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1,500 demonstrators demand:

said

N the heated discussion with

1obby, “many- refused 6" ComMit
themselves on the question of
voting against legislation. Others
said they would wait to see what
the legislation contained, while
some denied there was any move
to pass such laws.

Those who were séen included :
Harold Walker (Doncaster), Frank
Allaun, James Dunn (Kirkdale,
Liverpool), Crawshaw (Toxteth,
Liverpool), John Mendelson {Peni-
stone), Eric Ogden (West Derby-
shire, and NUM sponsored), Ron
Ledger (Romford), Trevor Parks
(South-east  Derbyshire), Paul
Rose (Manchester), Stan Newens
(Epping), Raymond _ Fletcher
(Hlkeston, Derbyshire), Carmichael
(Woodside, Glasgow), Stan Orme
{an AEU MP), and John Rankin
(Govan, Glasgow).

Allaun told lobbyists: ‘With
me, you are knocking at an open
door. He opposed legislation
Limiting the freedom of trade
unionists, ‘bar bringing the Labour
government down’. He did not
believe legislation would be intro-
duced anyway.

Walker said he would be
opposed to anything that set the
clock back to the Taff Vale case.

Dunn, a T&GWU MP, said he
had opposed the incomes policy,
but wanted to know more about
the proposed legislation before
he committed himself.

He added that even though it
might be against his conscience,
and the majority felt legislation
would be ‘for the good of the
country’ he would vote with the
government. .

Crawshaw said it was neces-
sary to have ‘machinery’ to deal
with wild-cat strikes.

Mendelson was one of those
booed out of the lobby after fail-
ing to answer questions.

Ogden, when pressed, said he
would not vote against legislation.
‘There must penalties for
breaches of agreements’, he said.

Ledger said he did not know
of any legislation. He thought the
object of the Prices and Incomes
Board was to keep prices down
and incomes level!

Parks would ‘choose his own
method’ of action on union law.

Rose was in favour of a
‘socialist’ incomes policy with
better-paid workers holding baqk
wages in favour of poorer-paid
men.

Newens could not say how he
would vote on legislation he had
not seen.

' ° « gaid he would never

gislation against the
. stiike. Asked if he would

.c against legalised fines against
uniondsts, he said he could not
commit himself on ‘hypothetical’
questions.

Orme retreated to slow hand
clapping after saying he wq-uld
decide on his vote ‘in the light
of developments’.

The others became _equal-ly
evasive, and seemed anxious to
get away ‘to other busip-ess‘ when
faced with basic questions pgsed
by the workers who voted them
into parliament.

Many MPs refused to see the
lobbyists.

those MPs who came into the-

trade unions’.

The trade unionists, Young Socialists and students
| had poured into London from all ‘over the British Isles
at the call of the Lambeth Trades Council to make it clear
what the working class feels about the Labour govern-
ment's anti-union proposals.

This was the most colourful, most militant,
enthusiastic march and lobby of its kind since the ‘official’ lobby
on unemployment in March, 1963,

But Wednesday’s lobby was so
much more significant. It was
‘unofficial’—the TUC had with-
drawn recognition from the Lam-
beth Trades Council soon after
announcing the ‘campaign “and

lined up against it. - T

AGAINST GOVT.

It was also a demonstration and
lobby against a ‘Labour’ govern-
ment which was voted into power
by those who so clearly and
angrily made their demands in
the Westminster lobby hall.

The whole day was a credit
to all those trade unionists and
vouth who had campaigned
through the rough weather of the
past three months to gain support
from numerous organisations and
branches in every major industrial
centre in the British Isles.

Marching behind the banner of
the Lambeth Trades Council, the
demonstrators set off from Kenn-
ington Park carrying banners and
shouting slogans which carried
the message ‘No laws against the
unions’, ‘Maintain the right to
strike’, ‘Trade union law out!
Wilson out!’, ‘Slap Brown down’,
and ‘Legislate against the em-
ployers, not the unions’.

‘A magnificent march’ was on
the lips of hundreds of trade
unionists as they entered the
Festival Hall Gardens on the last
leg of the march.

INTEREST

The march aroused tremendous
interest among office, factory and
building site workers as it wound
its way through the Elephant and
Castle, St. George's Circus, Black-
friars and - Waterlooc to the
Festival Hall Gardens.

As the marchers prepared to
lobby their MPs, police moved in
to surround them and allowed
only 30 lobbyists into parliament
at one time.

Time after time MPs ran back
into the chamber as the lobbyists
demanded an answer about anti-
union law. Several times police
intervened, and even more times
the lobbyists booed the scurryving
Members.

Later a huge report-back meet-
ing was held in the Central Hail,
Westminster.

On the march workers told our
reporters of their reaction to the
proposed legislation.

Representatives of 1,200 men
on a one-day stoppage from the
Vauxhall building site on Mersey-
side said:

AGITATE

‘We are here to find out exactly
what our MPs are doing. If
these laws mean what we think
they mean, we will instruct our
MPs to oppose them. If they
don't, we will agitate against them
and expose them in their consti-
tuencies for their anti-trade union
activities.’

Thinty stewards from Morris
Motors, Cowley, Oxford, told
how they had voted last Monday
on their joint committee to call
a one-day token strike of the
whole factory if the legislation
reaches its second reading.

*This will be the forerunner of
further action,” said AEU senior
shop steward Gerry Ashmore and
John Power, another steward.

They spoke proudly of increas-
ing wages by 39 per cent in one

‘pight-wing and Stalinist forces ha-‘_iﬁ_,, . iwy
as

and most

year.
“You can tell George Brown

what to do with his wage freeze,’

they commented.

Two T&GWU delegates from

the Fords, ‘Halewood, joint shop

stewards ¢committee said: ‘We are

o laws against
the unions

BY A NEWSLETTER REPORTING TEAM

ABOUR MPs were hooed and heckled in the austere lobby hall of the
House of Parliament on Wednesday as they ran from trade unionists
and youth demanding ‘Which way will you vote on anti-union legislation?’

Across the street squads of police had hemmed in demonstrators who had
marched over 1,500 strong through South London demanding ‘No laws against the

WELL
DONE
COMRADES

THE POLITICAL COMMIT-
TEE of the Socialist Labour
League warmly congratulates
all those trade unionists, Labour
Party members, Young
Socialists, Communist Party
members and members of the
Socialist Labour League who
marched in the demonstration
on January 26, organised by the
Lambeth Trades Council. This
demonstration and the lobby of
parliament which followed was
a great success, because it
united some of the most repre-
sentative ' sections of the
working-class movement around
a single major political demand:
‘No anti-trade union legisla-
tion.”

Tt must be stressed that many
of those who Pparticipated on
the march and lobby were
actual delegates who had been
elected at mass meetings; in fac-
tories and building sites repre-
senting thousands of workers.

The first maio!j shots have

said.’ '

Another steward said: ‘If the
employers get this legislation, they
will walk right over us’.

‘This is the most important
demonstration ever called,! was
the feeling of four delegates from
Marriotts’ building site, Runcorn,
Cheshire,

MORE SUPPORT

‘It mustn’t stop here. We must
gather more support,” added one.

A. Waring of the Liverpool
Speke AEU No, 3 branch com-
mented: ‘This is a good start.
Now the district committees and
shop stewards’ committees must
lead industrial action to stop
these laws'.

Massey Ferguson, Coventry,
delegates, said they intended to
‘collar’ local MPs Crossman,
Edelman and Bill Wilson on the
lobby along with Frank Cousins
as a local MP and union leader,
to demand they vote against any
anti-union laws.

‘We will tell them we represent
thousands of workers who voted
for them,’ said one delegate.

Delegates from the Shepherd's
Bush No. 1 ASW branch and
from the Willesden and Crickle-
wood ASW said it was a ‘wonder-
ful demonstration’. The Labour
government was wrong to attempt
to bring in anti-union laws, ‘putt-
ing us back where we stanted’.

Michael Coventry and William
Myers, two delegates from Lucas,
Liverpool, said: ‘Our  shop
stewards are up in arms about

(Continued back page, col. 7)

has already estéﬁl%ﬁed a wide
basis of organised support. This
support must not only be con-
solidated, it must be extended
every day as the threat of legis-
lation grows.

IN THE VANGUARD of this
potentially powerful movement
are the thousands of Young
Socialists who have for the last
six years fought conitinuously to
expose the treacherous role of
the right-wing Labour leaders.
For this they have been witch-
hunted and expelled from the
Labour Party, only to grow in
size and political stature such
as no other socialist youth
movement in the history of the
working class.

One of the slanders, and
there were many, was that they
were ‘just kids’ whe could com-
mand no respect from adult
workers, But this demonstration
was a slap in the face for the
slanderers,

THE DEMONSTRATION,
lobby and mass meeting estab-
lished for all to see a fight-
ing unity between the adults and
the youth. We predict that this
bond will -grow stronger in the
period ahead.

The youth have now the
opportunity to learn from the
long experiences of the adult
workers how to struggle against
enemies of the working class
within the labour movement. As
they do this, they will enjoy the
fullest suppert from the Socialist

Labour League.

The front section of the march which stretched for three-quarters of a mile
STOP PRESS: THE ‘DAILY WORKER’ AND THE LOBBY—see page four

Central Hall Meeting

ORE than a thousand of the

lobbyvists crowded into the
Central Hall, Westminster, to re-
port back on the lobby.

QOpening the meeting, Vivienne
Mendelson, chairman of the Lam-
beth Trades Council, said: “This
campaign and demonstration to-
day is the beginning of building
a new leadership in the labour
movement to lead the fight to
defeat legislation’.

‘Go back to your areas and
campaign locally to draw into this
campaign tens of thousands of
workers in all the large towns. - It
depends on us,” she added.

Joe Mighty, a West Indian
member of the Trades Council
commented: ‘We are gathered
here to say that we are not pre-
pared to sit down and have our-
selves trampled on’.

‘Left’ MPs, he said, had shown

that they would not bring down
the government on the question of
legislation. ‘We have shown that
there is an alternative for workers
to look to for leadership’.

Special appeal

He appealed particularly to
coloured workers to join the fight,

A shop steward from the north-
west said that the government
was being ordered to pass legis-
lation by the bankers from whom
they have borrowed money. Legis-
lation would cause strikes up
and down the country.

Dave Ashby, national secretary
of the Young Socialists said the
demonstration had called a halt
to all the betrayals of the past
15 months. He made a speciai
appeal to all trade unionists to
attend the national conference of
the Young Socialists in More-

ELDOM in the history of
British labour have workers
been treated so scandalously as
ithe railwaymen.

Now, once again, they have been
driven to declare strike action
on February 14. This time,
however, it is against a Labour
government that they are being
forced to strike—for it is the
government of Harold Wilson,
George Brown and James
Callaghan which controls the
railways as a nationalized
industry.

But this is precisely what Greene,
the railwaymen’s secretary, and
other right-wing leaders of the
NUR, do not want. As mem-
bers of the TUC, they are, in
committed to Brown’s com-
pulsory legislation.

How then is it possible for them
to lead a successful strike?
Under pressure from the rail-
waymen they have been forced
to declare a strike whilst it
is obvious they have no heart
for it.

This poses some real dangers for
the railwaymen. If they are
forced into a strike under a
leadership that doesn't want it,
then the union can suffer a re-
sounding defeat.

Such a defeat would be a major
disaster for the rank and file
of other unions with wage
claims in hand.

It would put teeth into Brown's
wages and incomes policy, and
in so doing would greatly
strengthen big business and the
Tories.

The future of the railmen’s strike,
in fact, resides in the attitude
of the entire union movement.

Without the assistance of the rest
of the movement, victory will
be extremely difficult.

Immediately there is a wage claim

the Londerr Tramsport
workers. This claim will also
lead to a showdown with the

NI The railwaymen and leadership

government,

Why cannot the actions of the
railwaymen and transport
workers be co-ordinated? A
national transport link-up could
be the beginning of a real
strategy to defeat government
policy.

The railwaymen must not be left
to go it alone. Their fight for
adequate wage increases has
reached a crucial stage. Now
is the time to give serious con-
sideration to the problem of
leadership.

To fight the state a new and more
political leadership must be
built. The present leadership is
completely inadequate and far
too compromised with the
Labour leaders to be able to
lead an effective struggle against
them.

Immediately, railwaymen must
demand that the union clears
its decks for action. Appeal
to the entire labour movement
for help, and we are confident
the response will be over-
whelming.

The Newslette

THE Engineering Employers’
Federation is obviously en-
thusiastic about George Brown,

Now that his proposed legislation
against the trade unions is
about ito be introduced into par-
liament, its members plan to
go one better, They are de-
manding that strikers who
violate procedure should be
fined by special tribunals for
every day ‘they take part in
such a strike or other action’.

The  Engineering Employers’
Federation mvepresents 4,500
firms in Great Britain and
Northern Ireland.

It is by far the most representative
employers’ organisation in the

We have been

country with emplovees num-
bering over two million. It
includes those groups of em-
ployers who make record pro-
fits all the year round.

The arrogance of this powerful
organisation is derived from
the hostile attitude of the
Labour government towards the
trade unions. It has been
strengthened in its reactionary
belief by the infamous York
Memorandum, which has
governed its relations with the
trade unions since the early
1920s.

Under this Memorandum, the
employers have been able to
vietimise workers as they

warned!

please, allowing the cases con-
cerned to drag their way
through a procedure which
hangs on for many months.
Practically all of the unofficial
strikes in the engineering in-

dustry have been cause d
through the activity of the
employers.

Now they want the right.-to pro-
voke strikes and fine those who
go on strike.

Here is another real reason for
an all-out struggle against
Brown's legislation. Once this
becomes law, then it will un-
doubtedly open the way for
such proposals as those of the
engineering employers.

cambe in April, when a whole
session would be devoted to the
question of continuing the fight
against legislation.

Central Committee member of
the Socialist Labour League, Cliff
Slaughter, said that the lobby had
shown that it was possible to fight
even when all those who claimed
to represent the working class re-
fused to fight.

Democracy

‘One of the things that must be-
fought for, besides preparation for
a new lobby in 4 few months time,
is the question of democracy in-
side the trade union movement
and against the ban on the Lam-
beth Trades Council.’

This was an essential part of
the fight for the independence of
the trade unions from the state.

‘We must refuse to allow
workers to be intimidated. Show
solidarity with every dispute, and
go forward to a daily revolu-
tionary paper to give the work-
ing class a leadership that is not
subservient to the international
bankers,” he said.

Aileen Jennings, editor of the
Young Socialist paper, ‘Keep Left’
said the meeting should protest at
the way the police were brought
in to prevent the lobbyists queue-
ing outside parliament.

‘No accident’

‘This is no accident,” she said.
‘They were brought in because
the government wanted the lobby
stopped.’

The Young Socialists had many
similar experiences of police acti-
vity ~when campaigning for
policies that ‘hit the government
on the head’.

A Morris Motors shop steward
described his interview with Stan
Orme, MP. He concluded by say-
ing that the only way workers can
fight to defend their rights is by
taking the power.

A member of the Workers’
Trade Union Alliance of Spain
and of the London Typographical
Society, A. Roa, called on workers
to unite to defend their rights,
Spain was a living example of
what could happen to the unions
—being tied to the state.

He was speaking in a personal
capacity.

Other unionists from Liverpool,
Belfast and the Woolf Rubber
factory in Southall were among
those who also spoke.
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CLIFF SLAUGHTER y

answers those “lefts® who quote Lenin’s ‘Left-Wing Communism® to justify support of Wilsow’s government.
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ORKERS in Britain
are faced with press-
ing and urgent problems
of wages and living stan-
dards. Trade union
leaders, by collaborating

To summarize the present
class position of the Labour

government is to show that

with the employers, are
exposing .the working
class to a serious weaken-
ing of their organised
strength. The Labour
government of Harold
Wilson is the political
initiator of the proposed
new laws to outlaw ‘un-
official’ action on wages.

Legisiation against the
trade unlons provokes a
political struggle by the
workers which will enable a
new, Marxist, revolutionary
leadership to be built.

This political struggle is
necessary, and its necessity
becomes evident and urgent
for more and more workers,
because British capitalism
can no longer afford,
through concessions and
reforms, to limit the class
struggle to the trade union
field. So long as such re-
forms were possible, then
politics in the labour move-
ment could remain under
the dominance of the
middle-class and bureau-
crafic elements who inhabit
the trade union apparatus
and the ‘labour left’, particu-
larly the = Parliamentary
Party.

But when the capitalists are

forced to press the attack, re-
stricting even trade .union

rights, and -the ‘workipg «class"

exerts its strength - indepen-
dently of the ‘bureaucratic
‘eaders’, then the role of the
‘Labour lefts’ is reversed.

Limit

The Bevanite movement, from
which emerged the H-bomb
‘shadow’ Foreign Minister Bevan
and the later Prime Minister
Harold Wilson, was the limit to
be reached by the ‘Labour left’.
Having run its course, and now
in a situation where an indepen-
dent class line, possible only
through Marxism, is the only basis
for opposition to Wilson, this
‘old left’ has become the most
conscious apologist for Wilson
and the right.

The international role of this
‘old left’ is also important. They
are the only potential ‘allies’ of
the ‘unity’ calls and ‘popular
fronts’ of the local agents of the
Stalinist bureaucracy, in open
crisis since 1956.

. They are the chief advocates
and defenders, through special
agents like Fenner Brockway, of
the treacherous ‘national’ leaders
of the colonial and ex-colonial
peoples.

We have stressed that the build-
ing of a Marxist leadership is the
essential question for the work-
ing class. This can omly come
from an organisation built upon
the theoretical foundations of
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky,
summed up in the resolutions of
the first four Congresses of the
Third (Communist) International
and the founding document (Tran-
sitional Programme) of the Fourth
International (1938).

It is significant that the final
process of degeneration of the
‘Labour left’ has coincided with
a struggle inside the Fourth Inter-
national. :

The Socialist Labour League
and its comrades in the Interna-
tional Committee have emerged
strengthened from a fight against
revisionism, usually called ‘Pab-
loism’ after its most conscious
advocate, Michel Pablo.

One of the leading theories of
the followers of this trend, in-
cluding those who have now split
with Pablo himself, is the idea,
cultivated in the capitalist coun-
tries for nearly 15 years, that a
powerful left-centrist trend would
be forced to emerge from social-
democratic parties like the British
Labour Party.

Adapted

.‘Deep.entry’ into such parties

“was justified by thése expecta-

tions. The revisionists .are in-
capable - of  drawing’ the painfal
negative conclusions about their
theories, because they have be-
come adapted to the left oppor-
tunists themselves.

These so-called Trotskyists
(they produce the paper *‘The Mili-

limit

movement was
reached by ‘left’

Bevanite

tant’, and find great comfort from
the left paper ‘The Week') have
condemned as ‘adventurist’ the
struggles inside the Labour Party
of the Socialist Labour League
and its supporters in the Young
Socialists.

They are now the most sophi-
sticated opponents of the politi-
cal campaign against trade union
legislation, in which the Socialist
Labour League and Young
Socialists are prominent.

In order to justify this, the re-
visionists guote not only Lenin’s
‘Left-Wing Communism’, but
also the repeated reference in
the document of the Communist
International and the Transi-
tional Programme to what was
called a ‘Workers” Government’

Where Is Britain Going?
By Leon Trotsky |

_ Most timely reading for British socialists this
book places the development of British politics in
correct historic perspective.
on the eve of the General Strike of 1926, employs his
great revolutionary experience to analyse and explain
the ideological and moral concepts of the ruling
classes and their servants in the Labour bureaucracy.
Price: 716 (plus 6d. postage) Available from:
NEW PARK PUBLICATIONS LTD. 186A CLAPHAM HIGH STREET, LONDON SW4

Here Trotsky, writing

or ‘Workers’ and Farmers’

Government'.

The Pabloites welcomed the
election of the Wilson government
as a ‘left-centrist’ or simply ‘left’
government, refusing to charac-
terise it as a capitalist government.

We have seen that Lenin never
in fact proposed support for the
election of a Labour government
as something ‘better’ than the
Tories. ’

He was interested only in gett-
ing the reformists in, in order to
defeat them.

What about the ‘workers’
governments’? Here, too, we
shall see that Lenin and Trotsky
had completely different starting
points and different directions
from - those who misuse their
writings.

Further; Marxists should draw
some - conclusions = from the

experience of the working class-

and the Labour government.

Even in the middle 1920’s, when
Trotsky expected a MacDonald
Labour government, if elected, to
be able to bring in certain re-
forms, including some nationali-
zation, he stil wrote:

‘It is necessary from day to
day to struggle against com-
promising illusions, in other
words, to declare a life and
death fight against MacDonald-
ism.’

Trotsky also understood very

well the role of the ‘lefts’ in
relation to MacDonald:

‘It would be a monstrous illu-
sion to think that these left
elements of the old school are
capable of heading the revo-

lutionary movement of the
British  proletariat and its
struggle for power. In them-

selves, they represent a com-
pleted formation. They have
only a very limited elasticity,
their leftism s opportunist
throughout.’ (‘Where is
Britain Going?’ page 130.)

At that time too, Trotsky
pointed out that whereas a lefit-
ward swing in the working class
pushed a Labour government in
parliament, it brought at the
same time a swing lo the right
among the lefts of the Indepen-
dent Labour Party.

Contradiction

But of course, following Lenin,
Trotsky saw in the election of a
Labour government, a contradic-
tory reality. On the one hand it
represented the capitalist class,
but on the other hand it brought
to a head the struggle of the
workers. '

But this contradictory character
could be used as a basis for revo-
lutionary politics only by those
who understood the class charac-
ter of the Labour governmenk and
the irreconcilable struggle of the
working class for power.

Conelusions

Trotsky did not praptle about
the ‘progressive’ character of a
Labour, as against a Tory govern-
ment, but drew conclusions for
revolutionary, struggle:

‘It is the. very Party of Mac-
Donald ~that: is strengthening
the confidence offthe bourgeoi-
sie and .at the same time
stretched the endurance of the
proletariat to, its last. limits.’
(Ibid: page133.)

When the Communist Inter-
national in 1922 put forward the
idea of Communists supporting,
and even ' participating in,
‘workers’ governments’, this was
part and parcel of the tactic of
the working-class united front.

Bukharin expressed very sharply
the purpose of this tactic:

‘For.us the united-front tac-
tics are primarily a great stra-
tegic manoeuvre designed to
destroy the influence of social-
democracy.’

Within this perspective, the
Communist International decided
that:

‘The slogan of a workers’
government is therefore suit-
able for concentrating the pro-
letariat and unleashing revo-
lutionary struggles.’

Communists should declare
readiness to wparticipate in such
governments ‘only if there are
guarantees that the workers’
government will really conduct a
struggle against the bourgeoisie’.

Definition

We are of course still a long
way from considering a British
Labour government. In the same
‘theses’, the Communist Inter-
national insisted:

‘. . . the communist parties
must bear in mind that while
every bourgeois goverament is
a capitalist government, not
every workers’ government is
really a proletarian government,
a revolutionary instrument of
power. The Communist Inter-
national must consider the fol-
lowing possibilities :

1. Liberal workers’ govern-
ment, such as there was in
Australia, also possible in
England in the near future.

- 2. Social-democratic workers”
governments (Germany).

3. A government of workers
and poorer peasants. This is
possible in the Balkans, Czecho-
slovakia, Poland, eft.

4.- Workers’ governments in
which communists participate.

5. Genuine - proletarian
workers’ governments, which
in their pure form can be
created only by the Communist
party.

‘The- first two types are not
revolutionary workers’ govern-
ments, but in fact coalition
governments of the bourgeoisie
and anti-revolutionary Labour
leaders. Such governments are
tolerated by the enfeebled
bourgeoisie in critical times as
a means of deceiving the pro-
letariat about the real class
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the revolutionary approach
of Lenin and Trotsky, far
from being outdated is as
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character of the State, or to
ward off, with the help of the
corrupt workers’ leaders, the
revolutionary offensive of the
proletariat and to gain time.
Communists cannot take part
in such governments. On the
contrary, they must vigorously
expose to the masses the real
character of these pseudo-
workers’ governments,
the present period of capitalist
decline, when the most impor-

But in-

tant task is to win the majority

of the proletariat for the revo-
lution, even such governments
may objectively help to accel-
erate the process of disinte-
gration .of bourgeois power.’
(The Communist International,
Vol. I, 1919-22, Documents.)

It was only Trotskyism which
took up this revolutionary thread

in the struggle against reformism.

The Transitional Programme,
carried at the Founding Con-
ference of the Fourth Interna-

tional in 1938, posed as the cen- -

tral question before the working
class, indeed before the whole
of mankind and its future, the
resolving of the crisis of working-
class leadership, the defeat of
the reformist and Stalinist leaders
by a new Marxist leadership in
the Fourth International.

In drawing attention to the pos-
sibility of ‘workers’ and farmers’
governments’ this programme in-
sisted that where they did occur,
and even where representatives
of the petty bourgeoisie were
forced to go farther than they in-
tended against the imperialists,
such governments would be but
short steps along the road to
genuine workers’ power, for
which an independent Trotskyist
leadership was the indispensable
prerequisite.

The present situation in Britain
enables us to grasp more deci-
sively the character of the
struggle against the reformists,
of both ‘right’ and ‘left’ variety.
If we summarise the present class
position of the Labour govern-
ment, as our conclusion, it will
be apparent that the revolutionary
approach of Lenin and Trotsky,
far from having been outdated,
is the essential starting point for
the working class today.

A vital part of the Transitional
Programme is the fight for the in-
dependence of trade unions from
the state, and the accompanying
fight for democracy inside the
trade unions against the bureau-
cracy.

Britain today, and the other
advanced capitalist countries, are
the arena of struggles on this
question at a much higher and
more intensive level even than
they were when the Transitional
Programme was written. The basic
demands of the workers on wages
and conditions have now merged
inseparably with ithe political
question of the rélation of the
trade unions to the state.

Relentless

Only a revolutionary party
gtarting from the Transitional
Programme is able to unite the
struggles of the workers under
such conditions. This requires a
relentless fight against the Labour
government which proposes the
anti-trade union legislation in
Britain.

Using the Labour government,
the ruling class has taken the
course of ending the ‘democratic’,
‘free bargaining’ relation with the
working class, made possible by
the imperialist position of Britain
for so long. This relation, over-
laid with compromise and con-

cession, relayed through a more
or less privileged layer of better-
paid workers, the ‘labour aristo-
cracy’, is rendered impossible by
the decline of British capitalism.
Thus it becomes necessary to
replace concessions with ‘disci-
pline’, and very quickly, as Mr.
Gunter never tires of pointing
out. It is the ex-Bevanite Wilson
who is chosen to do the job. The
working-class movement must
also draw its conclusions quickly.
1 The social strata of labour
* aristocrats and bureaucrats,
with the petty bourgeois ‘intel-
lectuals’ who have always merged
with them in the Labour Party,
have found it just as natural to
produce the personnel for the pre-
sent phase of repressions and
direct state service to the mono-
polies,. as. they. did to play the
role of a ‘reformist’ cushion be-
tween the working class and the

capitalists. .
2 There is nothing essentially
* new about the class role of
the Labourites: it is the specially
advanced stage of British capi-
talism’s economic and political
crisis which forces this role into
the open.

~ Betrayals

At earlier times, particularly in
the General Strike of 1926, the
1931 crisis, and the Second World
War, ithe British social-democrats
carried out cpen betrayals, con-
demning the working class to
receive the direct blows of the
capitalists.

Gunter never tires of talking of

In other countries, and par-
ticularly in Germany, the social
democrats, even where they had
officially embraced Marxism, in
contrast to -their ‘untheoretical’
and ‘commonsense’ blood-brothers
in the British Labour Party, long
since came out as the executioners
of their working-class followers.

The British Labour Party
leaders are thus acting in con-
tinuity with the role of social
democracy internationally as the
servants of big business.

The trade union bureaucracy
serves to divide and weaken the
workers industrially; their coun-
terparts in the Labour Party
serve in the field of politics and
the state. The State is presented
in class society as the arbiter
between classes, and the political
actions of the social democrats
are ‘justified’ on these grounds.

However, the epoch of wars
and revolutions, the epoch of im-
perialism, brings out even more
clearly the role of the state as
the executive committee of the
ruling class.

(a) In the first place the state
becomes more and more, ever
since 1914, the instrument for
mobilising the nation’s capacity
for total war and for the im-
perialist oppression of subject
nations. Militarism, diplomatic
secrecy and bureaucratisation are
accentuated, the role of ‘demeo-
cratic’ institutions Ilike par-.
liament becomes less "and less
important in the actual pfocess of
governmenit.

(b) The state now plays a vital
role in the economy itself,
through subsidies, taxation poli-
cies, investment control, nation-
alization, military budgets, etc.

(c¢) Internationalfinance-capital
demands a certain relation with
the governments of the various
nations. This international re-
sponsibility. to ithe.capitalist class
seems to contradict our first point,
the use of the state to.mobilise -
for national wars. Indeed this
contradiction is.real, and goes
through various phases «of mount-
ing intensity. The 'present
‘liquidity’ crisis is itypical.

(d} The special relation between
imperialism as a whole, under
the leadership of the US, to the
degenerated and deformed
workers’ states, ties the govern-
ments of countries like Britain
ever more closely to the overall
military and strategic needs of
imperialism.

(e) Imperialism is still depen-
dent on the control of the colo-
nial and semi-colonial countries,
though the methods of oppression
have changed. The crisis of the
capitalist system necessitates ever
more malignant and intensive

‘discipline’ replacing concessions

forms of exploitation of these
oppressed peoples.

Any government of an imperi-
alist nation is drawn into the
military, political and economic
machinery of exploitation de-
veloped in line with these pro-
cesses. In Britain this is especially
critical  because the capitalist
struoture of this old colonial
power has been dependent upon
obsolete methods of exacting tri-
bute from the workers at home
and abroad.

Wilson’s Labour government is
the employers’ instrument for re-
moving the obstacle of the
organised working class from the
path of the capitalists who want
to rescue themselves from this
tragic situation.

It is this definite historical
character of the class role of
the Labour government which
determines our decision to base
ourselves on the principles of
Lenin and Trotsky, to fight fof
the defeat of Wilson and his
reformist henchmen, to build a
new revolutionary Marxist leader-
ship.
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THE BEN BARKA AFFAIR

by john Crawford

Corrupt right-wing group

a 'f'

HILE it may never be possible to tie up all the
strands which intersect in the Ben Barka affair,
the general pattern can now be seen fairly clearly.

In the very heart of the French state apparatus exist power-
ful right-wing forces, at this stage ranged aganst de Gaulle.

They connect the Paris under-
world with the feudal regime of
King Hassan II of Morocco. Their
influence -exttends widely in police
and espionage services.” The pos-
sibility of their connection with
the US Central Intelligence
Agency must not be excluded.

The events of the past few
weeks show that the critical divi-
sions within the French ruling
class, which de Gaulle the Bona-
parte was supposed to Thave
overcome, continue to tear apant
the Fifth Republic, as the Third
and Fourth.

Only the absence of a revolu-
tionary workers’ party allows the
present set-up to continue.

ABDUCTION

On October 29, just before the
Presidential elections, Agomedhi
Ben Barka was abducted in broad
daylight in the Boulevard St.
Germain. He was taken to the
car which drove him away by
two members of the Paris narco-
tics squad, Inspector Souchon and
his assistant Voitot.

He was last heard of in a villa
belonging to a brothel owner,
Boucheseiche. In the villa were
some retired gangsters, the chief
of the Moroccan secret police and
one Antoine Lopez.

The latter is important, because
he .combined several professions.

Not only was he an airline
inspector at Orly Airport, but he
was also an agent for the spy
dervice -SDECE (Service de Docu-
mentation Extérieure 4t de Contre
Espionage), for the Moroccan in-

--telligence -and for -the narcotics

squad. -

A later arrival at the villa was

General Oufkir, Moroccan Mini-
ster of the Interior and leadung
_reactionary politician. He' was
responﬁlble for the brutal sup-
pression of the Casablanca riots
last’ March.

He had been trained in the
French Army and was head of the
Moroccan section of SDECE un-
til 1960. Then he switched over
to the Moroccan police, and ex-
tended his political influence in
Morocco.

He is now wanted by the
French police for questioning
.about the torturing to death of
Ben Barka. However, since he
returned from France to Morocco
on October 31, they are unlikely
to arrest him.

This was not the first time he
had attempted to dispose of his
victim., Ben Barka was a lead-
ing left-wing nationalist. He had
broken away in 1959 from the
ruling Istiglal Party with his
UNEP.

CONDEMNED

In 1963, Oufkir announced that
a plot against the life of King
Hassan had been discovered. Ben
Barka was condemned to death,
and remained in exile thereafter.

In June he was due to attend
the Algiers Conference of Afro-
Asian states. Oufkir's agents
attempted to fix up a deal with
Ben Bella to allow the kidnapping
of Ben Barka in return for an
enemy of Ben Bella's in exile in
Morocco.

Nothing came of this, and in
any case, the Conference was
cancelled when Ben Bella fell.

- 'When Ben Barka was finally
taken in Paris, it was under cover
of negotiating the making of a
film about colonial liberation. It
is here that Georges Figon enters
the story.

This former gunman arranged
the meetings which led up to the

JUST OUT!

abduction. In December, between

the two ballots of the Presidential
election, Figon issued a series of
statements in the press about his
part in the killing.

He also told the world that he
had been bribed by the police to
keep quiet. AIll this time he
was supposed to be in hiding,
with the entire Paris police force
looking for him.

‘ SUICIDE’

The climax came on January
17. Tust as the police were about
to close in on his flat, Figon was
shot. The announced ‘suicide’ of
this key witness is regarded with
universal scepticism.

The official investigation has
discovered this much about the
affair. But bigger questions re-
main to be answered.

The police inspector in charge
of protecting Moroccans in
France watched the abduction,
but thought it was in order, be-
cause he knew Souchon.

Even when. he made further
inquiries later, he was told by
his superiors not to bother about
the incident.

No action was taken until
November 5, when a report
reached de Gaulle. However, even
this report omitted all references
to the SDECE or police being
involved.

It seems likely .that this delay

was related to the date of the
-elections: If the political implica-

tions had become public, it is pos-
sible that de Gau]le would have

“been= defeated. - S

The SDECE ha:s mnumexalble
connections with agents- of: “all
kinds. Many of these are the
‘barbouzes’ (bearded ones), who
were collected by de Gaulle's sup-
porters to fight the OAS.

The service was responsible to
the Prime - Minister wvia General
Paul Jacquier. Last week Jacquier
was sacked, Leroy, head of his
African section, placed under
house arrest and the SDECE
made entirely responsible to the
Minister of Defence, Messmer.

BLOW

This is implicitly a blow at
Pompidou, who is the represen-
tative of French banking interests.

Morocco has rejected the war-
rant for Oufkir's arrest, and
Hassan stated last Sunday that
‘he and the Moroccan people as
a whole were convinced that the
spirit of uprightness which
animated the police had never
varied’.

The Moroccan regime is now
seeking to replace the consider-
able aid it has had from France
by US sources. The French Am-
bassador to Morocco has been
withdrawn.

1t is possible that de Gaulle was
manoeuvring +to change the
Moroccan regime with the aid
of Ben Barka. The two are known
to have met last July.

But more is at stake in this
affair than de Gaulle's policies or
prestige, which have suffered big
blows.

The reactionary forces involved
are revealed to have powerful
positions in the police force, the
army and the civil service.

They will undoubtedly be used,
when required, against the work-
ing class.

The Communist Panty policy of
the ‘lesser evil’ can never defeat
them, only a struggle to over-
throw the corrupt and decaying
French capitalist system itself.
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N January 22 three out of

five Nigerian Premiers—
not to mention an undisclosed
number of Nigerian politicians
army officers and dignatories—
were executed by officers of the
Nigerian army in an abortive
coup.

With the Premiers went the
constitution, parliament and other
pseudo-democratic trappings
which were used to conceal the
thuggery and skulduggery of the
medieval regional and central
governments.

In the West, Premier Akintola
was shot dead. In the North the
Feudal Emir—the Sardauna—of
Sokoto was surrounded by rebel
soldiers in his home and machine
gunned and his palatial residence
reduced to rubble by monrtars.

Sir Abubakar Tafawa Balewa,
the Federal Prime Mindister, died
mysteriously at the hands of un-
identified captors.

ESCAPED

Dr. Azikiwe—recuperating in a
London Hotel—and "Okpara in
the Mid-West “éscaped the ven-
gez‘mee of the officers.

‘Altholigh  stccessful * in ~ the
North and: West the officers were

- defeated in the Mid-West and

East, primarily because they
laucked any kind of progressive
social programme which would
have evoked an active and favour-
able response from the masses of
impoverished workers, secondly
because of the narrow base upon
which the conspiracy rested, as
well as the extreme secrecy of the
whole operation.

(Many of Major Nzeogwu's
soldiers were not aware of his
motives umtil the final moment.)

The failure of the uprising in
the South led finally to the
assumption of power by General
Ironsi, supported by the Civil
Service and ‘loval’ units of the
army and imperialism.

All the customary paraphanalia
of military rule have been brought
to bear while the working class
and peasantry celebrate the over-
throw of their former corrupt,
tyrannical rulers—but continue to
keep a watchful eye on their
new rulers.

Undoubtedly this is one of the
most impontant events in the
history of the largest ‘self-govern-
ing dependency in the British
Empire’.

It is certainly 'the most signi-
ficant episode since the Royal
Niger Company surrendered its

Premiers go—but
imperialism stays

l By MICHAEL BANDA

Abubakar killed

_ o {(The governor, Sir Richards, _
Hhzskipe-safe ’”"B”"“"’ for his “distinguicHed’ Bervices in

charter and the Foral.gn Office
proclaimed the Southern and
Nonthern regions of' Nigeria -a
British Protectorate in 1900.

Although abortive, it will be
remembered as the first time
when all four ethnic groups,
Hausa, Ebo, Fulani and Yoruba,
collaborated to oreate a bourgeois
national government as opposed to
the intrinsically divisive and retro-
grade system of Federal adminis-
tration designed, cultivated and
imposed by the British im-
perialists.

LAST ATTEMPT?

It is probably the last such
attempt that Nigeria will see.

For many decades, it was
British policy to exploit the reli-
gious and ethnic differences be-
tween Moslem north and pagan
south under the system of govern-
ment known as ‘indirect rule’,

Not only were elected Africans
heavily outnumbered in the legis-
lative council by nominated mem-
bers, but the northern territories
were not represented at all and
were administered by British poli-
tical officers working through the
traditional rulers such as the
Emirs, Sultans and chiefs.

This system, which was intro-

duced under the 1922 Clifford

Constitution, was amended
slightly in 1942 in favour of
elected Adricans.

In 1944, the first African
National-bourgeois party was set
up—the National Council of
Nigeria and Cameroons (NCNC)
under #the leadership of Dr.
Azikiwe and Hubert Macaulay.

Having deliberately kept the
North backward, the British, in
1947, under the terms of the
Richards Constitution attempted
to counter the growing influence
of the NCNC by giving direct
representation in the Central
government to the Islamic rulers
of the Nomnth.

DIVISIONS

To complicate matters further,
the South was divided into two
regions—West and East—along
tribal lines with separate regional
assemblies..

This divide-and-rule policy was
upheld by the Labour government
despite the opposition -of the
NCNC and became the basis upon

which tribalist ‘politics. flourished,

and, inversely, the ooumtry dism-
tegrasted rapidly.

perpetuating imperialism n
Nigeria was made a Labour peer
—Lord Milverbon of Lagos!)

What Sir Richards could not
gmnculSh his successor, Macpherson,

Regional separatism was his
guiding principle. His constitu-
tion—the 1951 constitution—not
only retained the shadowy re-
gional assemblies, but even in-
vested them with legislative and
executive power.

The majority of seats in the
single chamber central legislature

was, characteristically, reserved
for the backward traditional
northerners.,

In the early fifties, the Action
group, a splinter group led by
Obafemi Awolowo who is com-
mitted to .tribal separatism and
the NCNC began agitating for
‘self-government by 1956°.

This was opposed by the north-
ern representatives (the Nornthern
Peoples’ Congress) and led sub-
sequently, to the resignation of
the Action group delegates from
the Council of Ministers.

The Cabinet collapsed. A new
constitutional conference in 1953
was called in London. This led
to a further intensification of the
principle of ‘Federalism’ as

(Cenﬁnued on back page)

The Tamil
language
quesiion

A statement by the CC

of the Lanka Sama Samaja Party (Revolutionary)

1 THE DRAFT regulations
under the Tamil Language (Special
Provisions) Act now before Par-
liament, seek to establish a legal
status on a regional basis
(Northern and Eastern Provinces),
for the Tamil language which is
subordinate in relation to the
status already given to the Sinhala
language under the Sinhala Only
Act.

Whatever falsehoods the Sri
Lanka Freedom Party-led coali-
tion parties may say to the Sin-
halese masses about these regu-
lations and whatever explanations
the Federal Party may make to
the Tamil masses concerning these
regulations, the Lanka Sama
Samaja Party (Revolutionary)
emphasises to both the Sinhala
and Tamil masses that the United
National Party-led government
has brought these regulations to
accord the Tamil language a status
which is a subordinate status and
not the official status which the
Tamil language should enjoy.

The language rights of he
Tamil-speaking people cannot be
realised without Tamil also
being declared an official language
togather with the  Sinhala
language.

2 NEITHER A UNP-led
government mnor a SLFP-led
government can be expected to
grant the language rights of the
Tamil-speaking people because
both are constituted of bourgeois
panties competing ‘with each other
within the parliamentary frame-
work for the votes of the Sinhala
majority of the Ceylonese masses.

It was the UNP that organised
and took a leading part in the
anti-Tamil riots of 1956 and 1958.
And as late as 1960 it was the
UNP that sought to rouse com-
munal passions of the Sinhala
people by publishing a map show-
ing Ceylon divided into a so-called
Tamil area and:a. Sinhala area.

Today-it'is the SLFP-that leads
the campaign against even the in-

implementation - of the = Tamil
Language (Special Provisions) Act
enagted by every SLFP govera-
ment in 1958.

3 IN 1960, the Federal Party
thought they could get the Tamil
language rights through the SLFP
and supported the bourgeois SLFP
government. What they got in
the end was the detention of their
Members of Parliament and mili-
tary suppression for' the Tamil-
speaking people.

When the LSSP abandoned its

socialist position and accepted

portfolios under Mrs. Bandar-
anaike’s SLFP in June 1964, the
Tamil-speaking people lost a
champion of their democratic
rights and the Federal Party no
longer faced any competition
from the socialist left for the
leadership of the Tamil-speaking
people.

The Ceylon Communist Panty,
of course, with its equivocal and
treacherous policies on this
question, had mnever seriously
affected ithe attitude of the
Federal Party on this question.
But it was all along the LSSP

~troduction_of -regulations for the .

OLLOWING the scathing
attack by ‘Izvestia’ on
Soviet writers Andrei Sinyav-
sky and Yuri Daniel, many -
Western journalists have been
predicting a Stalin-type show
trial.
These two men have been held

¥ since September without trial for

allegedly sending material out of
the country to be published.

There have been protests over
the arrests from all over the
world and inside the Soviet
Union.

Recently three other people,
writer Vladimir Byovsky and
poets Leonid Gubanov and 16-
year-old Julia Vishnevskaya, were
arrested and placed in lunatic
asylums—they had headed a
group demanding a public trial
for Sinyavsky and Daniel.

The ‘Izvestia’ attack has taken
for granted the writers’ guilt.

In Sunday’s ‘Observer’, Edward
Crankshaw comments: “ . . (Iz-
vestia) abuses them in terms

which might have come straight
from the purge years of the
1930’s.

He then quotes the ‘Izvestia’
article : : ]

‘Time will pass and nobody
will remember them any more.
Pages saturated with bitterness
will moulder on the rubbish
heap. History has told us, not

‘show’

Soviet writers for big

trial

Newsletter Correspondent

once but many times that
slander, no matter how copious
and malicious, will inevitably
melt away under the burning
breath of truth. So it will also
be this time."

Crankshaw likens this to
Vyshinsky's speech for the pro-
secution at the trial of Bukharin
in March, 1938, which contains
similar phrases.

The Izvestia article continues:

‘Both men represent the
utmost moral degredation.

Both spatter their paper with

everything that is most vile and -

filthy. . . . Into what botbom-
less morass of abomination
must a so-called man of letters
sink to cast a slur with his
hooligan pen on the name we
hold most sacred! [Lenin]. It
is impossible to reproduce here
relevant quotations: so mali-
cious is this scrawl, so disgrace-
ful and filthy!’

Crankshaw points out that the ~

guotations cannot be reproduced
‘for the simple reason that they
do not exist'—even the  quota-
tions given, he adds, are torn out
of context.

The words of the ‘Izvestia’ writer
may soon rebound on the Soviet
bureaucracy. ‘History has told us
that slander . . . will inevitably
melt away under the burmng
breath of truth’.

Leon Trotsky, who was him-
self sentenced in absentia in the
infamous trials of the 1930’s, and
was slandered by the Stalinist
bureaucracy during all the vears
of his exile, outlined the Bol-
shevik attitude to art, includ-
ing writers, thus: :

‘. . . The Marxian method
affords an opportunity to esti-
mate the development of the
new ant, to trace all its sources,
to help all the most progressive
tendencies by a critical illumi-
nation of the road, but it does
not do more than that. Arnt
must make its own way and by
its own means. The Marxian
metthods are not the same as
the artistic. The Party leads
the proletariat but not the his-
toric processes of history. There'
are domains in which the Party
leads, directly and imperatively.
There are domains where it
only co-operates. There are,

finally, domains in which it only
orientates itself.

‘The domain of art is not one
in which the Party is called
upon to command. It can and
must protect and help it, but
it can only lead it indirectly.
(‘Literature and Revolution’
Leon Trotsky.)

In the situation in which he
wrote this, seeds of Stalinism
were flowering into the weed that
increasingly tangled and finally
strangled those people who criti-
cised it.

Today, the Soviet bureaucracy
finds its crisis deepening as the
world imperialist crisis deepens,
and criticism from writers, when
published abroad, heightens that
crisis.

The bureaucracy still lies, it
still falsifies to satisfy its own
needs. And so, the trial of
Sinyavsky and Daniel is neces-
sary to lengthen its life,

Unfortunately  the protest
against ithe bureaucracy is, for
the most pant separated from the
working class and is driven into
anti-communist channels. This is
really a product of the bureau-
cracy for, as Trotsky said: ‘the
domain of art is not one in which
the Party is called upon to com-
mand. It can and must protect
and help-it, but it can only lead

it indirectly’.

that stood out intransigently for
the working class and the demo-
cratic rights of the Tamil and
other minorities.

It was in this situation the
Federal Party decided to join the
United National Party, and accept
a subordinate position for the
Tamil language without serious re-
sistance from the Sinhala masses.

What makes the position worse
for the Tamil-speaking masses is
that today their former socialist
champions have become their
open political enemies before the
Sinhala masses.

4 WHAT THE  SINHALA
masses have still to realise fully
is that the real question today is
not a question of whether they
should consent to some language
concession being made to the
Tamil masses, but of the Tamils
being recognised as equal citi-
zens of Ceylon together with the
Sinhala people.

Nor will the Sinhala masses lose
anything of their rights if the
Tamil-speaking people also win
their language and other rights.
But on the other hand, so long
as the Tamil people are not recog-
nised as equal citizens with the
Sinhala people, both the Sinhala
and Tamil-speaking people will
continue to be divided from each
other and subjected to bourgeois
rule whilst the problem of
national unity remains unsolved.

5 THE ENTIRE history of the
Tamil language problem alone
proves that the problem of
national unity, which involves the
problems of the fundamental
democratic rights of the minori-
ties of Ceylon, can never be
solved under bourgeois regimes,
whether it be headed by the
UNP or by the SLFP. Both have
a vested interest in Keeping the
masses divided and subject to
bourgeois rule.

" The Tamil language rights _and
the rights of the other minorities

cati ’be won only in united struggle

against the capitalist class and by
ending capitalist class-rule.
Separate movements for winning
minority rights will be mere dis-
sipation of human and material
resources without real gains.

The struggle for minority rights
must flow into the mainstream of
the class-struggle led by the work-
ing class against the forces of
capitalism.

6 THE REALITY of the Ceylon
situation is widespread landless-
ness and growing poverty in the
rural areas, increasing unemploy-
ment, high costs of living in the
context of a continuing wage-
freeze, acute shortage of housing,
shockingly inadequate educational
facilities and brutal police assaults
on persons who seek to protest
against their intolerable condi-
tions.

7 AND EVEN at this moment
the workers and wage-earners are
stepping out in class action against
the capitalist class and the UNP-
led government. There are defi-
nite indications that the workers
and wage-earners can be mobi-
lised for big class battles in an
anti-capitalist orientation.

In this context it is criminal

irresponsibility for the N. M.
Pereras, Colvin R. de Silvas,
Leslie Goonawardenes and

Keunemans to indulge in abomin-
able and filthy communalism.
They are only helping the UNP-
led government and capitalist
reaction.

The UNP-led government that
has already proved their incapa-
city and their bankruptey in rela-
tion o solving the pressing
economic problems of the people
will welcome any opportunity to
impose © emergency rule and
blame everybody else for their
failures.

8 THE WORKING class and
toilers among the Sinhalese and
Tamils cannot permit their leaders
to drag them into the fire of

communal conflict when condi-"

tions are favourable for struggle
against the Ceylon capitalist class
and the UNP-led government.

Even at this juncture it is not
too late for the working class to
cry halt to this dangerous and
calamitous course taken by their
criminal, irresponsible and oppor-
tunist leaders.

The UNP-led government and
forces of capitalist reaction can be
fought only on the basis of a
united front of the working class
and toilers freed from the
nauseating and choking fumes of
clericalism and communalism.

Edmund Samarakkody,
Secretary.
Lanka Sama Samaja Party
(Revolutionary)
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CAMPAIGN

SOUTHALL
LOBBY
DEMANDS
INQUIRY

By Newsletter Reporter

EMBERS of the Transport

and General Workers’
Union and Young Socialists
lobbied members of the union’s
national committees on Janu-
ary 20 to demand an inquiry
into the Southall branch of the
union. .

This branch allowed alleged fas-
cists to attend its annual meeting
while workers from the Woolf
* Rubber factory, who were on
strike at that time, were turned
away. Police were called in to
eject two Young Socialists—mem-
bers of the branch—who had ob-
jected to this treatment of immi-
grant members.

On the lobby, national commit-
tee members were handed leaflets
as they entered union headquarters
at Transport House. They were
asked to raise the question of the
Southall branch at their meeting.

BRUSHED PAST

They were also asked to support
the lobby of Parliament called by
the Lambeth Trades Council.

Members of the agricultural
section national committee agreed
to raise the matter, but others
brushed past.

Asked if he was against fascists,
one official said, quite openly, he
was not.

The lobbyists were refused per-
mission to put the matter before
the committee meetings. They
were told it was a matter for the
Southall branch to deal with.

When it was pointed out that it
was the leadership of the branch
which had taken the action, the
lobbyists were told to write to
their area secretary.

Cuts in night

shift after -

strike

Newsletter Correspondent

BOUT 40 workers at West
Yorkshire Foundries, a sub-
sidiary of the Leyland group, were
sacked recently. The redundan-
cies were caused by the suspen-
sion of the night shift in several
of the foundries.

It is reponted that further cut-
backs in night-shift production
may bring the total redundancies
up to 200.

Until recently, the factory,
which produces castings for the
motor industry, was advertising a
wide range of vacancies, and most
departments were understaffed,

Last vear the Leyland group,
whose profits rose to £28 million,
invested a reponted £2 million in
a new gravity die department.

At the same time, due to suc-
cessful fights to unionise the fac-
tory, workers won a number of
important concessions on piece-
work prices, bonus payments and
miobility of labour.

The management was unable to
defeat any of a number of strikes
in which British and immigrant
workers united solidly behind
their demands.

_of the Electrical A Trades
‘hetween senior 1.C.L ‘officials and

Fight attacks by Tories
employers and government

By JACK GALE
RITAIN was one of only four countries where workers’
B actual purchasing power decreased last year, accord-
ing to a report by the International Labour Organisation.
The others were Ireland, Hungary and North Korea.

This news coincides with the
rejection of the railwaymen’s pay
claim by the Prices and Incomes
Board, and the award of a miser-
able 15s. interim payment to the
bakers. Many national newspapers
claim that the full £1 has been
won because night workers wiil
receive 10s on top of this 15s.

Behind ail this is the determina-
tion of the government, the em-
ployers and the Tories to break
down the working conditions and
union rights built up by the work-
ing class over many years of
struggle. This was made clear last
week by Roy Mason, MP, Minister
of State, Board of Trade, with
special responsibility for shipping;
by the bosses of Imperial Chemical

Industries; and by Sir Keith
Joseph, MP, a leading Opposition
spokesman,

Speaking at a Sunderland ship-
yard last week, Mr. Mason—who
is a miners’s MP—said that the
‘wage drift’ was moving too fast.

‘The wage drift is going on
faster than many union bosses
realise,’ he declared, and he went
on to complain that this was
making some shipbuilding con-
tracts profitless!

At Newcastle the following day,
Mr, Mason bemoaned the fact that
progress in abolishing restrictive
practices was not fast enough.

‘STABLE COSTS’

He wanted to see ‘stable labour
costs’ and an ‘effective use of the
labour force’.. In plain English,
this means sackings, speed-up, dis-
cipline and no wage increases. Mr.
Mason made this clear. The prob-
lems in Britsh yards, he said, were

over-manning, absence of shift
work in some areas, and restrictive
practices.

While this trade union-sponsored
MP was attacking the -conditions
built up by trade unionism, one of
the biggest monopolies in Britain—
I.C.1.—was also taking steps to
speed up production.

A conference has just taken place
at the Esher (Surrey) headquarters
Union

50 ETU shop stewards.

This is an effort—backed by the
ETU leadership—to .get LC.L’s
56,000 manual workers to accept
the company’s proposed new pro-
ductivity scheme. This was agreed
last October between I.C.L and the
national officers of the unions con-
cerned—including the ETU and the
Boilermakers’ Society.

Unfortunately, it was reported
that when copies of the agreement
were distributed to the workers,
hundreds of them were simply
stuffed into the boilers.

LC.I. is anxious to get this
agreement working on three trial
sites at Wilton, Billingham and
Hillkouse, where most of the 50
stewards come from, because inter-
national competition dictates that
I.C.Y. must invest in new plant and
equipment to the tune of £130
million during the next few years.

This massive investment requires
a change in the established prac-
tices of the workers.

Thus an LC.I, expert in job

assessment was quoted in ‘The
Observer’ as saying:
‘Money isn’t the problem. We

can always talk meoney. What we
have never been able to do before
is to talk union practice so
frankly and openly. This is the
proper measure of ouvr break-
through.’

Meanwhile, Sir Keith Joseph,
addressing a meeting of Conserva-
tive trade unionists in Leeds, out-
lined a Tory plan for getting tough
with the unions.

A Tory government would

change the legal definition of a
trade union, he declared.

‘Only those - associations of
employers or workpeople whose
rules are approved by a new and
powerful registrar will have the
legal status of a trade union,’

The Tories, he promised, would
create a system of industrial courts
and establish a code of good indus-
trial practice.

‘@It is far too easy to break
agreement,’ he said.

WWhile Labour MPs, big business
and the Tories unite to attack the
conditions of the working class, the
press is urging the Labour govern-
ment to stand firm against the
railwaymen and the bakers, and to
uphold the authority of the Prices
and Incomes Board.

“The Observer’, in particular,
sings the praises of Ray Gunter
and George Brown for being will-
ing to ‘climb into the ring’ with
the unions.

Thus it is clearly necessary for
ail workers to unite behind the
canipaign against anti-trade union
legislation which was initiated by
the Janvary 26 lobby, The em-
ployers, the Tories and their agents
in the labour movement must be
defeatd.

STOP PRESS:
Daily Worker

and the lobby

THE national Tory press -im-

posed more or less a black-out
on the news concerning Wednes-
day’s lobby, with the exception of
‘The Guardian’.

The ‘Daily Worker’, which,
duning all the weeks of prepara-
tion for the lobby remained silent,
gave its readers a distorted and
one-sided report. .

*Many delegates,” it said, did
not. agree with the Lambeth
Trades Council call to ‘stop. pay-

ing the political levy as a ‘protest’.”

The. report-back meeting at the
Central - Halls, attended by over
1,000 who lobbied, carried a
resolution on future policy with
only three against.

These three were members of a
small opportunist sect masquerad-
ing under the name of the ‘Mili-
tant’ group! So where were the
‘many’ whom the ‘Worker' cor-
respondent found in the lobby?

Here is the relevant extract :

‘1 Call on all trade unionisis
iand Labour Party members to
campaign for the cessation of all
centrally-paid affiliation fees to
the Labour Party by the trade
unions at national level unless an
undertaking is given by the
Labour Party National Executive
Committee to oppose such anti-
working-class legislation.’

It will be seen that the Trades
Council is not asking trade union-
ists to stop paying the political
levy out of the blue, as it were.
It is simply asking natiomal trade
unions to do this unless the
Labour Parnty ‘agreed to oppose
anti - working - class legislation’,
something quite different from
what the ‘Daily Worker’ claims.

The “Worker’ calls for ‘pressure’
on Labour MPs, What kind of
pressure, may we ask, do they
propose? Is not the Lambeth
Trades Council proposals a most
effective form of pressure?

The ‘Daily Worker' is angry
because so many of its members
supported the lobby. Hence the
distorted report.
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- BAKERS

ANGRY

OVER INTERIM

RISE

PAY

By SYLVIA PICK

SERIES of bakers’ meetings
in the Midlands angrily re-
jected the paltry 12s and 15s
‘interim’ pay rises—recom-
mended by the Prices and

Incomes - Board—before these,

figures were officially accepted
on Monday.

Bakery workers at district level
had made it very clear before the
publication of the Board’s report
that they would not be satisfied
even if they were offered the £1
interim payment, mentioned in
discussions.

Their objective ‘is still the
£3 10s increase to bring their pay
up to £15 for a 40-hour week.

One large Birmingham bakery
reports that at a ‘jam-packed
meeting’, Wworkers voted over-
whelmingly not to accept the
interim £1 as a final seftlement.

A spokesman for the workers
said : ‘They will never accept this.
There is redl anger here . . . and

the feeling that we have been let

down'.

PLANNED STRIKES

The bakers began their cam-
paign for -a--decent living wage
before Christmas and planned to
hold two-ddy strikes in various
parts of the country for four
weeks, after which they intended
to call a national strike.

Public  sympathy and support
for the bakers was strong. Even
housewives unable to buy bread
felt that the bakerymen, with a

basic wage of £11 10s and forced.

to work anything up to 72 hours a
week, had “a cast-iron ‘case for
their action. * /" -

Mention of the £1 interim pay-
ment was ‘made after a meeting
of the Bakers’” Union leaders in
%irmingham at the end of Novem-

er. ’

It was declared then that the
national strike would be called
unless the employers had agreed

to negotiate on this by December
7

) George Brown’s request that the-

claim be submitted to the Prices
and Incomes Board was rejected

at this stage.
Five day’s later there was a
compleite abouwt-face by the

baker’s leaders. The strike was
called off, the claim referred to
the Board and nothing further
said about the interim payment.

WAIT

Angry bakers were told to wait
for the Board’s report and re-
minded of the employers’ ‘public
spirit’ in agreeing to peg the
price of bread for three months
on the Board’s recommendation.
There were also hints that the
bakers’ leaders had been told that
their members might get the £1
interim after Christmas.

In mid-January came the second
bombshell. The Rank-Hovis-
McDougall group increased the
price of its bread, and was fol-
lowed by other flour and bread-
making combines.

Union officials declared that this
considerably changed the situa-
tion, but still union head-
quarters advised its members not
to take strike action until the
Board made its report.

" This appeared on January 19
offering 15s a week more to male
production -workers and 125 to
distribution workers.” -

Here is a case where a section
of workers—militant, solid and
well-supported—have “been held

~off'and manoeuvred: intoka: posi-
tion where clearly they are being
offered only minimal gains.
" They must continue ' their
struggle for a better’ living stan-
dard,”in spite of the acceptance of

the Board’s report on their behalf,”

This struggle involves the build-
ing of an alternative leadership
which will reflect the fighting
spirit of the rank-and-file bakers.

CROYDON RENT STRUGGLE

‘Action’ group
to picket
councillors

HE campaign to mobilise

tenants and trade unionists
against Croydon Council’s pro-
posed rent increases of up to
25s is off to a good start.

Engineering and foundry
workers have pledged support and
made donations to the ‘All Action’
Committee.

This committee is representa-
tive of the tenants, the Trades
Council, the Labour Panty wards,
Young Socialists and old age pen-

e Imperialism stays in Nigeria

From page 3

opposed to the concept of a
stable, centralised, unitary
government.

The nascent capitalist class of
Nigeria lacked the power and
material resources to unify the
country under its own leader-
ship. It was evident then that
the relinquishing of formal poli-
tical control by Britain would
lead inexorably to an acceleration
of the centripetal forces in
Nigeria.

The only alternative to the
administrative ‘unity’ of the
British was, and is, a socialist
revolution led by the working
class, the only non-tribal force
and the real protagonist of ‘unity’
in Nigeria.

The dilemma of the Nigerian
capitalists was best exemplified
by Dr. Azikiwe who, when faced
by the obstinacy of the unre-
generate tribalists from West and
North at the London conference,
gave way and compromised on the
transfer of residual powers to the
regions.

This ‘agreement’ only led to an
even looser federation than the
_people had been led to expect.

Tribal exclusiveness and re-

gional separatism were extended
at the three subsequent con-
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Police deal roughly with people demonstrating against rigged elections

ferences which were called.

The 1958 Constitution which
finally granted ‘self-rule’ to
Nigeria did little to alter the
balance of power in favour of the
Federal government, nor did it
do anvthing to curb Northern
domination of the legislature,

Regionalism gave rise to un-
controlled nepotism, patronage,
corruption and gerrymandering.

Armies of thugs were main-
tained by the tribal-political
bosses and the stuffing of ballot-
boxes and impersonations, as at
the last elections in the West, was
customary procedure.

The late Akintola was said to
use these methods. He thus pro-
tected his 16-storey house in Lagos
and millions of pounds put away in
numbered accounts in Switzerland.

The universal hatred of
Northern domination, the fear of
regionalism, the increasing fre-
guency of peasant revolts in the
North, and the growing spectre
of social revolution which
emerged in the general strike of

1963 led the most far-sighted

sections of the capitalist class in
the army to stage the January
coup.

It was a desperate gamble to
forestall an uprising by the angry
masses against the utterly reac-
tionary set-up in Nigeria.

But the coup was bound to fail
and turn into an adventure for
the same reason that Dr. Azikiwe
was unable to prevent the ‘catas-
trophic consequences of the 1953
conference: the organic weak-
nesses of the Nigerian capitalist
class.

The intensity of the rebel’s
efforts were also the best measure
of their failure.

Abubakar, Bello and Akintola
have gone, but impenialism and its
offspring—regionalism—remains.

No amount of army conspiracies
can eliminate them. Only the
broom of the socialist revolution
can and will sweep Nigeria clean
of all that is rotten and reaction-
ary and lay the foundations for a
unitary state in which Hausas,
Fulanis, Bbos and Yorubas—not

"to mention the numerous smaller

tribes—will live
friendship.

in peace and

sioners’ organisations.

Meetings have been called on
every estate this week and next
Monday (January 31) a mass
picket of the councillors will
begin at 6 p.n. at the Croydon
Town Hall.

Labour councillors must be
wondering what their ‘next move
should be. Their actions are likely
to cause a deep split in the local
Labour Parties.

The Labour group has failed
to mobilise any opposition to the
Tory plans; in fact they kept the
whole thing quiet for six weeks
until the Tories themselves gave
out the news,

Now Labour councillors say
they are with the tenants 100 per
cent in opposing the rent in-
creases.

But what are their fighting
plans?

First, to call for a rate increase
to spread the burden over the
whole community,

Second, if this fails, to call for
the rent increases tp be spread
over a six-month period.

Labour Councils are putting up
rents akll over the country and
they cannot even oppose rent
increases where there is a Tory-
controlled council!

The Croydon ‘All Action’ Com-
mittee is completely opposed to
this policy of the Labour coun-
cillors.

Jack Webb and Frank Fadden,
chairman and secretary of the

ittee and leading members
of the local Labour Party, told a
Newslatter reporter that they are
writing to the Labour councillors
to make their opposition clear.

In a letter to local trades union
branches, Frank Fadden says: °‘If
Council rents go up—then the
rents of private tenanmts will fol-
low,” and on the leaflet and
posters issued by the Committee,
they say: ‘Not a penny on the
rents! Not a penny on the rates!’

The ‘All Action’ Committee was
well represented at the lobby of
Parliament on Wednesday, be-
cause members are well aware
that the rents issue cannot be
separated from the fight against
attacks on wages and conditions
and the anti-trade union laws.

1

.changes must be

compromise
on rail pay

By BOB SHAW

HE decision by railmen in

north Scotland and the
Midlands to back their execu-
tive’s strike call for February 14
indicates the anger felt at the
rejection of the NUR’s wage
demand by the Prices and In-
comes Board and the recoms
mendation  that  sweeping
introduced
which would worsen railway-
men’s conditions.

Young railwaymen in particular
are incensed at their low pay—at
19 or 20 they receive no more
than £7 or £8 a week.

Under the Beeching plan, rail-
waymen were subjected to wide-
spread redundancies as lines and
depots closed and many were
forced to new towns.

Despite the fact that the
number of workers had been re-
duced by almost one third with-
out any drop in the amount of
traffic handled, the men remain
badly paid and work in the most
atrocious conditions.

The threat to the railwaymen
is a real one, and is of great im-
portance to the working class.

Not only has the Wilson leader-
ship taken over the aims of the
employing class, but the govern-
ment is also seeking to smash
all attempts by workers to hit
back,

Wilson, in fact, seeks to accom-
plish what the Tories could not
do—break the power of the
trade unions. g

He and the right wing seek to
use parliamentary legislation to
jail and fine workers who fight
back against the employing class
in defence of their wages.

With the introduction of such
legislatiion, the NUR strike threat
becomes _a political battle with the
the employers and the Labour
government.

NEW LEADERSHIP

In order to win this battle, the
the whole of the working class
must support the railwaymen.
Above all, a new leadership must
be built to replace those who have
sold out. :

Workers have to be mobilised
in_ aotions such as the lobby of

iament: which took place this

week and which aimed to “defeat

anti-union law. .

But leaders: of the NUR. have
no stomach for such a:fight, they
much prefer the negotiations
which go on behind closed doors.

The sharpest vigilance is neces-
sary to ensure that a rotten com-
promise is not reached. Such a
settlement could only now mean
defeat, since the government has
made it clear that the money for
wage increases will not be found.

An improvement in railway-
men’s wages in the conditions of
the presemt critical situation of
the economy can only be gained
at the expense of the employers.

The means:

® Suspending
payments and

compensation

@ The extension of nationali-
zation  against the private road
hauliers.

These demands should be put
forward to counter those of the
Prices and Incomes Board.

The reaation of the national
press to the railwaymemn's strike
threat was violent and unanimous.

The government, said the
‘Times’, must have courage and
stand firm. The ‘Financial Times’
noted that the labour leaders had
always claimed that they could
curb the unions and cynically
suggested that now they would
have the opportunity of showing
how it was done. )

They know, of course, that the
anti-trade union legislation is be-
ing pushed forward for such a
situation as this. They also know
that the Labour government has
the task of holding down workers’
wages whilst British capitalism
heaves itself out of its crisis.

THE NERVE?

They question however, if
Wilson and Brown will have the
nerve to ocarry through the
struggle.

Amongst the Labour ‘lefts’ the
strike threat by the NUR has
created ill-concealed panic. They
fear an open clash between the
working class and the Labour
government. They search for ‘con-
stitutional’ explanations.

It was all a mistake. . . . The
new Minister of Transport would
not agree with the Prices and
Incomes Board decision . . . the
report by the Board had many
flaws, etc., etc.

Neither Cousins nor Barbara
Castle have made any mention
of opposition to the Prices and
Incomes Board decision. Neither
have resigned from Cabinet posi-
tions to range themselves along-
side the underpaid railwaymen.

It would be wvery dangerous
for railwaymen to believe that
all that is now required is a
threat of strike action afiter which
a suitable compromise will be
eached.

In the 1950°s such concessions
were forced from a reluctant
Tory government. The high po_imt
of such traditiomal trade-union
methods was reached with the
Guillebaud report which stated
that railwaymen’s wages should
be brought into line with in-
dustry in gemeral and did award
increases from 8 per cent for
starting grades to 18 per cent for
top grades.

o |

The Tories immediately gained
acceptance of  wide-reaching
changes to modernise the rail-
Ways.

Lord Beeching was brought in
to take charge of modernisation.
Steam was replaced by diesel and
electric traction, railway work-
shops were closed, new schemes
were prepared to hand out to
private hauliers whole seotions of
the nrailway for profit-making,
such as the liner train scheme.

These schemes form the basis
of the attack on railwaymen by
the government.

Coupled with the joining of
the Confederation of British
Industries by the Railways Board,
it means a ruthless drive to ex-
ploit the nationalized railways in
the interest of private profit-
making.

AWAIT BREAKDOWN

Such schemes are well advanced
in various parts of the country
and only await the breaking down
of union opposition to start full
operation.

At Gushetfaulds in Glasgow a
completely new yard has been
prepared for the running of fast
modern ‘liner’ ‘trains. These
trains already run between Glas-
gow and London, completing the
journey in eight hours and haul-
ing at their maximum 750 tons
of goods packed in special con-
veyors which can immediately be
picked up by private firms in
London.

The scheme has great attraction
for road haulage firms who find
that much bigger profits can be
made by having a certain type of
goods sent by rail.

It is by such schemes as these
that private industry aims to
make the railways bring in the
profit for them,

The plans of Wilson and Brown °
must be defeated. The wages of
workers such as the railwaymen,
which are threatened by the de-
cisions of the Prices and In-
comes Board, must be defended.
Every support must be given to
the railwaymen in the fight to
defeat the government on
February 14.

® Lobby

l__";om page 1

legislation. This is great, the best
demonstration we have ever
attended. The trade unions wot't

do anything. It has been left
up to the Lambeth Trades
Coningil’.

_ Other delegates from Mersey-
side included plumbers from the
union’s district committee, central
lodge and No. 4 branch.

Old age pensioners were repre-
sented by Mr. ]. Bingham, chair-
man of the Merseyside district
committee of the National Federa-
tion of Old Age Pensioners.

The Clarence power station con-
struction site had semt four out
of every 20 workers levied to pay
for transport to the lobby.

Merseyside Boilermakers’ repre-
semtative Derek Tankard said:
‘We are here to defend workers’
demoicratic rights. What right
have Labour MPs to legislate
against the unions?’

Two delegates from the Liver-
pool T&GWU and shop stewards
from the Runcorn, Cheshire, ICI
building site commented: ‘It is
wrong to take away the work-
ing man's rights. We intend to
see Frank Cousins and press him
to take strong action on this
question. We want to see George
Brown as a member of our
union’.

Dockers from Merseyside said
that their employers offered them.
a wage rise, but wanted them to
reduce manning scales. They saw
their fight as part of the struggle
against anti-union law.

Delegates and shop stewards
from Bristol Siddeley Engines
(Anstey) Coventry and British
Celanese, Coventry, said they
would press MPs not to vote for
such legislation.

WELCOME LEAD

John Walls, convenor and dele-
gate from George Manns’ stop
stewards committee, Leeds, said
legislation was a threat to the
shop steward’s organisation, ‘We
welcome the lead: given by the
Lambeth Trades Council o bring
about the defeat of this law’.

Seven AEU shop stewards from
Vauxhall Motors, Ellesmere Port,
said that no government would
get away with passing such legis-
lation.

Robert Thomson from Birken-
head PTU No. 1 branch said the
unions would fight for the right
to strike. The TUC’s action, he
said, ‘was a lot of rubbish’.

Another PTU delegate said:
‘We want to bring in a true
socialist government. These
leaders are in on false pretences.
We want more nationalization.
If Labour nationalized, we would
support it. But we will not sup-
port a government legislating
against the unions.

Steve Olaokun from Willesden,
London, ETU said: ‘The govern-
ment should stop this bill and
the working class should fight for
its standard of living'.

Many more delegates and repre-
sentatives from organisations and
union branches from all over
Britain which have given support
to the lobby (reported in The
Newsletter since  November)
touched on similar points.
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