in the history
of the labour movement’.

Those trade union leaders who
met in Croydon on February 27
did not want a fight against this
government. Neither did the
Communist Party.

The job of those who had come
on the demonstration was to
carry through the fight for the
working class to break from re-
formism.

Ford and the docks were now
in the front line of the struggle.
It was better that there should
be a reel fight on these issues
and bring down the Labour gov-
ernment than have the Tories
return to power with the hands
of the working class tied behind
its back.

Merseyside docker LARRY
KAVANAGH explained the big
political implications of the
docks struggle. The employers
were using the Labour leaders in
order to press forward to the
virtual elimination of labour in
some sections of the port in-
dustry.

Warned REG PARSONS. sec-
retary of the All Trades Unions
Alliance:

‘We don’t intend to let the
employers use the Labour gov-
ernment any longer to whip the
working class. Should they dare
touch the dockers or the Ford
workers we would go into action
mmediately!’

A magnificent collection of
£204 3s. 1d. was taken after an
appeal by the chairman JOHN
POWER.

Unanimous vote for two resolutions

i
|

& THIS demonstration and meet-

ing of trade unionists and
apprentices totally condemns the
government White Paper on in-
dustrial relations as a step to-
wards opening the door to the
return of a Tory government and
the setting up of a dictatorship
in Britain.

It calls on trade unionists to
oppose all co-operation with the
industrial boards and the Com-
mission on Industrial Relations,
whose purpose it is to regiment
the working class in the interests
of big business. The White Paper
is not just the brainchild of
Barbara Castle; behind her stand
the real architects of the White
Paper—the Tory bankers, big
businessmen and stock exchange
speculators.

The White Paper is the logical
product oi four years of
collaboration with government-
sponsored commissions, such as
Donovan and Devlin, and the
betrayal of workers’ struggles,
such as the AEF wage claim, by
the trade union bureaucracy.

The appointment of Woodcock
and ex-Communist Party member
Paynter to the CIR is a clear
warning to the trade union move-
ment that the bureaucracy—‘left’
or ‘right’'—will continue to be-
tray and facilitate the return of
a Tory police state if it is not
defeated and smashed.

We are confident that the
working class will defeat this
conspiracy, but only if it is poli-
tically and organizationally pre-
pared to do so. Nothing could be

more dangerous than a spasmodic
struggle without the political
leadership. We warn all workers
against propaganda which avoids
the political struggle with the
government and tries to divert
militant workers into reformist
and adventurist struggles with
no prospect of victory.

Guerrilla struggles and sit-
downs will not stop the White
Paper. We support every strike
action against the White Paper
and call for the maximum unity
of organized workers for a mas-
sive national strike against the
White Paper and the Wilson gov-
ernment. At the same time we
support the struggles of sections
of workers like those at Ford,
the London docks and the Lam-
beth dustmen, who are the target
of a vicious government, press
and employer attack.

We call on all trade unionists
to give the utmost support to
the struggles of youth in industry
and in particular the fight of
the apprentices to secure their
just demands.

We further call on all trade
union and ‘left’ MPs to stop
equivocating on aspects of the
White Paper and to come out
openly against this reactionary
proposal in parliament and out-
side it.

Encouraged by Wilson, the
Tories are preparing to come
back and complete the job of
suffocating the trade unions with
a mixture of blatant racialism
and savage attacks against the
closed shop, the legal immunity

of trade unions and what little is
left after the White Paper.

A defeat for Wilson is a defeat
for the Tories and their fascist
hangers-on. It is better for the
working class to build up their

militancy in the fight against
Wilson than to allow a Tory vic-
tory by default.

Recognizing the
gravity of the situation and the
grave dangers confronting the
trade unions, we pledge ourselves
to build big branches of the All
Trades Unions Alliance
cities and factories throughout
the country.

@® Forward to the defeat of the
White Paper and repeal of
the Prices and Incomes Act!

® Full support for the struggle
to win the ap-
prentice charter! ¢

é WE, the Apprentices’

extreme

in all |

and |

Young Workers’ Action Com- '
mittee, on behalf of apprentices |

here today, pledge the fullest
possible support for the demands
of the Apprentices’ Charter,
which include :
35-hour week;
Four weeks’ holiday;
60 per cent of adult rate
at 15 years;
90 per cent of adult rate
at 20 years.

We further pledge the fullest |

possible action, including strike
action, in order to im-
plement these demands. ¢
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Fight the anti-union laws!
One-day strike on May 1!

MORE AND MORE young workers are joining the fight to
defend the trade unions against the attacks of the
employers and their servants in the Labour government.

Close on 40,000 workers employed by the Ford motor company
went on strike at the end of last month against a pay deal,
approved by leading union negotiators, designed to prevent
strikes and further increase the brutal speed-up which has
gone on since 1962. In that year the company inflicted a
defeat on the unions—caused largely by rotten leadership
from Communist Party shop stewards and officials—and
put 17 stewards out of its Dagenham factories.

This year, despite hesitation by union leaders and a High Court
injunction preventing the two major trade unions spreading
the dispute, the strike gathered strength.

If the court’s March 6 decision to tear up the injunction is a
victory, then it is a victory for the determination and
unity of the strikers at Halewood, Dagenham and the
other Ford plants in this country.

But it is one thing to strike against Ford’s £5 million ‘slave
charter’. It is quite another to roll back the company’s
plans to shackle its workers to a vicious productivity agree-
ment and defeat the Labour government’s attempts, through
Mrs. Castle’s White Paper and the Commission on Industrial

Relations, to enforce this kind of deal throughout industry.

This requires, above all, the building of a revolutionary political
leadership in all the struggles of the working class.

After Mr. Justice Lane’s decision that collective bargains
between trade unions and employers are not, as the law
now stands, enforceable through the courts, the employers
are now certain to step up both their campaign for changes
in the law and their preparations for the return of a Tory
government which would directly carry through their
offensive against the working class.

Reformist trade union leaders and MPs are both unwilling and
unable to fight back. Both Mr. George Woodcock, former
general secretary of the Trades Union Congress, and ex-
Stalinist ex-miners’ leader Mr. Will Paynter now sit on
the CIR alongside . . . Mr. Leslie Blakeman of Ford’s !

No one should under-estimate the dangers if the working class
does not break in time from such reformist leaders.
Only an immense industrial and political campaign to
prevent the White Paper becoming law and bring down
the Labour government will now fit the bill.

KEEP LEFT welcomed the strike and demonstrations on
February 27, so far as they went, but they were only a
beginning. Communist Party leaders did their best to
contain the militancy of those who participated and channel
it into ‘pressure’ on the trade union leaders and the Labour
government.

A well-prepared national action, involving far wider sections
of workers than were brought out on February 27, must
now be organized in order to prepare a ruthless revolution-
ary struggle against Tory reaction.

We therefore fully support the Socialist Labour League Political
Committee’s proposal for a one-day strike on May 1.
Now is the time to plunge seriously into the work of build-
ing a truly mass revolutionary party in Britain.

Y5 SUMMER GAMP

Saturday, July 26 to Saturday, August 9, 1969
Cost £7 10s. 0d. each week
does not include fare
East Coast Resort
Discussions — Lectures — Swimming
Film Shows

Dances to top groups

SWINDON BY-
ELECTION IS ON!

AFTER months of waiting,
Francis Noel - Baker, the
Labour MP for Swindon since
1955, has finally resigned and
the by-election date should
be announced in the near
future.

The Young Socialists’ prospec-
tive candidate is Frank Willis, a
well-known AEF shop steward
and a member of the district
ccmmittee.

Aged 34 years, he was born in
Swindon. He is a member of the
Central Committee of the Social-
ist Labour League.

In a statement issued in
November 1967 he declared his
determination ‘to fight against
the high cost of living, through
socialist nationalization under
workers’ control, with commit-
tees of trade unionists and house-

wives controlling wages and
prices’.
He Dbelieves workers

oppose all speed-up productivity
deals, measured-day work and
raticnalization. He is fully in sup-
port of all struggles for more
wages.

In a special statement to Keep
Left fcllowing the resignation of
Francis Ncel-Baker, he said:
‘Since agreeing to be the prospec-
tive parliamentary candidate for
the Young Socialists the political
situation has grown much more
seriocus for the labour movement.

‘New laws are being legislated
against the trade unions by a
Labcur government which . has
betrayed the working class. As a
result they are paving the way
for the return of a Toury govern-

ment during the next general
election.

‘Trade unionists and all social-
ists must call a halt to this

treachery by building a revolu-
ticnary leadership which will
prepare the working class to take
the power.

‘The Labour Party and reform-

must ism will destroy the trade unions.

Frank Willis—prospective Young
Socialists’ candidate.

Only revolutionary policies can
save them.
‘We lock forward to a big

political fight in Swindon, a town
where a considerable portion of
the electorate are trade unionists.

‘As cne who understands the
wages problem as a political
issue frcm my experience cn the
factory shop flocr and in the
union branches I appeal to them
for support.’

Let Swindon give a lead in the
fight against Toryism and those
who serve them in the Labour
Party.

LETTERS demanding more
say for pupils in their schools
were delivered at the Depart-
ment of Education and
Science and the Greater
London Council’s County
Hall after 500 young people
had demonstrated through
London on March 2.

Called by the School Action

Union around demands for con-

trol of schools by students and
staff, freedom of speech and
assembly, the outlawing of cor-
poral punishment, comprehensive
education, and more pay for
teachers, the demonstration
would have been confined to
these broad demands if it had not
been for the political intervention
of the Young Socialists.

In a leaflet issued to the dem-
onstration by the Young Social-
ists, who had a contingent with
banners on the march, the issues
in the schools were linked with

Young Socialists march on
demonstration

the fight against the Labour
government.
The Young Socialists urged

young people at school to ‘join
in solidarity with young people
in Vietnam, Ireland, Spain,
Mexico, Czechoslovakia and all
over the world fighting against
imperialism, Stalinism, and
Labour reformism. . . .

‘Young people at school,” it
continued, ‘must unite with
young workers to throw out
Wilson, smash the Tory capital-
ists and open the way for wor-
kers’ power in Britain.’

The Young Socialists were
joined by a number of London
schools in shouting ‘End the
education cuts — throw Wilson
out !’

The Young Socialists’ con-
tingent put forward a revolution-
ary programme of demands :

@® Comprehensive education for
all.

@® Re-organization of education
in co-operation with workers
in the factories; control by
elected workers’ organiza-

.

tions over technical educa-
tion.

@® Raise the school-leaving age
to 16 with full grants to
working-class families.

® Free access to science and
culture for working-class
youth, with special arrange-
ments for entrance to uni-
versities and technical col-
leges.

@® Student status, with full
maintenance grants for all
worker-students and those
at schools from age 16.

@® End corporal punishment in
schools.

The vote at 18.

Nationalization of the banks,
basic industries and insur-
ance companies under work-
ers’ control with no compen-
sation.

@® Victory to the NLF! Free-
dom for all colonial peoples!

® Down with the immigration
laws !
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head of the 1919
government (number 2), and his colleagues—they opened the door
for the rise of the Nazis in the 1920s.

What can be learnt
from the events at LSE

BY DAVID BRUCE

THE students of the London
School of Economics are
back after a month-long lock-
out, with the gates that were
torn down now back in place.

High Court injunctions for-
bid 12 students from entering
the school without leave from
the authorities, and one lead-
ing militant has been barred
altogether. Three staff who
supported the students still
face disciplinary charges.

At two General Meetings of
the Students’ Union, motions
calling for a ‘sit-in’ against the
legal actions have been defeated,
following right-wing agitation.

This situation leaves the stud-
ents in a very dangerous position,
since the struggle has been seen
by the leadership purely as an
‘LSE question’, when the Labour
government, the press and the
school authorities have shown
that they intend to give no con-
cessions.

Instead, they plan to impose
stiff disciplinary codes in the
universities and threaten the
grants of students who refuse to
comply with their schemes, at
the same time as they prepare a
whole series of cuts to lower
drastically education standards in
Britain.

witch-hunt

In line with this, the parlia-
mentary sub-committee on stud-
ent relations tours the universities
collecting material for a big
witch-hunt against students and
student militants, and lays the
basis for the recruitment of a
right-wing force to mobilize
against the working class.

At a time when the students
come face to face with the capi-
talist state, the ‘International
Socialism’ group at the LSE has
not only carried out no real poli-
tical work in the school itself,
but has also refused to campaign
in other colleges in or out of
London for a real movement
against the victimizations.

They simply led an adventure
by occupying the University of
London Union, where they have
never had any mass support in
the past, and by calling a ‘Carni-
val’, complete with calypso band
and fancy dress, when the school

was re-opened with none of the
grievances settled.

The Labour government plans
a massive offensive against the
trade unions with the new White
Paper, which threatens both the
right to strike unofficially and
the power of the official trade
union movement. This attack
opens the way for the return of
the Tories on a reactionary,
racialist programme designed to
smash the unions.

Such a government will have
short shrift for militant or pro-
testing students.

The events at the LSE must
therefore be seen as part of the
preparations of the employing

class to stop the development of |

a movement linking students with
workers and to ‘settle’ the ques-
tion of student protest before
this war on the unions.

Maixism

Neither students by themselves
nor the trade unions under their
present leadership can defeat this
attack. Only the working class
mobilized behind the Marxist
revolutionary party is able to
force a showdown with the
Wilson government and stop the
Tories coming to power with the
White Paper already made law.

But it is not enough just to
appeal to workers to support the
struggle of students, or for stud-
ents at the LSE to pledge solid-
arity with the fight against anti-
union legislation. What is re-
quired is the fight to build the
revolutionary alternative to the
betrayals of the labour and trade
union leaders. This means a fight
inside the unions and in the uni-
versities to win workers and
students to Marxism.

An understanding of and a
fight for Marxist theory is the
only basis on which the working
class can be mobilized to take
power.

The Young Socialists has al-
ways fought for the alternative
to the sell-out of the Wilson
traitors. Only this fight can unite
students and workers behind a

. theory and a programme for

working-class power. Students at
the LSE who are serious about
the fight against victimizations
should join the Young Socialists
and the Young Socialist Student
Society which pledge to train
young people as Marxists in a
struggle to end capitalism for
good.

GERMANY 1918-1933

Lessons of the Weimar Republic

This is the first in a series or articles by JOHN CRAWFORD on the develop-
ments in Germany which preceded Hitler’s coming to power in 1933 and
their comparison with the position of the Labour government and the Tory

BRITAIN today stands on
the brink of a tremendous
upheaval.

On the one hand, the working
class is highly organized and
has built up its standard of
living compared with the
pre-war period. On the other
hand the ruling class is
forced, by the crisis of world
capitalism, to try to smash
the organizations of the
labour movement and
squeeze higher profits out
of the workers.

The Labour leaders, especially in
the four years since Wilson
took office, have done their
best to weaken the workers in
the face of this attack. But
the needs of the employers now
go beyond what even the most
treacherous Labour leadership
can do.

They prepare to bring back the
Tories with an extreme right-
wing leadership.

Such a government will carry out
anti-working-class actions un-
precedented in = Britain. To
prepare to answer them, it is
necessary to build a Marxist
revolutionary leadership which

" can draw on the historical ex-
perience of the international
working class.

The development of Germany,
from the revolution of 1918 to
the smashing of the workers’
movement by Hitler in 1933, is
a tremendously important part
of this history.

When the Kaiser was overthrown
by the German workers,
soldiers and sailors in Novem-
ber 1918, the ruling class of
the whole world trembled. Was
this the spread of the Russian
Revolution to Western Europe?

Workers’ councils sprang up all
over Germany, similar to the
Soviets in Russia. But the
Marxists of Germany, organized
only a short time before in the
Spartakus League, were not yet
capable of the clear leadership

Party in Britain today.

needed for the councils to take
over power.

The right-wing Social-Democratic
Party leaders were very clear,
however. The equivalents of
the present British Labour
leaders collaborated with the
Junkers and the General Staff
of the Kaiser’s army to keep
the Councils under control.

Middle-of-the-road leaders of the
so-called - ‘Independent Social-
ists’ confused the situation still
further by .advocating a sort of
combination of the Councils
with parliamentary rule.

The Communist Party, newly
formed from the Spartakus
League, failed to win the

leadership of the workers in
time.

An ill-thought-out uprising was
crushed in January 1919 and
the finest leaders of the Com-
munist Party, Karl Liebknecht
and Rosa Luxemburg, were
murdered on the instigation of
the Social-Democrats, Noske
and Scheidemann.

We must never forget that the
Labour leaders in Britain today
will be quite ready to act simi-
larly when the occasion arises.

When elections took place in the
same month, 14,000,000 out of
a total 30,000,000 votes went
to candidates calling them-
selves socialist.

The extreme right-wing National-
ists and People’s Party got only
4,500,000.

The National Assembly which
met at Weimar at the begin-
ning of February (hence the
name ‘Weimar Republic’) was
thus supposed to represent an
electorate demanding big
changes.

But history is not determined by
votes.

The ‘socialist’ leaders refused to
carry out a single measure to
attack the power of German

capital.
Whilst mouthing all kinds of
democratic phrases, they in

fact carried the capitalist state
on their backs.

The Communists, although gain-
ing support in the -working
class, and receiving guidance

from the Russian leaders, were
still not able to learn all the
lessons of their earlier mis-
takes.

In March 1921, they were drawn
into another premature action.

Then, in 1923, they were pre-
sented with an opportunity ta
lead the workers to power such
as the world has never seen.

The economy, and especially the
financial system, was in a des-
perate crisis. Several attempts
from the right to take power
had failed. Large sections of
the middle class, impoverished
by the inflation, demanded re-
volutionary changes.

But the chance was missed.

Swinging away from their pre-
vious ‘adventurous’ line, the
German Communist Party
leaders had now failed - to
recognize that they had the
support of a majority of wor-
kers for a revolution.

The Russian leaders, beginning
to reflect the pressure of the
Soviet bureaucrats (Lenin was
very ill and Trotsky already
in opposition to the Stalinists)
did not correct their German
comrades.

The ruling class recovered its
confidence.

The workers, disillusioned by the
Communist Party leadership,
settled back to the daily
struggle for a living.

The middle class swung right
away from the working-class
movement and increasingly
turned to the right.

Now, under the Dawes Plan to
stabilize the Mark. American
banks began to pour capital
into Germany. A period of
feverish prosperity opened up.

A series of coalition governments,
with or without the participa-
tion of the Social-Democrats,
ruled Germany with a series of
minor reforms to keep the
workers quiet.

Capitalism looked very stable.

But the world economic crash
of 1929 brought this period to
an abrupt end. In 1933, Hitler
came to power.

Armed Spartakists march through Berlin in 1918
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Part one of a new series by
Frank Cartwright
on , capitalism’s murderous
drive for profit

CAPITALISM regards men as
‘abour’ and nature as ‘resources’.
Both to be bought and sold, plun-
dered and accumulated in the ever-
fiercer struggle for profit. And capi-
talist technology now has unpre-
cedented means for the destruc-
tion of the earth on which we all
live and of which we are all an
inter-dependent part.

There is no need to spend long
on the obvious. If America had ex-
ploded a nuclear bomb like the one
that was dropped on Hiroshima
every day for the last 1969 years it
would not exhaust the explosive
force in its stockpile until 2600
A.D.

That is six tons of TNT for every
man, woman and child on the earth.
America has at least six times over-
kill; Russia at least twice. Then add
the United Kingdom, France and China.
That is just explosive force. It does
not count the damage which would
be caused by fire, blast, radiation sick-
ness, genetic damage, species mutation.

Everv child in the world now has
strontium-90 in its bones from the
fallout of nuclear tests.

In the past 200-300 years capitalism
has also gobbled up precious minerals
and burnt up the coal and oil it took
hundreds of millions of years to ac-
cumulate. Because of all this burning
a layer of carbon dioxide is building
up in the atmosphere which is prevent-
ing more and more of the earth’s heat
from escaping.

CATACLYSM

A very distinguished committee of
American scientists warned that we
might start melting the polar ice caps
by the year 2000. If we only continue
at the present rate of burning that will
mean a rise in sea-level of 40 feet a
century throughout the whole world.
The consequences do not have to be
imagined. And remember, the rate of
burning is increasing all the time.

Two hundred species of animals

have been totally destroyed in the
past few generations. Over a hun-
dred million people have been killed
in the wars of this century. The air
of our cities is foul and Kills. The
real costs of capitalist production
are borne by the people of the earth
—the dispossessed. The real cost of
producing paper should include the
dead rivers; the real cost of motor
cars must include the depleted
mineral resources, the dead on the
roads, the cities destroyed by huge
motorways, the corrosive effects on
lungs of carbon monoxide. And that,
added to the used-up exploited
masses of people pressed into wage
slavery, makes a big account to be
settled.

The laws of motion of the capitalist
system are driving us all to the edge
of cataclysm. The urgency to organize
to overthrow that system has never
been greater. 3

Its own red warning lights are com-
ing on. It is preparing for major
attacks on the unions, on the univer-
sities, on the workers, students and
teachers. Its newspapers and television
stations are preparing us to take it
quietly. Tory reactionaries prepare the
pogroms, the final solution; the Labour
government paves the way.

Running along all the time like a
great sea cutting at the cliffs is the
ever-increasing rate of destruction of
our planet—our planet.

The ‘Wall Street Journal’ speaks to
the class whose finance it represents.
It speaks of its accumulations, its
wealth, its rate of exploitation. It also
speaks of the difficulties standing in
the way of the continuation of the
class, its own internal contradictions.
It constantly seeks ways to mediate or
destroy anything which threatens it.

But the logic of nature is dialectical.
Deplete the earth and the loss is not
to be measured just in the market
place of mined ores. Throw huge slag
heaps down and kill people in Aber-
fan. Build millions of motor cars for
profit and pour the pollutants of in-
dustry and the wage force into the
water.

Recently the ‘Wall Street Journal’
looked at one of the Great Lakes, Lake
Erie. What did it see?

Lake Erie is the twelfth largest lake
in the world. It is over 10,000 square
miles and would cover the whole of
southern England, from London, to
Bristol to Penzance to Dover. In the
words of biologists the lake may be
‘on the verge of a biological cataclysm’.

POLLUTION

On the lake’s shores are Detroit and
Cleveland; 10,000,000 people and some
of the most rapacious American indus-
try, paper mills, rubber plants, steel
works and, of course, car factories. It
is fed by many rivers and most of
them are badly polluted too. One river
is so foul with oil and gases coming
from deposited sewage that it is des-
cribed as ‘the only body of water ever
classified as a fire hazard’. It does
catch fire.

The cities pour massive amounts of
sewage into the lake. Last year alone
Cleveland dumped 30,000,000 gallons
of raw (untreated) sewage into Erie’s
waters every day for six months be-
cause the city waste system collapsed
under its load.

But it’s not even this that is killing

By FRANK CARTWRIGHT

Lake Erie. The untreated sewage is
destructive but compared to the treated
sewage it’s mild. When sewage |is
passed through processing plants most
of the nitrates and phosphates in it
are left untouched. Nitrates and phos-
phates are sold on a vast scale as agri-
cultural fertilisers.

Treated sewage pours into the lake
(along with the fertilisers running off
the surrounding 30,000 square miles
of farm land) and stimulates the water
plants, algae, into huge growth. These
plants consume enormous amounts of
the available oxygen in the water. At
certain periods large areas of the lake
bottom are completely without oxygen.
Fish die, of course, but there is an
even greater hazard.

At the bottom of the lake is a
layer of mud made up largely of
the billions of tons of sewage poured
in over the past hundred years. It
was thought that this waste would
be scoured out by the currents, but
that didn’t happen. Instead, a cen-
tury’s capitalist filth accumulated
to a thickness of between 30 and 125
feet. Fortunately natural ecological
forces formed a layer of ferric iron
across that filth, effectively sealing
it in with a chemical lid. But ferric
iron needs oxygen to remain stable.
Oxygen is fast becoming unavailable
because of the algae blooms. The lid
will lift, the seal burst—and Lake
Erie will then die completely. The
consequences for the whole region
cannot be adequately predicted. But
they will certainly be disastrous.

Finally, it has been calculated that
even at present rates America will be
pouring enough sewage into its rivers
and lakes by 1980 so as to use up all
the available oxygen in all its surface

waters. In ten years America could be
an open sewer, all its rivers dead. And
one third of England’s rivers are dying,
heavily polluted.

At a- press conference of the Soil
Association in January this year the
Director of the Nature Conservancy’s
Monk’s Wood Experimental Station.
Dr. Mellanby, called for legislation to
prevent the further poisoning of our
inland waters by the discharge of toxic
effluents. He said that the greatest
danger today comes not from prevent
able poisoning but from eutrophicatior
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—the process 'whereby nutrient salts
(phosphates and -nitrates), from sewage
and run-off fertiliser, enrich waterways
to produce excessive plant growth.

Dr. Mellanby ended his remarks like
this :

‘Many of our cities now drink river
water, efficiently purified and bac-
teriologically safe, but still contain-
ing the nutrient salts which run off
our farmland. High nitrate levels
have been detected, up to some 30
parts per million. Such water is not,
as far as we know (my emphasis)
harmful to adults, but it is poisonous
to young babies and deaths from
this cause have been reported in
America. Some authorities, recogniz-
ing the risk, advocate pure bottled
water supplies for infants.’

Fragmented efforts here and there
to clean up this or that stretch of river
can never meet the problem. Pollu-
tion on this scale is systematic, an
inevitable outcome of the capitalist
system. It can only be dealt with by
the complete overthrow of that system.
And the time to prepare is getting
short. To clean up Lake Erie alone
would take an effort as big as the
American space programme. Is capital-
ism likely to foot its own bills?

ENGELS

In his essay ‘The Part Played by
Labour in the Transition from Ape to
Man’ Engels wrote this :

‘The social science of the bour-
geoisie, classical, political economy,
is predominantly occupied only with
the directly intended social effects
of human actions connected with
production and exchange. This fully
corresponds to the social organiza-
tion of which it is the theoretical
expression. Individual capitalists are
engaged in production and exchange
for the sake of the immediate pro-
fit, only the nearest, most immediate

THE FIRST conference of

results can be taken into account
in the first place. As long as the
individual manufacturer or merchant
sells a manufactured or purchased
commodity with the wusual coveted
profit, he is satisfied and does not
concern himself with what after-
wards becomes of the commodity
and its purchasers. The same thing
applies to the natural effects of the
same actions. What cared the Span-
ish planters in Cuba, who burned
down forests on the slopes of the
mountains and obtained from the
ashes sufficient fertilizer for one
generation of highly profitable coffee
trees—what cared they that the
heavy tropical rainfall afterwards
washed away the now unprotected
upper stratum of the soil, leaving
behind only bare rock? In relation
to nature, as to society, the present
mode of production is predominantly
concerned only about the first, the
most tangible result; and then sur-
prise is even expressed that the more
remote effects of actions directed to
this end turn out to be of quite a
different, mainly even of quite an
opposite, character . . .

Air pollution destroys the beauty
of the South Seas—cement works
in Fiji Islands.

the Alliance des Jeunes pour
le Socialisme (AJS) was held
on February 15 and 16 in
Paris. ,

There were 400 delegates
representing branches all over
the country in spite of the
fact that it had been organized
in the face of strong repres-
sion from the Gaullist regime
which is stepping up its attack
on the working class.

The revolutionary events in
May and June in France were
the centre of the discussion
at the conference.

‘Taking on the leadership of
the working class in the trade
unions and industry is on the
agenda today not just criticiz-
ing the Stalinists . . . said a
comrade from the Michelin
factory.

CRISIS

Charles Berg, who was
elected as national secretary
of the AJS, opened up the con-
ference stating that it was tak-
ing place in a situation of in-
ternational crisis. This crisis
was reflected in France by the
recent enforced military ser-
vice for 11 students, the way
the CRS (strong-armed police
force) baton-charged university
teachers and the redundancies
in Citroen and Sud-Aviation.

But the working class and
the students would not accept
these attacks. In May and June
10,000,000 workers went on
strike and occupied their fac-
tories thus showing their enor-
mous strength.

The general strike had made
it clear to the ruling class

that they would have to crush
the working class if they were

to survive.

The policy of ‘participation’
led to the integration of the
trade unions into the state
machine: it involved the trade
union leaders carrying out the
measures required by the em-
ployers and it paved the way
for a corporate state,

The French ruling class had
understood that the Stalinist
bureaucracy could no longer
completely control the working
class. The present situation had
been described by Pompidou
as : ‘A situation of instability’.
The general strike and the pre-
sent situation posed the ques-
tion of power, said Charles
Berg.

He attacked the revisionists

KEEP LEFT Editorial
Board sends revolutionary
greetings to ‘Jeune Revolu-
tionnaire’, paper of the
Alliance des Jeunes pour le
Socialisme (AJS). Twenty-
five thousand copies were
sold of the fourth issue of
the paper and the target for
sales of the fifth issue is
30,000. This paper plays a
central role in the building
of the AJS and is directed
towards the political edu-
cation and training of young
workers and students. It
has from its first publica-
tion received an enormous
response from all layers of
young people and reflects
the experiences of youth
and the struggle to build
the AJS.

Young Socialists’ fraternal delegate Dany Sylviere addresses the conference

FRENCH REVOLUTIONARY
YOUTH HOLD FIRST
CONFERENCE

BY DANY SYLVIERE

who had proceeded with an
impressionist method opposing
Marxist method. Shortly be-
fore May and June 1968 they
had announced that there was
no possibility of any revolu-
tionary struggle in the ad-
vanced capitalist countries.

Despite their heroism on the
barricades, they lined up with
the Stalinists in splitting and
breaking the general strike.
They refused to pose the cen-
tral question of power, he said.

The AJS, which has several
thousand members, has, in the
preparation for this confer-
ence, seen the enormous poten-
tial for the building of a mass
revolutionary youth movement.

MANIFESTO

The discussion demon-
strated how the AJS had been
built through active interven-
tion in the class struggle. The
AJS now has branches in the
main industrial areas in France.
Federations have been estab-
lished and a National Commit-
tee was elected. The conference
broke into commissions to dis-
cuss trade wunion, student,
teachers, and international
work. A manifesto for the AJS
was drafted.

The launching of the AJS,
with the building of a leader-
ship to take the working class
to power as its central aim,
takes on immense importance
today in France as a show-
down is being prepared by the
ruling class with the working
class. It was only the lack of
a fully prepared revolutionary
leadership which enabled de
Gaulle and the French ruling
class to remain in power in
June last year.




In January of this year KEEP LEFT presented

its first reply by Robert Black to Monty
Johnstone’s slanders against Trotskyism
published in ‘Cogito’, discussion journal of
the Young Communist League. This month
Robert Black answers a readers letter.

Robert Biack replies. .

Dear Comrade Black,

YOUR refutation of Comrade
Johnstone’s ‘Trotsky’ polemic seems
to me to be quite brilliant. But then,
I have to admit, so did Johnstone’s
original piece when I first read it.
I suppose that I am easily impressed.

However, there are two aspects of
your article which seem to me to
weaken your case tremendously. And
these are as follows :

The classic differences on socialism
in one country are well known and
your mountain of evidence on what
Lenin thought, and even Stalin (your
1924 quote was most illuminating) is
reasonable enough. BUT, and this
seems to me to tie in closely with the
way that Trotskyists, however brilliant
their analysis often appears to be,
always seem to over-estimate the re-
volutionary potential of any given situ-
ation, the objective fact is that revolu-
tion did not take place in Western
Europe, and the tide of reaction swept
the infant Bolshevik states in Poland
and Hungary out of power.

Now, irrespective of arguments about
‘incorrect’ leadership, which may be
perfectly valid, this was the over-
riding situation—the revolutions did
not take place. Surely Stalin, at this
stage, could hardly be held responsible
for this? So what then was the feeble
socialist state to do? Throw in the
towel and give state power over to
the bourgeoisie? On this vital question
you are silent.

Which brings me to the next point.
You deride Johnstone’s position on
coming to the conclusion that socialism
in one country was probably, given the
circumstances, all that could be
achieved. This seems to me to be a
very reasonable position, and I do not
see how, by any stretch of the imagi-
nation this theory in itself was re-
sponsible for the horrors of Stalinism.

Is it not more likely that these stem
directly from the original ferocity of
the conception of a revolutionary or-
ganization? Political in-fighting is never
a tea party—even in bourgeois poli-
tics—is it not reasonable to suppose,
that, given the conditions of backward-
ness in the Soviet Union, and the al-
most built-in arrogance and ideas of
absolute certainty that are one of the
major pitfalls of all Marxist activists,
whoever had lost out in the power/
policy struggle might have been dealt
with in similar fashion to those who
were in fact hounded by the Stalinist
machine. 2 :

This, I suppose, is the questioning
position that many people who once
regarded themselves as revolutionary
politicians find themselves in on look-
ing back at the past 50 years.

It seems to me that your overall
position, whilst having all the attrac-
tive characteristics of certainty and its
consequent ability to fire young people
with revolutionary fervour, neverthe-
less fails to ask itself the important
question.

Stalinists of the old sort had a
tremendous strength—a strength based
on ‘certainty’. It seems to me that the
League’s brand of Trotskyism—its sub-
stitution of one god for another—is
merely the opposite side of the Stalin-
ist coin, and is equally to be mistrusted.

Your final section on the indifferent
performance of Soviet industry and
agriculture in terms of productivity
is chastening. But nowhere do you ex-
plain how or why a greater degree of
democracy would improve this situa-
tion. Surely one of the reasons why
the USA is so ‘efficient’ is precisely
because it is so undemocratic.

Brian Blain,
Muswell Hill, London, N.10.

BLAIN’S LETTER is important,
not only for what is says, but for
the method its writer uses to say
it. This reply to his letter brings
out therefore, not only the factual
errors, which are many, but Blain’s
political method, which has much
in common with Monty Johnstone
in  particular and  Stalinism
generally.

Blain confesses at the outset that
he is easily impressed. This, we shall
see, is the hallmark of his entire
letter. But the Trotskyist movement
is not out to ‘impress’ anyone in that
superficial sense. Qur fight for Trot-
skyist principles and programme,
and against their attackers and dis-
torters, the Stalinists and revision-
ists, revolves around basic questions
of Marxist theory.

If one is, like Blain, impressed with
both a Stalinist exposition of the
theory of socialism in one country and
a point by point refutation of it, then
the substance, the theoretical content
of the struggle, is being totally missed.
The approach in Blain’s case is not
around questions of principle and pro-
gramme, but rather to treat the fight
as a formal debate in which both sides
have scored some good points.

This difference in approach becomes
clear if we deal with Blain’s claim that
‘Trotskyists, however brilliant their
hindsight analysis often appears to be,
always seem to over-estimate the re-
volutionary potential of any given
situation’.

Trotsky did not argue purely from
the vantage point of historical hind-
sight. It is .true that he drew on all
the historical experiences of the work-
ing class—its defeats as well as its
victories. But in the struggle against
Stalinism, he used this vast body of
experience, generalized into Marxist
theory, to warn the Bolshevik Party
of the future defeats that would flow
from the theory of socialism in one
country.

Trotsky’s foresight thus grew out of
his grasp of the political lessons of the

past. The theoretical work of the Left
Opposition was not confined, as Blain
suggests, to analysis of past events,
though this of course had to be the
foundation of its programme and
policy.

No, Trotsky wrote whole volumes
warning the Bolshevik Party and the
Communist International of the dire
consequences of ignoring or revising
basic questions of theory. Trotsky’s
writings on China, Germany, Spain and
France are superb Marxist works not
only for their analysis, but equally for
their anticipation of the actual course
of events, which in each case led to
the defeat of the working class through
the treacherous policies of Stalinism—
based above all else on the theory
defended by both Blain and Monty
Johnstone, socialism in one country.

)

Blain betrays a method of thinking
which lifts the struggle for Commun-
ist leadership completely out of its
living, historical setting. It is impos-
sible to come to any conclusions about
the respective merits of Trotskyism and
Stalinism ‘irrespective of arguments
about “incorrect” leadership’. This is
the entire nub of the question! We
do not begin, as does Blain, from the
‘fact’ that ‘revolutions did not take
place’. Blains ‘facts’ are in reality an
evasion of an analysis of the processes
and struggles which led to the situa-
tions which he chooses to call ‘facts’
(some of his ‘facts’ are none too factual
—the Bolsheviks never held power in
Poland!). s

A little ‘brilliant hindsight’ would
seem to be in order here, Mr. Blain!
It was the role of leadership—reform-
ist, centrist and revolutionary—which
decided the fate of post-war Europe
and led to the situation of an isolated
Soviet Union in the period following
on Lenin’s death in January 1924.

But Lenin and Trotsky did not
accept this ‘fact’ of defeated revolu-
tions either. With the foundation of
the Third Communist International in
1919, the fight was begun to take
all the historic experiences of Bolshev-
ism to the working classes of Central

The Left Oppositio
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and Western Europe, where the Bol-
shevik leadership knew the decisive
class battles were to be fought out.

But for Blain, Lenin’s split with the
reformist and nationalist leaders of the
Second International in 1914, and his
much earlier split with the Russian
Mensheviks, must remain academic,
even if ‘perfectly valid’, points.

Blain is a specialist in presenting us
with harsh, grim facts, to which we
have presumably to adjust our theory,
programme and principles. :

Quite the reverse for Lenin and
Trotsky. They used the method of
Marxism to illuminate all the many-
sided processes and factors which led
to a certain reverse, and with this
Marxist insight, prepared the political
forces for fresh offensives. Stalinism is
the politics of defeat. It arose through
partial defeats, and in its turn, became
a most virile agency in multiplying them
tenfold, once firmly in the saddle.

This leads directly on to Blain’s
central point, which, regrettably leads
him right back to the position of
Monty Johnstone and Stalinism. Hav-
ing referred to the ‘mountain’ of evi-
dence which can be mobilized against
the theory of socialism in one country,
Blain turns through 180 degrees and
affirms that with the failure of the
revolution in the West, ‘socialism in
one country was probably all that could
be achieved’.

Evasion

Can we conclude from this that
Blain believes Lenin to have been
wrong all his life on this most basic
of all questions? On this vital point
you are silent Mr. Blain!

The commonest rationalization of
starry-eyed middle-class commentators
and ignorant journalists is the portrayal
of Stalin as the ruthless but practical
and ‘realistic builder of socialism’, and
Trotsky as the brilliant but romantic
visionary.

This is also Blain’s technique. He
implies that there were only two roads:
either follow Stalin and build the
socialist society or follow Trotsky and
be damned—or as Blain himself
rhetorically says; ‘so what then was the
first feeble socialist state to do? Throw
in the towel and give state power over
to the bourgeoisie?’.

No, Mr. Blain! No.

Trotsky did not help to lead the
world’s first socialist revolution to
victory only in order to install the
capitalists in power. Nor did Trotsky
indulge himself in fancy visions about
a mythical world revolution.

Trotsky’s fame as a theoretician does
not rest exclusively on his analysis of
international developments and his
pre-occupation with the problems of
world revolution.

In fact some of his finest writings
deal with the problems of the Soviet
economy and state. From the time
of Lenin’s death Trotsky fought to
preserve and develop the social and
economic foundations of the ‘enfeebled
Soviet state’, not only against im-
perialism but also, and more important,
against the myopic and reactionary
policies of Stalin’s faction.

. Who fought for and drafted the
industrialization plan for the Twelfth

Continued on next page —>—
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THE theme of National Commii-
tee member John Nolan’s speech
to the Yorkshire Young Social-
ists’ Regional Conference in
February was that the vital}

Report on my
husband

By Josefa Slanska

Translated from the Czech
and with an introduct'on
by EDITH PARGITER.

Hutchinson of London.

question facing the working class 35 shitlings

was the building of a leadership |

based on Marxist theory. Reviewed by Keep Left Reporter
Significant developments were OVER 1,100 AEI workers

John Spencer

tS:)(;lign;l&cge :E;?ig?:;g%:%::; THE AUTHOR of ‘Report second half of the book, tells from the Neasden Lane fac-
the betrayal of the Labour on my Husband’, Josefa They even accused Slansky of — ¢f th% priyations V‘Sﬂ‘tgd Of“ lﬁer tory, Willesden, marched to a
government. i 4 being responsible for the death =~ by the Stalinists and of her local cinema on March 4 0

B e s were: préparitie Slanska, is the widow of of his own closest comrade, long struggle "to restore her h § ni fFicial k

z .. Ioh Slanskv. chief vic- Who died of exhaustion in the husband’s honour. cear live union oIMiCialS Spea
their ,answer  to the crisis. Rudolp ansky, course of a forced march across She shows that, despite the press about the closure of the fac-
Powell’s  policies had been]| tim in Czechoslovakia’s  the Tatras in 1944. campaigns and the ‘unanimous’ tory.
accepted by the Tory party. : S further element in the case  votes demanding the ' death :

Meanwhile the working class most important Stalinist was the viciously anti-semitic  penalty for ‘the Slansky crim- A total of 3,500 workers in
had learnt some hard lessons show trial. tone of the ‘press campaign inals’, ordinary people went four GEC-AEI switchgear fac-
about their leadership. Amongst Until his akrest in 1951 waged during the trial. Descrip- ~ ©ut of their way to help her, tories face the sack. 3
engineers in the Yorkshire area ’  tions of Slansky as ‘Judas’ and  although many of her erstwhile The latest wave of sackings
there had been rude shocks fol- Rudolph Slansky was one of  «jharisee’ and pointed men- __ ‘friends’ deserted her. follows cnly a year after the
lqwing’the sell-out of the en- the top figures in the Czech tions of his facial characteris- The frame-up trials of Slansky clesure of AEI's Woolwich fac-
gineers’ wage claim in 1968. Communist Party. A militant  tics and red hair were com- and the other victims of tory, where 6,000 were made

The increase in the basic rate, Helori fia ot - alil: onk. of . MOD. Stalinism are still unfinished Hduhdant.
very small in many cases, had ; Ol The Stalinist press of that time  business. The brutal Soviet The company claims the sack-
been taken off the bonus rates. the leaders of the Slovak up- *“cpared nothing to make use of ~ occupation of Czechoslovakia ings are necessary because of a
Meanwhile fares and rents had| rising in 1944, Slansky was  backwardness and anti-semitism  in August 1968 was designed cut-back in government orders,
sone . x deputy prime minister and  fo maln (e sccused menand {0 Toresal he working lss | and 3 ravipalaatin of produc

the victims were carefully g ; on throughout the combine.
me],g.]f,'érsNf;a"talfé"’:gffusf; t;lel, a former gen.era] secretary of arranged so that no less than the Novotnys and the heirs of The Willesden meeting ap-
political work of the Young the C.ornmums‘t Party. 11 of the 14 were ‘of Jewish talin once and for all. pealed for support from other
Socinlists. It was decided to run After his arrest he was brutally origin’. The bureaucracy’s fear of the GEC-AEl factories and warned
classes on Marxism for the YS tortured, and forced to con- Mrs. Slansky sets out in the first working class is well-founded. the company of possible strike
g fess to being a ‘Trotskyist, part of the book a series of Under the leadership of Trotsky’s action if it refuses to change its

B iloomenits  were reported Titoist, ~ Zionist, bourgeois- documents that tell the story Fourth International, the wor- plans. :
from the area. There had been nationalist traitor’, in the ser-  of the trial in cold official ~ kers of Eastern Europe will Some of the 150 apprentices at
G particularly’ good respouse ) vice of American imperialists Stalinese. carry .through. the' political Willesden have been offered jobs
Bana ' thie, appreitices and young and western spy groups. They show how, even in 1963, revolution which will finally AT VR Sster R
workers and work was going Eleven of the 14 accused at the Premier Novotny tried to lay  destroy the Stalinist bureauc- Fonr Hhat SReths thot cloeira s
S fav the Morecatnbe Con-J trial were condemned to death  the blame on Slansky for'‘vio-  racy and restore Stalin’s vic- ather job will'be affered ta the
r S5 A nril and summarily executed. lations of socialist legality’ in  tims to their rightful places in 4 : :
erence in April. e 7 ! ; Apprentices point out that

: ansky’s trial was a frame-up  which he himself had a hand. history. i ;

Resolutions were passed on| from beginning to end., a fact Mrs. Slanska’ ieth their indentures contain no pro-

Northern Ireland, the LSE stu- ! 1s. Slanska’s own story. in the vision for re-employment in cases

dents and a campaign was
planned out for recruitment into
the Young Socialists along the
lines of the regional committee’s
programme.

MIDDLESEX | "

170 YOUNG Socialists and trade
. unionists from Middlesex and
Hertfordshire met at their re-
gional conference in Fulham on
February 16

National Secretary Sheila§
Torrance opened a wide discus-
sion beginning with the teachers’
pay fight and the struggles of}
students.

Branch resolutions in support
of the Vietnamese and Chinese
revolutions against US imperial-§
ism led to lively discussion.

The meeting laid plans for
social activities and recruiting for |
the Morecambe Conference and|
elected a Regional Committee to|
lead this work.

This biggest-ever Middlesex
conference showed the political
advance made by the YS region,}
and was followed by a successful
discotheque in the evening.

continued from previous
page

Party Congress as far back as 19237
Stalin? Trotsky of course!

Who first warned of the dangers of
a possible restoration of capitalism if
the kulaks and New Economic Policy
men were allowed to operate unim-
peded and if industrialization were
postponed? A rhetorical question, Mr.
Blain!

Who first called for the gradual
collectivization of the peasantry? Who
indeed!

The fact that Stalin and the bureau-
cracy rushed through a belatedly
bureaucratized version of Trotsky’s
plan of industrialization and collecti-
vization, under the double impact of
the world crisis and the grain strike of
their erstwhile allies—the rich peasants
or kulaks—is itself a rather grim
tribute to the correctness of the Left
Opposition’s struggle.

Our conflict with the Soviet bureau-
cracy is not that it does not defend
the economic basis of the USSR but

that the Czechoslovak govern-

ment
when

tacitly admitted in 1963,
it posthumously restored

his legal rights and his rights

as a

citizen, though it con-

firmed his expulsion from the

Communist Party!
_ Slanska herself was im-
prisoned for five months after

her husband’s arrest, and was
heavily penalized along with
her family, being exiled under
the most primitive conditions
despite her ill-health.

The Slansky trial took place at

the time of Tito’s break with

Stalin
purge

Communist Parties of potential
opposition to his own chauvin-
istic policies of Russian domin-

ation

workers’ states.

Foreign Stalinists, including the
leaders of the British Commun-
ist Party, hailed the Slansky
trail and the execution of the
11 victims as another great
victory.

They vied with one another in
their efforts to slander Slansky,
retailing every malicious lie
put out by the Moscow propa-
ganda machine.

{

, when Stalin wished to
the Eastern European

over the East European

that it does so with methods that
alienate and demoralize the Soviet and
international working class.

Far from building ‘socialism in one
country’ these methods, as Czechoslo-
vakia so vividly demonstrates, are lead-
ing the USSR into a blind alley from
which it must, and will be saved, only
by the victory of the European revo-
lution and the overthrow of the bureau-
cracy.

Blain claims that Stalin’s theory
appeared ‘reasonable’. But Marxism has
nothing to do with theories based on
common sense, with what might appear
to be reasonable. Marxism is a science
based on an understanding of all
reality as a continuous process of
struggle and conflict between opposed
forces. In society, this conflict takes
the form of a struggle between man
and nature, and within mankind, be-
tween classes based on the ownership
of property and- the production of
wealth.

What Blain calls ‘the facts’ are but
temporary surface impressions of a
much more complex and conflict-torn
process underneath a world which

Rudolph Slansky’s |
death certificate
dated 1955 (three

years after his
execution)

Cause of death:

' suffocation from
hanging. Place and
date of burial are

left blank. ?

‘common sense’ trains the non-Marxist
to accept as real.

That is why Blain accepts John-
stone’s claim that Stalin’s theory of
‘socialism in one country’ did not lead
on to the mass purges of the 1930s.
Just as Blain separates revolutions from
leadership, and the Soviet economy
from world economy, so he walls off
theory from the class struggle.

The theory of ‘socialism in one
country’ was not just an idea. It was
rejected by the whole of the Bolshevik
Party up to 1924, and accepted by its
Stalinist wing after that date, for very
specific, material reasons. The theory
reflected the growing national reform-
ism and material privileges of the
bureaucracy, which turned instinctively
to Stalin as its protector and politicai
spokesman, after being thoroughly
chastened by Lenin in the last two
years of his political activity.

Behind the faction fight between
Stalin and Trotsky were definite social
forces. That is not to say that every
careerist was in Stalin’s faction (some
joined Trotsky in the mistaken belief
that the Left Opposition was to be the

of closure, and that the manage-
ment is not obliged to find them
other jobs.

MAY DAY
1969

March with the
Young Socialists
SUNDAY MAY 14

Leaving the
Embankment 2.30 p.m.

LONDON AREA

WEEKEND SCHOOL
April 19 and 20
Cost approximately 35s.

Pier Ballroom, Hastings

future Soviet government) or that
Stalin’s support based itself entirely
on men corrupted by holding positions
of power.

But, -through all the criss-crossings of
individuals and defections of group-
ings, there can be detected two lines :
Trotskyism, which held fast to the
perspectives of world revolution and
against bureaucracy, and Stalinism
which fought against the spread of the
revolution and for the preservation
of the status quo and all the privileges
of the bureaucracy.

To be sure, the struggle was fought
out, as far as the Stalinist censorship
would allow, on the plane of debate
and argument. But that was only in
the early stages. By 1928, after the
Sixth World Congress of the Comin-
tern, all the genuine oppositionists had
been expelled and exiled to remote
parts of the Soviet Union. The issues
were clear—continued struggle, even
under repressions and the threat of
death, or political capitulation to Stalin.
Blain isolates the undoubtedly cruel
and vindictive nature of Stalin’s per-

continued on page ten ——
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Mr Kiein sets a

booby frap

PUBLICISTS have déscribed
‘Mr. Freedom’ as a new Matt
Helm-type adventure.

William Klein prefers to see
it as a monstrous James Bond
masquerade and hopes that the
cinemagoer will recognize that it
is not far removed from present
political, social and economic
relations.

‘After all, General Westmore-
land is a real-life James Bond,
but much more sinister,” says
Klein.

In the film, when Dr. Free-
dom sends Mr. Freedom
on his mission to France, it
is is no different from a James
Bond mission, he adds.

And the form of the film is
comic strip because the charac-
ters act like comic-strip charac-
ters both in the film and in
real life. Johnson, Kennedy and
Rusk, claims Klein, are like
comic-strip characters.

People might try to seek a
‘sixth-degree symbolism’ in the
form cf the film.

‘But it will only seem this to
people who are ‘“‘sophisticated”,
not to people like the Viet-
namese, who are used to mas-
querades.’

The comic-strip form is sim-
ply camouflage for what Klein
intends as the anti-US imperialist
content. Yet, for the sake of the
media-men—those  for  whom
films are strictly. business—‘Mr.
Freedom’ appears outwardly no
different from a traditional com-
mercial film.

The same ‘booby trap’ is in-
tended for the cinemagoer, too.
Most spectators, says Klein, are
attracted by the violence,
cotumes and ‘jazzy things go-
ing on on the screen’. He hopes
for a ‘Pavlovian reaction’ among
‘Mr. Freedom’s’ audience, so that
they will associate themselves
with what is happening on the
screen and understand the anti-
imperialist message.

But this booby trap set for
the producers, exhibitors and
publicists can backfire.

‘If you are distributed and
hawked around by these people

continued on page twelve—y—

WILLIAM KLEIN, director of ‘Mr. Freedom’, now showing at
the Cinecenta in London, is an American who has lived and

worked in Paris since 1949.

He was one of the six directors who worked on the anti-
war film ‘Far From Vietnam’ and has made a trilogy on the
evolution of Cassius Clay from a fighter to ‘some sort of black

leader’.

During the May-June revolution in France, Klein was ‘resi-
dent’ in the Sorbonne and has now several thousand feet of
film on the day-to-day life there during the occupation. He
hopes to edit this into a full-length film.

Before leaving for Paris following the London premiere of
‘Mr. Freedom’ (reviewed on .this page), he spoke to a Keep

Left reporter.

ICIAL PAPER OF THE

‘Mr. Freedom’
at the Cinecenta
Directed by
William Klein, with
John Abbey
as Mr. Freedom

‘MR. FREEDOM’ is a satire
about American imperialism,
presented in a style which is
a combination of Batman and
James Bond.

‘Its central character is Mr.
Freedom, a super-man figure

sent from America to France
to prevent it being taken over
by the communists. The boss
of the Freedom organization,
played by Donald Pleasence,
strongly resembles Lyndon B,
Johnson.

Mr. Freedom, therefore, per-
soniﬁcf.s the main export of
American imperialism, so-called
freedom—which is in fact sub-
ordination to American capital-
ism.

Some of the satire in the film
is very effective. In one scene
Mr. Freedom and a Russian,
Moujik-Man, work out a plan to
divide Paris between them. ‘I’ll
take the Left Bank, and you take
the Right,’ says Moujik-Man,
‘that’s the ‘“natural’” division.’

Freedom is unable, however,
to prevent the young French
communists from leading a re-
volution against American im-
perialism.

The characters in the film are
exaggerated and simplified as
they are in strip cartoons. Mr.
Freedom is dressed in an Ameri-
can footballer’s outfit, he con-
tinually bursts ‘into rooms
through the window, and has an
aerial tuned to America hidden
in his wisdom tooth !

This type of presentation has
meant that the film can be shown
commercially, despite its political
content and opposition to Ameri-
can capitalism, and because the
technique is unusual it gives im-
pact to some of the points made
by the director, although not all

Ehe gimmicks are equally success-
ul.

Because it is a satire, most of
the emphasis in the film is placed
on Mr. Freedom rather than on
those opposing him. Despite all
his weapons and gimmicks, how-
ever, he is finally defeated by
the French working class, as, it
is implied, the Americans will be

~defeated in Vietnam.

There are some  excellent
scenes taken from film of the
Paris demonstrations in May and
June 1968 which alone would
make . ‘Mr. Freedom’ worth
seeing. &

reviewed by
Mary Healy

from page 9

Robert Black replies to a reader

sonality from the rule of' the bureau-
cracy. Why did the bureaucracy choose
Stalin as its standard bearer? :

Precisely because he combined in
himself the prestige of an old Bolsh@wk
with extreme ruthlessness and an iron
will-—qualities that can serve_elther
the causes of revolution or reaction.

Stalin ‘was no historical fluke. He
was the child of the bureaucracy. His
crimes are the crimes of a whole social
layer which rallied to Stalin against
Trotskyism. :

For the Soviet bureaucracy, busily
enjoying the fruits of the power that
it had stolen from the working class
2nd the Leninist core of the Bolshevik
Party, the era of revolutions was at
an end. It remained only to destroy
all physical trace of the leadership
which made the revolution possible.
The Moscow Trials were therefore an
integral part of Stalin’s campaign
against Bolshevism, and were in no
sense an expression of a vindictive
individual. This may be Khrushchev’s
and Johnstone’s explanation, but it has
nothing to do with Marxism.

No, Mr. Blain, we cannot talk about
‘theory in itself’. Theory reflects, even
if in a very abstract and refined form,
the motion of the class struggle. It is
only because it reflects that it is able
also to guide. That is why you always
leave .out the question of leadership
based on theory, because you separate
it from the struggle of the working
class.

That is idealism, something which
the Marxist movement has fought

against from its very inception.

That is why you fail completely to
understand the importance which the
Bolshevik Party gave to theory. What
you call an ‘almost built-in arrogance’
Lenin would have termed an in-
transigence on questions of principle.

But there can be little doubt that
should you, Mr. Blain, have to under-
go a serious operation at any time in
the future, you will place yourself, if
possible, in the hands of a surgeon who
lisplays a similar theoretical devotion
—though this time in the science and
skills of surgery.

Yet medical science has developed
not at all on the basis of uninterrupted
success. Its failures, and with them,
countless deaths, have entered into the
creation of a body of theory which
today saves and extends the lives of
millions of human beings.

/%o 24 &

Marxism cannot avoid the conse-
quences of its own acts, its own mis-
takes. But still less can it avoid ac-
tion altogether. There can be no medi-
cal science without medical practice.
Neither can there be Marxist theory
without day-to-day action in the class
struggle. What does Mr. Blain really
want—action without theory or theory
without action?

His raising of the so-called ‘absolute
certainty’ of ‘Marxist activists’ as a
cause of the Stalinist degeneration of
the Russian Revolution naturally puts

a question mark against the building
of Bolshevik-type parties today in
Britain or anywhere else.

The Bolshevik Party of Lenin was
physically destroyed by Stalinism—as
Mr. Blain admits, the battle was a vio-
lent one—how therefore could this
party have led to the growth of Stalin-
ism?

We are of course familiar with this
type of argument. It has been peddled
for years by the International Social-
ism group, as well as being echoed by
a whole generation of cold war politi-
cians and journalists.

It now turns up again, this time
allied with the theory of socialism
in one country. Our suggestion that
Johnstone’s attack has -been tailored
to the requirements of the revisionists
(amongst them the International Social-
ism group) seems to e near the target.

Just as Blain is able to equate the
Bolshevik Party under Lenin to its
purged remnants under Stalin, so in
the final section of his letter he draws
formal parallels between the theory of
Trotskyism and that of Stalinism. But
we have to go beneath the forms, as
we have already stressed.

Trotsky, in his ‘Their Morals and
Ours’ shows how middle-class thinkers,
who concern themselves only with- the
forms of things and not their content
and real development, have always
equated Stalinism with Bolshevism,
without being able to understand that
the two movements are marching in
opposite directions towards ¢otally dif-
ferent political goals.

True, both movements claim to be
based on Marxism-Leninism and the
class struggle. But the job of the serious
thinker is not to begin with that
superficial similarity alone, but to go
into the history of the movement, and
so discover why Stalinism conceals its
counter-revolutionary activities with the
phrases of Marx and Lenin.

That is the job which faces every
serious Young Socialist, and, for that
matter, clder ones too. What happened
to the Russian Revolution? What forces
did Stalin represent when he murdered
the Leninist old guard? Has everything
been lost after the rise to total power
of the bureaucracy?

These are the key questions of the
day, for in their solution lies the
answer to the problems that face the
British workers’ movement in its
struggle for power against Wilson and
right-wing Toryism. There' is no ‘in-
between’ in the fight between Stalinism
and Trotskyism. We have already made
that clear to Johnstone, the peddler of
‘liberal’ Stalinism, and we repeat it again
for the benefit of Mr. Blain. Our trust
in Marxism, as developed by Lenin
and Trotsky, is not blind. It is founded
cn tested principles, hammered out in
a century and more of world class
struggle.

We will not throw that away for
anyone cr anything!
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Glasgow
Civil Rights
confusion

THE march organized by the
Northern Ireland Civil Rights
Glasgow Campaign, on Satur-
day, February 22, turned out
to be a very sorry affair in-
deed.

Some 500 supporters, mainly
from Glasgow and Strathclyde
Universities’ socialist and
labour societies, and the anar-
chists took part.

Despite the fact that they
were barracked and provoked
throughout by a band of 150
Protestant youths, no stewards
at all were in evidence and
the marchers were dependent
for protection on the Glasgow
police force. 3

Under the Police Order Act
the police had been conferred
special powers of arrest by the
city magistrates.

As the march moved off the
Protestants counter-demon-
strated along the pavement.
One youth was carried off by
plain clothes detectives, whilst
his friends protested that he
was only ‘carrying a Union
Jack sirl’. .

Conspicuously absent from
the march was the Communist
Party, who normally associate
with such reformist move-
ments.

At the end of the march a

meeting was held and the Pro- ,

testant youth, now encouraged

~ by the obvious indifference of
the police, did their best to
provoke the audience by sing-
ing the national anthem and
waving their sashes.

Although one speaker told
the meeting that not every
worker in Derry had a job
or a house he was unable to
answer the Protestants youths
who pointed out that not every

- worker in Glasgow had a job
either.

No clear perspective was put
forward beyond that of the
tyvpically liberal demand of
‘one man, one vote’. At a time
when the capitalist class in
Northern Ireland is locked in
severe crisis, the International
Socialists particularly come for-
ward with a confusion of no-
class politics.

This of course provoked the
inevitable reaction in religiously
divided Glasgow.

However, Protestant youth
who went away from the de-
monstration convinced that the
civil rights were rubbish and
that it was ‘easy’ to provoke
the marchers, would do well
to question the role of their
.mentor, the Reverend Pastor
Jack Glass, Scottish disciple
of the Reverend Ian Paisley,
who, having worked his fol-
lowers into a frenzy of hatred
against the = demonstrators,
carefully abstained from risk-
ing arrest by maintaining that
‘the police have enough work
to do’.

Jimmy Johnston,
Maryhill, Glasgow.

Swing to the
extreme right

THE recent swing to the ex-
treme right in the Tory party
represents a need for the rul-
ing class to have a leadership
which is prepared to attack
the wages and conditions of
the working class more openly.
These reactionary policies
are designed to smash the trade
union movement—as in the
Lambeth  dustmen’s  strike,
where leading members of the
Tory party helped by Tory
councillors, tried to break the
strike, which was officially
recognized by the Tansport
+ and General Workers’ Union.
This is the real face of

LeNDoNg
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Toryism in a period of econo-
mic crisis. In 1964 large sec-
tions of the employers wanted
a Labour government which
would attack the working class
with anti-trade union legisla-
tion and the prices and in-
comes policy.

The Labour government has
been unable to carry out this
role because of the organized
strength of the working class.
This is why Enoch Powell has
spoken up for sections of the
bosses. The employers now
want to rule with much more
authority over the working
class.

The Young Socialists have
consistently fought the whole
betrayal of the Labour lead-
ers and we will not compromise
on questions of immigration.
We are for the unity of all
workers against the employers.
The Tories are preparing their
forces, we must prepare ours.

The building of a mass re-
volutionary youth movement is
urgent. The history of the
German working class in the
1930s must be understood by
all Young Socialists. Only on
that understanding can we
build a our movement and de-
feat the Tories for good.

Pat Allan and John Nolan,

West Yorkshire
Young Socialists.

jUS CEEE ENNDD DIOE (IS SIS S

| Send us your !
| opinions, branch
’."eports, ideas onl
jhow to build the:
[ Young Socialists

University
politics

ON January 23 Teesside Inter-
national Socialist group called
an unpublicized meeting near
Stockton-Billingham Technical
College with the aim of setting
up a student youth movement
in the college called Revolu-
tionary Socialist Youth.

Young Socialist students par-
ticularly were not invited but
attended anyway and found
the IS and the Revolutionary
Socialist Student Federation
representatives unwilling to
answer questions on how to
support the London School of
Econcmics students, how to
build a mass movement and
how to defend the trade unions
against the latest legislation.

(Earlier that week 50 stu-
dents at Newecastle university
and 150 students at Ruther-
ford College of Technology
attended Young Socialist lec-
tures on Powellism.)

At the Socialist Society
meeting at' Newcastle university
on January 28 the IS voted
against a Young Socialist’s
proposal for a demonstration
on February 1 in support of
students at LSE. They agreed
however to review the deci-
sion if a meeting on January
30 was large enough.

Two hundred and fifty stu-
dents attended this meeting
and the majority voted that
there were not enough pre-
sent to prepare for a demon-
stration on February 1.

However, the meeting was
fcrced to accept that there
was enough time to prepare
for a demonstration on Feb-
ruary 8.

But no demonstration leaf-
lets were prepared by the IS
and at Billingham the real poli-
tics of the RSY group came
out into the open.

No campaign for the demon-
stration was fought for by
these people. Instead we had
‘ghost meetings’ and ‘phantom
sit-ins’.

One day before the demon-
stration took place the RSY
held a meeting in which
neither the IS nor the demon-
stration organizer mentioned
the demonstration on LSE
until prompted to do so by the
Young Socialists.

Not surprisingly, at the de-
monstration the Young Social-
ists made up half the march.
The other half was made up
of students who came despite
the machinations of the IS.

The Young Socialists were
the only political organization
to march behind their own
banners. The IS ‘remained
anonymous throughout.

We ended off a successful
day by taking students, work-
ers and youth to the Regional
Conference of the North-East
Young Socialists.

Stockton Young Social st.

More closures
in Essex

SOME readers may remember
my article in Keep Left in 1968
on the closure of the Cromp-
ton-Parkinson factory at

. Chelmsford in Essex.

Are we soon going to wit-
ness a tragic repeat but on a
larger scale?

Hoffman (ball-bearing) com-
pany, with a labour force of
3,900, will sogn be auctioned
by the Industrial Re-organiza-
tion Corporation.

In October 1966 the
Hawker-Siddeley combine ab-
sorbed Crompton-Parkinson
(1,500 workers). A vast num-
ber of promises that there
would be no redundancies were
made.

Eighteen months later the
news broke that the factory
was to be completely closed.

An IRC spokesman said of
the Hofiman company; ‘We
would hope to integrate it
into a large group of bearing
companies. At the end of the
day there will be some ration-
alization, but whether that will
mean redundancies it is much
too early to say’.

I would like to ask; is the
Hoffman factory to close in the
same way that Crompton-
Parkinson closed?

The effect on this small town
of any more closures or mass
redundancies will be . disas-
trous as there is only one
other factory of comparable
size—Marccni-English Electric.

More than 240 of the ex-
Crompton-Parkinson employees
are still on the dole. What

will be the effect of nearly
4,000 extra at the employment
exchange? What is to be the
fate of the apprentices, some
of whom were at Crompton-

Parkinson, if - Hoffman is
closed?

The members of the Amal-
gamated Engineering and
Foundryworkers’ Union found
it useless to appeal to the
government over the Crompton-
Parkinson case.

Indeed the government’s role
in helping capitalism has be-
come very. clear.

Trade unionists and Young
Socialists must see through the
fog surrounding factory take-
overs. The Young Socialists
must demand no redundancies
and the immediate nationaliza-
tion of the engineering indus-
tries under workers’ control
and with no compensation.

Francis Roberts
Essex.

In support of a
revolutionary

daily paper

THE CRISIS of British capi-
talism sharpens and the Wil-
son government, pushed from
the right by the Tories, pro-
ceeds to attack the working
class, the vouth and the trade
unions.

It is in this situation that the
class role of the daily press
becomes clear. The whipping-
up of racialism, witch-hunts
against the working class as
in the QE 2 case, the attempts
to rally the ‘moderate’ (i.e.,
right-wing) students, presenting
a case for anti-union legisla-
tion, show how the press are
continually trying to help the
British bosses in their attempts
to drive down the living stan-
dards of the working class.

Examples of the role of the
capitalist press can be seen in
the vicious attacks on the Lam-
beth dustmen, the LSE stu-
dents, or in the case of the
London dockers where the
newspapers followed the line
of the London dock employers;
when they struck in support
of Enoch Powell they were
good lads supporting ‘freedom
of speech’, when they struck
for higher wages it was
‘anarchy’ and ‘holding the
country up to ransom’.

The ‘Morning Star’, the
paper of the British Commun-
ist Party, throughout the
period of the Wilson govern-
ment, has acted as a left
cover.

To say that George Wood-
cock is going to lead a fight
against the anti-union laws
when he is on the point of
joining Barbara Castle’s board
to implement these laws,  is
politically misleading the work-
ing class. This is exactly what
the ‘Morning Star did.

The daily press prods the
Wilson government from the
right, calling for more laws
against the trade unions, whilst
the Communist Party covers
up from the left.

The only answer is a daily
Marxist paper which can, and
will, tell the working class the
truth about every struggle and
help to organize a fight against
the bosses and their hangers-on
—Wilson and the reformist
Labour and Communist Parties.

Such a paper is ‘The News-
letter’.

We think that every Young
Socialist branch and every YS
member should fight to help
build this paper and raise
money towards the fund for
the daily. We think that the
National Committee of the YS
should give a prize to the YS
branch which raises the most
money for the daily paper.

John Thomas, Peter Davies,
D. Livingstone, Elaine Deason,
Jill Gardiner, Linda Berrill,
Frank Byrne, Paul Gamble,
Michael Horne,

Martyn Thompson, James Allen,
Susan Hawksley,

Stephen Walker,

John Thrower, Diane Brown,
Stella Barry, Norman Porter,
New Park YS. Leicester.

Young
Socialists

pamphlet

THE WORLD
STRUGGLE
OF YOUTH

price 6d.

obtainable from 186a Clapham
High Street, London, S.W.4.

OF INTERNATIONAL SOCIALISM

Paperof the Workers’ eanS

Room 8, 243 E.10. St. NYC 10003, USA
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9 Annual Conference
0f the Young Socialists |
| Morecambe April 3-6

Spend your Easter weekend with us at the
biggest event of the year.

YOUR WEEKEND TIME-TABLE

FRIDAY 10 p.m.—TRAVEL overnight to Morecambe from
the social or discotheque in your local area, in luxury coaches
on the motorways.

SATURDAY 8 a.m.—ARRIVAL in Morecambe, leave your
luggage at the hotel and look around. 5
SATURDAY 2.30 p.m.—ANNUAL CONFERENCE of the Young
Socialists opens to discuss the socialist alternative to Wilson,
and how to take a lead in the trade unions.

SATURDAY 8 p.m.—Civic reception by the Mayor, free
buffet and GRAND DANCE at the Winter Gardens ballroom
to the Orange Bicycle and a top-line supporting group.
SATURDAY NIGHT—Bed and Breakfast in Morecambe’s com-
fortable hotels.

SUNDAY 9.30 a.m.—CONFERENCE. re-assembles to discuss

&

| Young Socialists
Regional Conferences
LONDON

Keep Left’s editor Aileen Jen- the struggles of international revolutionary youth, and how
nings speaks to the London | to build and expand similar movements overseas.
§ Regional Conference. ¥ SUNDAY 5 p.m.—RETURN by coach to build the biggest

revolutionary youth movement ever seen in Europe.

Last year one thousand two hundred delegates
attended our conference. It was a great success.
This year we expect even more to attend what
promises to be the most outstanding socialist youth

Booby trap

from page ten

‘THIS conference is meeting on
the eve of a decisive turning
point in relation to the world
economic crisis,” said Keep Left
Editor, Aileen Jennings at the
annual conference of the London
Region Young Socialists.

The United States had - an-
nounced its lowest trade export
figure for 30 years and also had
a bank rate as high as that which

meaning of Powell—the move to

ALL OUT to make the More-
cambe Conference at Easter the
biggest ever!

That was the unanimous de-
cision of more than 50 Young
Socialists at the Southern Region
Conference held at Gatwick Air-
port on February 9.

In the main political discus-
sion, Aileen Jennings, editor of
Keep Left, and Jeremy de Rose,
National Committee member for
the region, stressed the import-

SOUTHERN

the extreme right of the Tory
Party and the anti-union legis-
lation.

The Young Socialists had to be
in the front line of the defence
of the trade unions. In this fight
the national apprentices’ move-
ment would play an important
part.

The Young Socialists had to
fight for the building of a revo-

mittee.

ployers now had to prepare a
dictatorship against the working
class, using racialism to turn
backward workers against the
trade unions.

The Lambeth dustmen’s strike
showed how correct the YS was
when it fought Powell in 1967
with the slogan ‘Racialists today:
strike breakers tomorrow’.

Plans were made to set up
new branches in both the Feder-

whom you are trying to ‘“‘screw”
in a certain- way, you can get
“screwed” yourself.

‘If T was. Cuban and working
for the national cinema, I would
be paid a salary for doing things
like newsreels and documen-
taries. I would be happy doing
this. But it is not possible, for
in France the cinema would be-
come like the television [French

his May-June experiences.

‘It was the spectacle of the
microcosm of what the whole
social movement was about—the
control of your university and
your factory.

‘The trcuble is that this was
never really seen—it was de-
formed by the mass media.

‘What I filmed would be in-
teresting to show for a lot of
reasons—to see how it actually
worked at a physical level, its
evolution day by day.’

May-June was also a fantastic
illustration of what Marx talked
about in the nature of change,
he said.

France, a traditionally closed,

conference of 1969.

Saturday evening at 8 p.m.
DANCE TO THE

ORANGE BICYCLE

| would like to join the Young Socialists/come to

£3 10s. 0d.)

lutionary party and for the daily | TV is state-owned and pro-
g;elc;g;.d the Wall Street crash ‘News]etytel:-’, % = i grammes are heavily vetted]. the Morecambe Conference.
4 ’ An immediate campaign for ‘So this is a jungle where
The struggle between the work-  the Ninth Annual Conference of | everybody is trying to “screw” Name .......... ¥e wabiha e A AR Ch ks SR S
ing class and the capitalist class the Young Socialists had to be | everybody else to get the best
had reached a turning point in grarted to- make it the largest | exhibitor, the best producer. AdAress: v R s SO e
1968, and 1969 would see the conference in the history of the ‘The situation is so compli-
working class thrust forward into Young Socialists. cated and defor.med that PEESL S s e S S e s s de T s siae sp b on Vel S B asis sWnssutse RS el
NSy, SRR, Beforg holding a discotheque | haps, the result 15 thaf the ob- Special Inaterests ... .o ot ol il beatan G ol
~ Capitalism was getting ready in the evening the conference | J€Ct 1S also deformed.”
for a showdown. This was the elected a new Regional Com- He is less pessimistic about Deposit . S. d. (cost approximately

Send to Sheila Torrance, 186a Clapham High

Street, London, S.W.4.

Hotel accommodation
in Morecambe

ance of the consistent struggle ations, and a new regional com- ; CRAIGMORE HOTEL SEA-COTE
of the YS against the Labour mittee was elected to lead the gggg%ifﬂya’égang‘ﬁopﬁg fasc?lety
government, and how the em- fight. But de Gaulle and the Com. | 48 Sandylands Promenade 168 Euston Road
;nunist lzlarty pl(ajlyed g tge Morecambe- Morecambe
SCOTLAND ears and prejudices of the Bed and Breakfast,

THE Scottish Regional Con-
ference marked a step forward
in *the area. Young Socialists
from branches in Aberdeen,
Edinburgh, Paisley and Glasgow
were present, with members of
the All Trades Unions Alliance.

and strength.

The betrayal by the Labour
government of the working class
and the threat of a return of the
Tories posed big responsibilities
before the YS. Only the YS and
the All Trades Unions Alliance

people who had
into their chains’.

‘Mr. Freedom’ had annoyed
many pecple and closed a lot of
doors to him.

‘Far from Vietnam’ had the
same effect—he had lost the
agency which was to obtain the
money to make ‘Mr. Freedom’

‘jumped back

terms £1 1s. to 25s.
Evening meal, bed and
breakfast 30s. per night.
Prop : Miss V. Hollings
Phone : Morecambe 62

Mrs. E. Wattleworth

Bed and Breakfast,
Evening Dinner 5.30 p.m.
from £7 17s. 6d.;
24s. 6d. per day

The political report was given could mobilize any real fight | pecause of  reacti : h B and B 19s.

by National Committee member against Wilson and the Tories. S ik 10 . 4

Myles Buchanan who stressed the The YS has the record of being Ur}"l[tﬁ?S itr?)t\?ess ttohaihfhgllfp'ermis— SWRmERD D Tel. 3429
importance of building the Young the first organization to warn the | ¢ye society” does draw pa ] 55 West End Road

Socialists to give leadership to working class of the threat of | (ymewhere” he said \ < X
the big struggles of t_he working anti-union legislation, and of More ar,ld more 'artists like 1 Morecambe Mrs. H. Russell. ‘Ashbourne’;
claIs: rll:(;;vnél:velltzlla;ng ni’éxtii'e e coglductting - ﬂclonslisftter,ltﬂ gam- | Klein will find themselves, their | summer holidays, 59 Alexandra Road, Morecambe.

5 5 o, aign to make the ‘lefts . : : fri |
Vietnam the working class 4 l%esolutions were passed c?n the e Nl s AR resticied | honeymoon. g e i

showed enormous determination
not only to defend their political
rights and organizations, but to
gain big concessions from the
capitalist class.

Throughout the world, where-
ever the working class came into
confrontation with the capitalist
state or the bureaucracy in 1968
it showed tremendous militancy

LSE students and the need to
build the Young Socialist Student
Societies, Keep Left and support
for the daily ‘Newsletter’.

A report on the campaign for
t}}e Morecambe Conference was
given.

A speaking contest was also
held and in the evening there
was a discotheque.

" truly

and rejected by the capitalist
society they attack.

They will only be able to
express their art when
events like May-June in France
are taken through to a success-
ful ccnclusion.

Published by Aileen Jennings, 186a
Clapham High Street, London. SW4.
Printed bv Plough Press Ltd. (TU). r.o.
180 Clapham High St., London, SW4.

Bed and Breakfast,
Evening Dinner
Tel. 1647

l Mrs. Booth. ‘Hazeldene’; 12 Cedar
Street, Morecambe. Accommoda-
tion up to 18 persons. Bed and
breakfast 17s. S.A.E.

for night. Phone MOR 2763.
Accommodate 18.

Mrs. E. Murgatroyd. Brooklyn;
35 Parliament Street, Morecambe.
Full board 30s.; B and B 22s. 6d.;
BB and T 25s. per day. H and C
in all rooms, spring interior, own
keys, home cooking.



