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By MICHAEL BANDA[

ESPITE the bland

assurances of General
Suharto, it is now quite
evident that the coup to
end all coups in Indo-
nesia has resulted in the
definitive ending of
presidential rule.

President Sukarno still re-
mains nominally the president

by proxy.

After days of rioting by right-
wing students and Muslims, fol-
lowing the exclusion of General
Nasution from the Cabinet, the
army, under the leadership of
General Suharto, moved in on the
presidential palace last Sunday
and delivered the last humiliating
blow to President Sukarno’s
tenure of office.

On Friday, while the Cabinet
was in session, groups of the
notorious Siliwangi regiment, led
by General Agy, supposed to be
until recently a supporter of
Sukarno, surrounded the presi-
dential palace and forced
Sukarno and his inseparable
Foreign Minister, Subandrio, to
flee to the nearby town of Bogor
in a helicopter.

MORE TROOPS

But when Sukarno reached
Bogor he found more troops
from the Siliwangi regiment in
occupation of his residence.

While the president was in
Bogor, General Suharto can-
vassed the military commanders
for their support in installing a
full-fledged military dictatorship.

Sukarno, long on rhetoric, but
short on troops, capitulated com-
pletely to a deputation of three
generals sent by Suharto to
Bogor.

There were no negotiations.
The president simply signed his
power over to the general giving
him authority to take in the
president’s name ‘all measures
required for the safeguarding of

(Continued page 4, col. 6)

PUBLIC. MEETING
SHEFFIELD

‘The General Election
and anti-trade-union
legislation’

The Vestry Hall,
Cemetery Road (Moor End)
Sheffield

7.30 p.m. Sunday, March 27
Speaker: G. Healy, national

secretary, Soctalist Labour
League

by ROBERT JAMES

great ‘noose trial’ hoax.

in the chair.

at the hustings.

Who. else but semi-skilled
car workers, pushing their
earnings up to £40 a week—
way beyond the 31 per cent
norm—are ruining the coun-
try’s economy?

Who else but workers who
continually defy their manage-
ment, and even deal out their
own justice, should be subject
to a Prices and Incomes Bill
passed by the government of
the day?

Hysteria

This is the logic of the
‘noose trial’ hysteria.

But just as the Cowley workers,
and especially the shop stewards’
committee, has led a tremendous
battle for higher wages and bet-
ter conditions in the factory and
attended the January 26 lobby
of Parliament, so their strength
puts an effective damper on the
witch-hunting cretine of Fleet
Street.

The inquiries by the unions
and the joint shop stewards’ state-
ment of Wednesday are bringing
out more and more facts to nail
the lies of the ‘noose’, the ‘M6
Cabinet’, the threats, the fines,
and so on.

The real story that the
majority of ‘reporters’ missed is
that by August, at least, BMC
wants to cut the wages of the
1,400 men employed at the Cow-
ley spares section by at least £5
to £10, and, it is claimed, lay off
at least 500 men,

The section, which supplies the
whole world with spare parts for
BMC cars, is being modernised
and semi-automated—the new £7
million Horspath Plant, under
construction near the present
plant, was supposed to be ready
last July, but is expected to be
in full operation by August.

Sales increase

Over the last year the sales of
| spare parts has had to keep up
with the results of the produc-
tion boom of two to three years
ago. There has been a 10 per cent
increase in gross sales, and, there-
fore, higher productivity in the
sales plant.

At the same time, the strong
shop stewards’ committee has
united the section in several ac-
tions to increase wages—in some
parts they have increased by 100
per cent. In general for anm
average 27 per cent wage increase,
there has been a 23 per cent in-
crease in productivity.

Claiming that in the new plant
40 per cent of the work would be
fully automated and 60 per
cent semi-automated, the manage-
ment called a joint meeting six
weeks ago with the unions, to
discuss a new wage agreement.

This scheme would offer be-

-Plane. for ‘unioa reform’ could besst

At the same time more ‘trials’ were discovered and presented
Wilson with a convenient diversion from discussing the pound

But the economy is the king pin of the ‘moose trial’ hoax
and the big build up against the unions in the past two years.

tween £19 and £25 to replace the
present wage structure of be-
tween £25 and £40.

A mass meeting of BMC
workers decided to back any ac-
tion itaken by the shop stewards’
committee over the wage issue.

The stewards reported back
to the company with the senior
shop stewards and union officials.
They pointed out that a national
agreement stated that wages
should not be changed by new
working conditions. -

The management said they
would take the matter to York.

Already the management has
attempted to introduce the new
wage scheme for packers now
working at the new plant.

EBighteen months ago, Morris
Motors’ repair shop workers were
told they would be amalgamated
with the BMC spares department.
On the day that the new wage
scheme was announced six weeks
ago, the amalgamation went
ahead, but the repairmen were
brought in on the mnew wage
scheme. It is claimed that when
amalgamation was discussed 18
months ago, it was agreed the
repairmen join the spares depart-
ment at their own higher wages
rates.

Two strikes

Two one-day strikes were
called. The first, on February
24, was supported by the spares
department. This was agreed
unanimously at a shop floor
meeting.

The second strike was to be
on March 3. At a meeting of
about 500 men, 30 voted against
action.

On the day of the strike eight
men disobeyed the vote of the
meeting.

(Cont. back page, col. 1)

slowly the barrage of lies and hysteria whipped up last week
over the Cowley ‘workers’ trial’ is breaking down under
the pressure of statements about what really happened.

Desperate for a solution to the sterling crisis, Party Ieaders; aided by the
more unscrupulous sections of Fleet Street, last week launched the mo
vicious witch-hunt in pre-Election history.

Facts were distorted. Facts were inflated. Facts were even invented. Both the
press and television worked overtime to produce what can only now be called the

i

By weaving the fantastic tale of threats and violence and menacing demands for money, all
the reactionary forces hoped towwhip--up “public indignation and ‘an atmosphere in-yvhich their
fipped-irougi che new Parliament=be it “#iison or Heath—

AN OPEN
LETTER TO A
TRADE
UNIONIST

STERLING
CRISIS
WORSENS -

. See page 2

st

Why‘ we will vote
Labour on March 31

The Socialist Labour League is confident
that the British working class can successfully
unite behind a Marxist leadership, which is
today being built by the Socialist Labour
League, to defeat the attacks of the Tories
and the employing class. In the struggles
against anti-trade union legislation, this unity
and this new leadership are being built.

In the course of this battle against the
legislation brought in by the Labour Cabinet
of Harold Wilson, more and more workers
have come to realise that the Labour leaders
are carrying out Tory policies and must be
opposed.

This raises the question: How do we vote
on March 31?7 The answer must be VOTE
LABOUR, because this will put us in the
best position to remove Wilson, Brown,
Gunter, Callaghan and Co. and unite behind
socialist policies.

The fact is that many millions of workers
will vote Labour, refusing to return to
Toryism, but not yet understanding the ex-
tent to which the Wilson leadership betrays
the interests of the working class. We must
call on these workers to go with us through
the experience of Wilson’s betrayals. But this
experience must be made in a fight against
Wilson’s policies.

Our purpose in ensuring the return of a
Labour government is to strengthen those
millions of workers who will vote Labour and

who will be faced, immediately after the elec-
tion and the budget, with ferocious attacks
on their living standards and their organisa-
tions.

A Tory government means the exclusive
and direct rule of the monopolists themselves
under conditions where they are strengthened
by a Labour defeat, their way to laws against
the trade unions prepared by Wilson, Brown
and Gunter,

We vote Labour to deprive the Labour
leaders and Parliamentarians of any excuses;
we warn them in election meetings and
lobbies that in voting for them we do this
as part of a campaign to build a new leader-
ship and to remove them.

If there are millions of workers who still
think that voting Labour is the only alterna-
tive, we will lead them in struggle against
right-wing policies in order to go with them
through the necessary experience.

We vote Labour on March 31 to keep
the Tories out; to strengthen the ranks of
the working class; to strengthen the bonds
between the Socialist Labour League and the
working class; to settle accounts with the
Labour leaders on the working class’s own
terms.

Our vote on March 31 is a Labour vote
which will strengthen the fight to defeat
Wilson and his policies in the fight for a
new socialist leadership.
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A sampling of the week’s scare headlines —

thought up for the exaggerated stories now being exposed by the true happenings in

the ‘noose trial’ at Cowley

CP Election Ma;i}esto

CP seeking more
‘respectability’

i O one better! Vote Com-

munist’ say the Commu-
nist Party election posters. A
splendid slogan for a Party
whose policy differs only in
one degree from that of the
Labour leaders,

And even this degree is not
very great. The Party whose
policy statement was once en-
titled ‘For a Soviet Britain!’ is
now separated by only the finest
political gap from Wilson and
Brown, as its 1966 Election
Manifesto shows.

Like Transport House, _King
Street puts much emphasis on
‘modernisation’. Like any manu-

Gross distortions by

press—union inquiry

COMMENTING on the
‘noose trial’, Harry Urwin,
the Transport and General
Workers’ Union Midland
regional secretary said on
Wednesday:

‘It appears that someone’s
twisted and vivid imagina-

tion has turned something -

much less sinister than a
debagging ceremony at an
Oxford college into a
Reichstag Trial.’

Mr. Urwin headed a four-
man inquiry team at Cowley
this week. :

There had been a ‘gross
misrepresentation of the

facts by certain sections of
the press,” Mr. Urwin added.

There had not been a
workers’ court, no fines, nor
any intimidation.

Certain statements . had
been taken out of context
and frequently distorted.

Reports of an M6 Cabinet
and the hangman’s noose
were ‘ludicrous’.

Because of the gross dis-
tortions, the Press Council
should institute an inquiry,
he said, adding that ‘cheque
book journalism’ had been
mentioned to his inquiry
team.

By JOHN CRAWFORD

of detergents, Gollan
as being

facturer
commends his wares
‘new’.

Socialism is mentioned only
in the most guarded terms as
the ‘eventual aim’ of the Com-
munist Party. The ‘good’ points
of the Labour government’s
measures are carefully weighed
against the ‘bad ’ones.

Far from calling for any fight
against the Labour leaders, the
manifesto merely suggests an im-
proved version of reformism.
Vote for one of the 57 candi-
dates if you can, otherwise vote
Labour and ‘press this policy on
the Labour candidates’, is
Gollan’s message.

All that is claimed for wvoting
Communist is that ‘the new,
different policy of peace and
progress will be. achieved more
quickly if there are Communist
MPs to work for it’.

APOLOGETIC

This apologetic tone is in
keeping with the policies pro-
posed. For example, on housing,
the manifesto advocates the
pegging of council as well as
private rents, 500,000 new houses
a year and an end to rate in-
creases.

But all of this is to be accom-
plished without nationalizing the
banks, simply by means of 2 per
cent government loans to coun-
cils. When nationalization is
proposed, it is steel which is
pushed to the front,

Chemicals, building, aircraft
and sections of engineering and
shipbuilding, together with urban
land, are merely suggested ‘to go

on the nationalization list’.

As with the changes put for-
ward for foreign policy (‘make
Britain a power for peace’), noth-
ing is said about the reaction of
the ruling class, either in Britain
or abroad. -

Apparently, the Queen is ex-
pected to call on Mr. Gollan to
form Her Majesty’s government,
if only enough candidates can
be elected.

REFORMS

This is the outcome of the
‘British road’ followed by the so-
called Communist Party. While
the historical basis for reform-
ism crumbles daily, Gollan and
Co. turn to reforms.

As class struggles of unprece-
dented ferocity are being pre-
pared, these gentlemen decide
the time has come for respect-
ability,

When the bankruptcy of the
Labour leaders is more clearly
revealed than ever, - Stalin’s
former spokesmen hitch their
wagon on to the falling star of
opportunism.

With gimmick heaped on cliché,
the manifesto mocks the sacri-
fices and struggles of those who
fought to build the Communist
Party and the ‘Daily Worker’,

However mistakenly, these
workers thought that this was
the way to smashing the boss
class.

Now they find themselves sell-
ing a manifesto in which the
power of the working class is
never mentioned.

That is why increasing numbers
of Communist Party members are
reading The Newsletter and con-
sidering the policies of the
Socialist Labour League,

WATTS
ERUPTS
AGAIN

NCE again, Watts, the

Negro quarter of Los
Angeles, has become the centre
of Negro {frustration of life
under American capitalism,

Faced with increasing unem-
ployment, discrimination and
shack  housing, hundreds of
Negroes ran riot in Watts on
Tuesday night.

As in the famous Watts' in-
surrection of last August, youth,
who bear the brunt of the worst
features of US society, were to
the fore in the street battles with
the special riot squads trained to
olub and arrest as many as pos-
sible.

Two people—one Negro and
one white—died, 30 were in-
jured, and there

were many
arrests.
_Like the previous riot, Tuesday
night's incident began when
police attempted to arrest a

Negro who had thrown a stone
at a white school teacher’s car.
Crowds quickly gathered and be.
gan shouting and threatening the
police.

Then about 600 Negroes began
smashing shop windows and over-
turming cars. The special riot
squads were sent into the crowds.
After six hours officials said
things were under control with
scores of police stationed on
rooftops and tear gas squads at
many strategic points.

There are reports that many
Negroes were shouting ‘down
with the white man’.

This is a result of the dis-
crimination that continues, the
failure of the civil rights’ do-
gooders to achieve any concrete
results, and the incapability of
any so-called workers’ party to
channel the frustration of the
Negro workers into a struggle
against capitalism around
socialist policies.

There is a dire need for such
a party, and a Marxist revolu-
tionary leadership, in the United
States today.



Page Two

THE NEWSLETTER

March 19, 1966

LETTER

hy

AFTER MUCH THOUGHT
and serious discussion 1 re-
cently resigned from the Com-
munist Party of Great Britain.

I joined the Communist
Party some time ago because
I believed that the problems
facing the workers in this
country, namely peace, wages
and the defence of the trade
unions could only be solved
by the overthrow of capitalism
and the introduction of social-
ism,

Being interested in politics,
I had considered joining the
lbabour Party, but my ex-
perience led me to conclude
that the Labour Party no
longer stood by the principles
for which it was founded by
Keir Hardie and others,
namely to fight on behalf of
workers and socialism.

In fact, the Labour Party
today carries out policies iden-
tical to those of the Tories on
every issue, willingly betraying
their election pledges and
'attacking the working class on
the instructions of American
big business. 1 therefore de-
cided to join the Communist
Party.

*

I worked actively as a Party
member in the struggle against
war and as a Party candidate
in the Borough Elections.

I attended the 29th National
Congress of the Party as a
delegate in November 1965,
where, as a result of the sharp
rightward contortion of the
leadership to placate Labour's
right wing, I began to have
serious fundamental disagree-
ments with the Party.

My experience in the Com-
munist Party following the
Congress confirmed my suspi-
cion about the reactionary role
played by the Party’'s Stalinist

“nature of the Labour govein-
ment and indicated. the -total
bankruptcy of° “the Party's
‘peaceful road to socialism’.
The issues on which I have
disagreements are as follows:

Firstly, instead of fighting
for the victory of the Vietcong,
the Party has been too con-
cerned with maintaining a re-
spectable cover behind such
organisations as the British
Council for Peace in Vietnam
and the so-called ‘left’ Labour
MPs, whose policies, in fact,
seek to extricate the US from
its role as an international
pirate in Vietnam.

*

Secondly, the main policy
adopted at the recent National
Congress around the slogan of
‘unity of the left’ is a fraud.
It is designed to mask a shift
to the right by the Gollan
leadership. This is further
clarified by the decision to
change the name of the ‘Daily
Worker’, presumably to gain
respectability in the eyes of
the petty-bourgeoisie and other
anti-working class elements.

More recently the Party has
produced an election pro-
gramme which might just as
easily have been formulated in
Transport House.

Lenin wrote in ‘Left-Wing
Communism’ that Communists
in Britain should support the
Labour Party as the rope
supports a hanging man. The
Communist Party manifesto,
however, because it lacks the
necessary revolutionary alter-
native to the Wilson-Brown

leadership, constitutes a re-
prieve for these agents of
capital.

Thirdly, and probably most
important, has been the atti-
tude of the Communist Party
towards the proposed anti-
trade union legislation, to be
introduced by the Labour
government should it be re-
turned at the General Election.

This legislation, to fine and
imprison trade unionists who
fight for better wages and con-
ditions, is a fundamental
attack on the very existence of
trade unionism.

I consider that the maximum
opposition to this legislation
must be organised among all
workers.

*

The leadership of the Com-
munist Party, however, apart
from expressing some verbal
. opposition to the legislation
through the ‘Daily Worker’
and supporting the March 1
lobby, which consisted mainly
of hand-picked Stalinists, and
antempted to prevent the carry-
ing of political slogans by 80
Young Socialists (unity of the
left?), has organised no real
campaign on this issue.

Indeed the Communist Party
leadership did everything pos-
sible to oppose the mass
lobby of parliament organised
by the Lambeth Trades Coun-

the
ommunist
Party

leadership in relation to_the
P pthe.. fore —the ‘revolutionary — van=—

[ left

cil in January: Communist
Party officials and function-
anies were instructed to visit
sites and factories in an
attempt to reverse decisions,
taken by mass workers’ meet-
ings, in support of the lobby.

This disruptive tactic not
only proved to be a dismal
failure due to lack of support
from the workers themselves,
but was indicative of the depth ||
of the Party’s capitulation to
the Labour leaders.

Finally 1 believe that §
workers face a period in which
they will have to fight to de-
fend their living and working
standards from the attacks of
the employers and the Labour
government. This fight re-
quirés a Marxist revolutionary
leadership and policy which
the Communist Party is unable
to provide, being already too
deeply compromised.

*

It is my view that only the
Socialist Labour League has
shown over recent years its
determination to firmly defend
socialist ideas and prlnclples,
and the ability to organise in
struggle whole layers of the
working class. The success the
Socialist Labour League has
had in attracting many hun-
dreds of workers is an indica-
tion = that the future and
socialism rests with them.

Since leaving the Com-
munist Party I have joined the
Socialist Labour League and
1 urge all Marxists who remain
within the Communist Party's
Stalinist confines to do like-
wise, and help in the construec-
tion of a mass revolutionary
communist party with an in-
ternational .perspective, which
will present a'real alternative
for the working class. 1 con-
sider this construction to be
the .paramount, task placed be-

guard and the working class

today. \
Keith Standring,
Crewe.
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THE last time we met we
had a discussion about the im-
plications of the Prices and
Incomes Bill (what we call the
anti-trade union legislation) in
which you said that The News-
letter was making too much
concentration on it.

To justify this statement you
said that it would be possible to
find some way round the effects
of it and that even if it was
introduced the government
would have difficulty imple-
menting it. Your parting re-
marks were: ‘The workers will
not stand for the outlawing of
strikes, The jails will not be
big enough to hold all the
workers who strike for wages.’
One of your other arguments
was that these type of laws
exist in the United States yet
they have not stopped strikes
and they have not stopped the
American workers winning
wage increases.

I know that you, like millions
of other trade unionists in Bri-
tain, are opposed to the intro-
duction of the legislation and
that you will fight tenaciously
against it. You did, after all, take
part in the lobby of parhamenrt on
January 26 and again in the one
on March 1. In fact you were
largely responsible for the deci-
sion on your job for a one-day
token strike to support the Janu-
ary 26 lobby.

Weakness

Nevertheless I think your argu-
ments Teveal the same dangerous
weakness that I have found
amongst many trade union mem-
bers during the campaigns over
the past three months.

You see this legislation as just
one more attack on the trade
unions which we will have to
fight in the trade unions as we

__have foughm on many issues in

the past.
The. introduction of this legis-

wolation is much more than another

attack.” It. represents such a fun-
damental challenge to: the.trade

“.‘unions“that we have to do more -

than simply examine the legal
implications © and  understand
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them, or search the legal files to
find loopholes.

The law in relation to trade
unions is in any case so vague
or .non-existent, that, as* many
previous cases have shown, they
are determined by the interpreta-
tions which the judges of the day
wish to put on them. This has
been most clearly revealed in
recent years by the cases of
Rookes v. Barnard, Stratford v.
Lindley and the ETU cases.

The new Bill would seriously
undermine the system of ‘collec-
tive bargaining’ for negotiating
on wages which has been the
prime function of the unions
for at least the last 60 years.

State control

It would place the trade unions
more directly under the control
of the state and thus destroy the
reason for which they were
formed, i.e., to be organisations
of the workmg class to fight in-
dependently to defend and im-
prove the wages, conditions and
hours of that class.

Since direet negotiations with
the employers and their organisa-
tions would no longer be possible,
every struggle to defend or im-
prove wages would pitch workers
into direct confrontation with the
state of the monopolies and the
ruling class.

You also know that this legis-
lation is only the first step to-
wards the complete subjugation
of the trade unions by the state.
We have all seen the Tory Party
election manifesto and have read
the consistent campaign being
built up by leading spokesmen
of industry and big business, by
Tories—and by Labour spokes-
men like Ray Gunter.

As vicious as it is, we know
that this first Bill has been pre-
sented cautiously by the Labour
government because they them-
selves are working blindly and
know the vast hatred these laws
can unleash amongst workers.

The laws are the essential re-
quirements of the British ruling
class desperately striving to avoid
the complete colla fse of their
economic system, They are also
demanded by .the international
banks who have poured millions
of -...pounds - int.-
economy -during the last 17
months in a despérate attempt to
stave off a collapse which would
seriously damage the financial
stability of the whole capitalist

the:  British

world.

If this is true then what are
those of us who want to fight
this legislation to do?

To answer this question it is
necessary to see the introduction
of these laws in their historical
context, and in particular to
study the experience of the work-
ing class and its fight to build
the trade unions.

But first we should dispose of
any illusions about making the
trade union leaders or Labour
‘Jefts’ lead a fight against them.

You and I know from our ex-

perience on the two lobbies of _

parliament that there isn't a
single left wing MP who will fight
_against these laws. We also know
from -the experience of the last
17 months of the Labour govern-
ment that even if some of them
are shocked in some way to
oppose the Bill, they will be
totally incapable of leading any
successful fight against it.

TUC support

The Trade Union Congress
leaders have voted to support
the laws. This policy will now be
dictated to every trade union in
the TUC, and trade union
officials will be told to toe the
line. In any case these leaders
have known for over two years
that this legislation was the for-
mulated policy of the Labour
Party and yet they have re-
mained silent.

Only Clive Jenkins, general sec-
retary of the Association of
Supervisory Staffs, Executives and
Technicians, supported the March
1 lobby and has openly cam-
paigned against the Bill.

When George Woodcock said
to us in the House of Commons
lobby: ‘We (meaning the TUC)
wrote the Bill} he was probably
speaking the truth.

These-sleaders. gither support...-has

the legislation, or are unwilling

Ettnd totally incapable -of fighting,

There are other more important
theoretical and historical reasons

for stating that faot.

One of the biggest difficulties
many of us in the trade unions
face is the whole set of beliefs
and ideas that the trade unions
have a fixed stable place in
society arising out of a natural
evolution of British capitalism.
These ideas have become deeply
entrenched in the working class
because of the relatively stable
relations of the last 40 years, or
certainly the last 20 years, which
the trade unions have enjoyed.

Ritual

It has been during these years
that most of your activity, Tom,
and that of many thousands of
trade unionists, has taken place,
and in which the methods
governed by the procedures, tri-
bunals, rules and regulations of
trade union conduot and struggle
have become almost a ritual.

The historians and trade union
intellectuals have concluded dur-
ing these years that the trade
unions ‘have found their rightful
place in society’, and have placed
the system known as collective
bargaining at ‘the cornerstone of
British democracy’.

A very brief glance at the his-
tory of the development of the
trade unions will quickly explode
these fallacious arguments, and
show that the trade unions have
in fact developed through very
contradictory periods wof turbu-
lent, explosive and revolutionary
struggles, and have experienced
defeats followed by periods of
slow recovery and retrenchment.

The relations between the trade
unions and the employers and the
state have fluctuated and changed
many times.

The last period since 1926 has
been only a temporary transi-
tional period, albeit-a relatively
Iong one, in which the ruling class

made anaccommodation: to
the trade unions for their own
reasons and to suit .theirown
ends, “During these years, parti-
cularly since the last war, trade
has been relatively stable and
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As pre-election battle plods on

HE election battle be-
tween the Tories and
the Labour leaders involves
a great deal of noise. It is
made, not because of any
policy disagreements, but to
try to drown out the realities
of the desperate probiems
facing British capitalism.

But the outbreak of a new
sterling crisis, with the pound
falling to its lowest level since
September, could not be dis-
guised. Rushing through some
trade figures on Friday halted
the decline for a time, but the
basic position is unchanged.

Despite the rise in exports, the
continued rise of imports in
February means that new attacks
on consumption will follow the
election.

Both the employers at home

pressing for measures to raise the
level of unemployment and re-
duce the pressure for higher
wages.

The Wilson government has
thus solved none of the problems
for the capitalist class it was
supposaed to tackle. Moreover, it
has given up any pretence that it
can decide its own policies.

WILSON'S PLEDGE

The decision to put the ‘in-
comes policy’ and anti-union
legislation right at the centre of
Labour’s election programme re-
flects the pressure of the inter-
national bankers., The way in
which Wilson pledged action
against the unions in return for
dollar backing last summer is
now well known.

As Brown explained to the TUC
General Council during the
Brighton Congress in September,
arrangements of the big US loan
was entirely dependent on accep-
tance of the anti-union law.

The pound has rested pre-
cariously on this loan ever since.
Now, with the great part of it
still to be repaid, oonﬁdence in
sterling sags yet again.

As ‘The FEconomist’ showed on
March 5, Callaghan's financial
statement about the gold and
dollar reserves indicated no real

recovery from last year's crisis.

and the bankers abroad will be -

Sterling crisis
WOorsens

The beginning of 1966 saw much
the same position as existed be-
fore the November 1964 run on
the pound,

The present crisis is part of
the long-term decline of British
imperialism, not just a temporary
phase.

Although election jitters play
some part in the present pressure
on sterling, it is not the major
factor. In fact, it is possible that
the timing of the election was an
effect rather than a cause of the
financial crisis.

EXPORTS FALL

As the National Institute
Economic Review statistics show,
the British share of world exports
continues to fall. The sterling
area, still taking more than a
third of Britain’s exports of manu-
factured goods, is no longer a
safe market for Britain.

Last year, goods from this
country represented only 32 per
cent of total imports to sterling
area countries, compared with
over half in 1958

In the same period, British ex-
port prices have risen 6 per cent
faster than the world average.

In the world market for cars,

the British share fell from 28 per
cent in 1958 to under 20 per cent
in 1965. The slight recovery in
this field in 1962 has not been
held.
When the total volume of world
trade is rising, this fall in the
share held by British capital
might not be noticed. But last
year, the rate of increase of
world trade dropped, partly due
to the French and Italian reces-
sions, and the Bmtlsh balance of
trade suffered.

The problems of the pound are
part of an international crisis,
showing itself in the shortage of

JOHN CRAWFORD

currency reserves to finance world
trade

In the acute crisis of last
summer, now seen to be more
severe than that of November
1964, the US banks and Treasury
deliberately propped up the
pound. Their reasons were far
from philanthropic.

They know that in the present
difficult position of the interna-
tional monetary system the de-
valuation of sterling would make
the situation of the dollar un-
tenable. -

As Peter Jeffries’ article in the
current issue of ‘Fourth Interna-
tional’ argues, the dominance of
the dollar in international finance
has enable US capital to find its
way into the best fields for in-
vestment, especially in Europe.

INSIST ON GOLD

It is this which de Gaulle’s
policies are devised to fight.
French insistence on gold as the
only basis for an increase in
world ‘liquidity’ is directed at
the continuing encroahment of
the dollar in Europe. It directly
parallels present threats by de
Gaulle to the North Atlantic
Treaty.

The contradictions in world im-
perialism were sharply illustrated
by last week’s meeting of finan-
cial experts in Paris, the so-
called ‘Group of 10°.

Set up to find an agreed solu-
tion to the world’s monetary
problems, the Group could only
report on the basic disagreements
between France and the rest.

These difficulties make worse
the international problems of US
capitalism. The American boom
shows signs- of hitting the ceil-
ing of industry under capitalism.

With unemployed registered at
‘only’ - 4,000.000, there is a des-

moves

perate shortage of skilled labour.
Together with the accelerating
drain of the Vietnam war, this
poses the danger of inflation.

The drop in Wall Street on
March 7, the sharpest since
Kennedys  assassinatiom, was
caused by the fear of deflationary
counter-measures. A rise two
days later was abruptly cut short
when the lending banks, led by
Morgan's, raised interest rates on
loans to big firms.

This situation is closely related
to the international financial
problems.

Last year, Johnson took urgent
action to cut the outflow of
dollars, which was beginning to
deplete the reserves. The present
will - involve further
measures to reduce foreign spend-
ing in dollars.

This is the international setting
for the sterling crisis., At the
Basle meeting of the Bank for
International Settlements this
week, central bankers will make
known their doubts about the
British balance of payments posi-
tion.

AGREEMENT

They will demand action from
a new Labour government to
attack wages and social services.
Since Wilson and Brown are de-
termined to ‘defend the pound’,
that is, the world position of
British capital, they will agree
to these demands

Already ‘The Economist’, a
staunch supponter of Wilson's
economic policies, is urging a
rise in the Bank rate. Its March
12 article also calls for an exports
subsidy, which it sees as a sub-
stitute for devaluation of the
pound. .

The question is now. however,
whether things have not gone be-'

yond that stage.

Can the election period pass
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without a much stronger renewal
of pressure on sterling? Will the
US bankers decide to repeat
their previous rescue operations,
at any rate without even more
drastic measures against the
wiorking class than those at
present contemplated?

The political implications of
these questions cannot be over-
estimated. ‘The Times’ leader
of March 11 with its pompous
calls for ‘action’,
to the possibility of a coalition
government.

‘STRONG LEADER’

Significantly, the letters to ‘“The
Times' in response to this call
contained demands, not merely
for a coalition, but for a ‘strong
leader, like de Gaulle’.

‘The Times’ was recently point-
ing out to Wilson the dangers of
pressing the legal attack on the
unions until unemployment has
gone up. Now, this mouthpiece
of the most expenenced ruling
class in the world prepares for the
political changes which such an
attack would mean.

The greatest danger to the
workers’ movement comes from
a reluctance to face the realities
of the present economic situation.

The politics of the boom years
are dangeérously irrelevant today.

Those trends in the labour
movement who think of British
capitalism as eternally strong are
unable to grasp the kind of
struggles which are now in pre-
paration.

A political leadership based on
a Marxist analysis of the in-
stability and ocontradictions of
imperialism is a matter of life
and death.

leads clearly

profits have been made.

You argue that the legislation
won't stop strikes, and that the
jails won't hold all those who
strike. That may be true, but if
you know anything about the
first 50 years of the trade union
movement you will remember
that in the early part of the 19th
century the working class fought
heroically to build its unions
under illegal conditions.

Workers engaged in continual
massive strike struggles, and
although they certainly gained

somme concessions, they were in the

main defeated time after time
and their organisations were
smashed.

In those early vears the Com-
bination Acts of 1799 and 1800
made it illegal for agreements to
be made for advancing wages or
altering hours or conditions of
employment. In that period
hundreds of working-class leaders
were jailed, starved into submis-
sion at the end of strikes lasting
many months, and thousands of
workers deported to Australia
and other British colonies to face
long years of hard labour,

This was the period of the
Philanthropic Hercules, Chartism,
Robert Owen's Grand National
Consolidated Union, Peterloo,
Tolpuddle, the Builders’ Parlia-
ment and the Engineers’ Lock-out.

Reformist historians will say
that the defeats that these tre-
mendous movements suffered
proved that the strike weapon
was the wrong tool for change.
To reinforce this argument they
say that the rise of the new
model unions of the engineers
and spinners, the carpenters and
builders craftsmen in the years
following 1850 were successful
because they were responsible,
opposed the strike weapon and
opened the period of peaceful
negotiations.

Repression

In fact these unions themselves
suffered vicious repression in
their early years and suffered
many devastating lock-outs and
defeats for all their conciliatory
approaches.

No, these unions. were success-
ful only because large sections of
&w‘pg class began to realise

‘Was-mere-than-one

of killing: the cat.

and Empire building required a
more stable relation at home
while the capitalists were left free
to extract the enormous wealth
of the colonies.

So they made an accommoda-
tion to these trade unions of the
skilled craftsmen and the Trade
Union Act of 1871 freed the
unions from liabilities for re-
straint of trade and allowed trade
unions to register with the
Registrar of Friendly Societies.

This period was itself marked
by many sharp attacks on the
trade unions and not until the
1890s was the great mass of
general workers able to fight their
way out of poverty and establish
their own trade unions.

The mass strike movements of
the early years failed only be-
cause they were fought within the
limited framework of seeking
changes within the existing rela-
tions of capitalist and worker.
They lacked the theoretical un-
denstanding of the economic laws
governing that society and be-
cause they were not equipped or
formed to take on the challenge
presented to them by the state.

Only when Marx wrote his
‘Communist Manifesto' in 1848
were the real historical lessons of
their struggles assimilated and
synthetised, but already defeats
had taken place and the plunder
of the colonies was under way.

Again in the early part of this
century the Taff Vale case marked
another turning point in the posi-
tion of the trade unions.

But with the rise of the Labour
Party and favourable economic
conditions the ruling class again
made an improvised adjustment
and accommodated this new de-
velopment under its wing. From
this point the growth of the more
refined collective bargaining
machinery took place and the
emergent trade union and labour
leaders were taken gently by the
nose and trained to perform like

pet seals.
The General Strike of 1926
marked the beginning of the

phase of trade union history
which conditioned the trade
union movement as we know it,
with the leaders solidly based
upon reformist ideas.

It is clear that we now face

by G. Healy
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another major change in the rela-
tions: of the trade unions in
society of an even greater signi-
ficance than the situation that
led to the 1926 General Strike.

It signals the end of collective
bargaining and the right to strike,
and consequently marks the end
of the dominance of reformist
ideas in the British labour move-
ment. The Labour leaders, who
now introduce the legislation
against the unions empiricaily and
blindly, knock away the prop
upon which they were built and
have rested ever since.

For, if millions of workers have
believed throughout this period
in the ability to improve their
conditions through peacelul
gradual negotiations, then with
these facilities removed they
mist turn to other forms of
struggle than those they have
been conditioned to believe in for
so long.

Taken in their historical sense,
what, in fact, have been the real
gains of this long period of col-
lective bargaining?

You know that despite the
boom period and full employment
the improvements in basic wages
and conditions through national
negotiation have been minimal
compared with the claims and re-
quirements of workers. Most of
the real gains have been made
by struggles at local and factory
levels by workers, often against
the trade union leaders.

This system of the rotten com-
promise has in fact held back the
working class from the real gains
which could and should have
been made during the last 20
years.

These leaders of right and left
varieties, conditioned to these
‘suck it and see’ manoeuvres and
compromises cannot in the next
period provide a successful
leadership for the working class.

The Communist Party is also
quite bankrupt. It has been
trained and conditioned to accept
all these procedures, arbitration
tribunals and rules. For years its
members have accepted and
carried out the findings of these
collective bargaining bodies, the
York memoranda, and the Green
book, which were forced on the
working class after the defeat of
the-General Strike,

Party

Officials like Paynter, Berridge
and ex-officials like Leo McGree
are well known to you and many
other trade unionists for carrying
out the work of the right wing in
‘strikes and wage struggles.

The next period is, therefore,
one that raises sharply the
question of a new leadership with
a revolutionary theory which
poses the construction of a party
capable of challenging the power
of big capital, smashing the capi-
talist state, and establishing a
socialist order of society.

In the fight now against the
legislation, all actions will be re-
quired which pose the need for
and prepare the construction of
this leadership.

That is why you must support
and attend the Morecambe con-
ference of the Young Socialists
on April 2 and 3. )

That is why you must decide
to organise for the one-day
national strike later in April and
a mass lobby of parliament.

That is why vou must seriously
consider joining with the Socialist
Labour League and the Young
Socialists in building the new
revolutionary party of the work-
ing class.

' There is no future for trade
- unionism today without this poli-
tical approach.

Reg Perry.

HE fact that the

Soviet bureaucracy
functions as an unthink-
ing machine is not the
oniy reason why it must
continue to mismanage.
As | wrote last week,
during the course of its
existence, the bureau-
cracy has evolved as a
privileged caste. It now
has distinct interests to
defend which are dia-
metrically epposed to the

interests of the workers.
It has fherefore created a
gulf beiween itself and the
woriers. The more ‘Pravda’
shouts about ‘the great and
inviolable unity of the party
and the people’, the surer
one can be that this gulf is
as wide as the Paclfic
Ocean. It is unbridgeable,
as unbrldgeable in fact, as
the gulf between the
workers and capitalists.
And because of it, the
bureacracy is not only un-
able to organise labour on a
scientific basis, but what is
more important in a countiry
that is officially trying to
build a socialist order, it is
incapable of stimulating the

creative energy of the
workers.
Lenin called this potential

force ‘the basic factor of the new
society’. And this is what it is,
a practical method of socialist
production. It is the ability to
utilise this force which, more
even than planning, characterises
an economy as socialist.

But the bureaucracy has lost

workers to give of their best.
Two concrete examples will illu-
strate this.

NEGLIGENCE

In a leading article, dealing with
the need for thrift in argriculture,
‘Pravda’, June 23, 1963, related
how ‘there are frequent cases of
a negligent attitude towards social
property’. . .

People treat fertilisers, feeding
stock, seeds or technical  equip-
ment carelessly, it declared.
Often, . . . machines and other
equipment are left lying about.
They rust, become damaged and

Some people have lost the feeling
of responsibility.’

And yet, the paper goes on to
say: ‘The collective and state
farms now have qualified cadres;
at many posts there stand com-
munists, . . .

So it is not for lack of quali-
fied cadres or ‘communists’ that
people left agricultural machinery
to rust! What other reasons?

Unwittingly, ‘Pravda’ reveals
the real reason when it adds
unctuously: ‘The party cultivates
in every Soviet man a feeling of
being master of his own country,
his own collective state farm.’

So how come, despite all the
‘cultivation’ by the party, people
behave as if they do not feel
that they are masters in their
own country or collective and
state farm?

Could it be, by any chance,
because they are nof, and know
ir?

The second example, this time
from industry, also speaks
volumes.

It appeared in ‘Pravda’ on
November 24, 1965, in the form of
a letter to the paper by M. Zubov,
a locksmith at a Yaroslavl motor
works, It discusses the very
point that people do not feel that
they are masters of their country
or the industry they work in,

‘We are still a long way from
every one of us feeling in this
way,” he states and relates how
one day he saw two workmates
loading some castings,

‘I nearly fainted when 1 got to

all authority to call upon the.

frequiently ‘go-outvofactionys

The concluding article by MICHAEL BEST dealing with what
he calls the bureaucratic mismanagement of the Soviet Union.

im-
and wmachinery have
been allowed to rust away.

In Soviet agriculture too,
plements

know that they were supposed to
be loading scrap.

‘“What on earth are you
fellows doing” I turned on them.
“These are finished castings! How
much of your comrades’ labour
went into them? ., ."”

‘One of them looked . embar-
rassed, “We did not know that
they are good ones.”

‘The other quite calmly said, “It
does not matter to us whether
these casting are good ones or
not. We have been told to col-
1ect’scrap. So we are collecting
it

This is the sort of attitude
which years of Stalinist ‘cultiva-
tion’ has achieved. The bureau-
cracy has lost the co-operation of
the people and they will never
regain it.

But there is yet another feature
of the regime which will make it
impossible to gain this co-opera-
tion. It cannot create the socialist-
democratic conditions under
which alone the people would give
of their best and planning would
take place without the enormous
losses of the past.

It is plain common sense that
a vast plan covering an economy
of the Sowiet Union’s size, over
a period of five or seven years,
must first be tested by the people

The bureaucracy

and economics
of the

who will be called upon to carry
it out.

This is not just a desirable

condition but vital to a plan..

Only this checking and testing by
the workers would make sure that
genuine mistakes could be cor-
rected in time.

In other words, the workers
must have control over industry.
This is what being a master is—
being in control over the things
one is supposed to be master of,
being able to speak and act freely.
But this is the kind of freedom

" the bureaucracy cannot allow, for

this very same freedom could
then be used to remove them
from their servant-staffed villas
and chauffeur driven cars when
most workers are only earning
between 50 and 100 roubles a
month and yet have to pay 3
roubles for two pounds of butter,
the same for meat and cheese and
about 200 roubles for a suit. Even
eggs are the equivalent of 1s
each.

This is the background against
which we must assess the new
‘reforms’, based on the ‘profit
motive’ that the 23rd Congress
will no doubt approve.

But what do they really amount

to? In essence, they are a
different form of ~awarding
bonuses. In  the wpast, these

bonuses were awarded on the
basis of ‘gross output’., This not
only produced the phenomenon of
‘avral’,* but production/ of sheer
numbers.

If factories were paid on the
basis of gross tonnage, they got

their_extra benus sy producing
heavier and heavier machines;

clothes were produced all of cne
colour or size, since this was
easier to turn out in greater
numbers; taxis, empty of passen-
gers, cruised the streets to fulfil
and overfulfil the mileage target.

Faced with the terrible results
of their ‘management’, after years
of ‘avral’; after seeing thousands
of people let property rust or
rot; faced with the, as vet, silent
hostility of the younger, more
educated, less gullible workers
who have had no personal ex-
perience of the Stain terror and
are thus in a much less accom-
modating mood than  their
fathers; remembering also Hun-
gary and ~ with Khrushchev's
gimmicks a failure, the bureau-
cracy has hit upon the ‘profit
motive’ as the formula that will
bring salvation.

Immediately, the capitalist press
on the one hand and the Chinese
Stalinists on the other, each for
their own motives, declares that
the Soviet Union is returning to
capitalism.

Of course, if we take the
Russian Stalinists’ claim that
socialism had already been estab-
lished in the Soviet Union at face
value, then this sudden turn to
the profit motive, this bourgeois
instrument, would indeed be a
step towards the restoration -of
capitalism.

But the Soviet Union is still

* A ‘ast minute rush' to fulfil
guotas.

in the transitional stage between
capitalism and socialism.

Within its own frontiers, vast
as the aid of its own resources,
enormous as they are, it cannot
establish socialism unless it can
link up with several of the
advanced capitalist countries. This
fact is even clearer today than
it was when Stalin first put for-
ward the idea.

Still being in the transitional
state, the Soviet economy is com-
pelled to use the ‘bourgecis in-
strument of socialist progress’ as
Trotsky called such material
stimuli. :

For the profits, as the concept is
now applied, will merely indicate
an achieved economy in produc-
tion; it will not create capitalists,
for it will not create owners of
private capital,

The extra productivity this will
no doubt produce will give the
bureaucracy more room for
manoeuvre,

Better quality goods in greater
quantities will appear, the stan-
dard of living of the workers may
rise slightly, but we must bear in
mind one basic fact: everything
the bureaucracy does or aims to
do is motivated only by its own
caste interests.

It is interested in raising pro-
duction because this will increase
its own share of the wealth while
at the same time enable it to
pacify the discontented workers
so as better to preserve its own
rule. It might become more
‘sophisticated’, but it cannot
change its basic nature. It can-

Dot bring. about.-those reforms—

workers’ control of industry and
socialist democracy—which alone
could prevent the terrible waste
of the meoples’ wealth which
spring from its rule,

Since the new reforms do mot
prove that the Soviet Union is
turning capitalist, does it follow
that there is no danger of a capi-
talist restoration? Will the Soviet
economy, even though it is still
in the transitional stage, inevit-
ably move towards socialism?

NO SOCIALISM

Had the political regime in the
Soviet Union been one of socialist
democracy, the answer to the last
question would be an unequivocal
‘ves’. But the Soviet bureaucracy
has not, and cannot now have
real socialist aims.

As already stated, though it is
not a class in the full sense of
the word, it has all the potentiali-
ties of a ruling class, In the pre-
sent transitional stage, as far as
the State property is concerned,
the bureaucrats are like thieves
who, while in possession of the
stolen property, get all or most
of the benefits as would legal
owners, yet haven't got the
security of legal owners. Posses-
sion may be nine points of the
law, but not the full ten.

At the moment, they may not be
fully conscious of being a poten-
tial class, they are not organised
as such, they have not, as yet,
a coherent aim of becoming one.

They are split up into two
basic groups. On the one hand,
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Security scandal in Canada

ACED with inflation,
Canada has been thrown
into a deeper crisis by the un-
covering of what is being
labelled a ‘sex and security’
scandal, Liberal Prime
Minister, Lester Pearson, has
promised a full-scale inquiry.
It all began with Mr., Spenser,
an obscure postal employee in
Vancouver,

Last year he was sacked, de-
prived of all pension and other
rights as a civil servant and placed
under continuous police surveil-
lance. At the same time two
Soviet diplomats were asked to
leave Canada.. The implication
was that Spenser had supplied
them with secrets of some kind
in return for money for ‘expenses’.”

On the face of it the story was
not a very likely one: what sort
of valuable information was a
post office clerk likely to have
access to? And, if Spenser was
a spy, why was he not t{ied ap-d
sentenced instead of being vic-
timised without the opportunity
to defend himself?

However, the government steqd»
fastly refused to give mwuch in-
formation on the case or to ordex
a judicial inguiry-—until last week
when, under goading from the
opposition parties, it suddenly
changed its stance.

simple,

BY A TORONTO CORRESPONDENT Marck i1

Spenser, who had formerly been

an obscure and mysterious figure,
appeared on TV and received a
person-to-person phone call from

no less a person than prime
minister Lester Pearson. He was
promised that a full inquiry
would be made into the affair of
which, up to that time, he was
the centre.

As for the TV interview, that
only displayed Spenser as a
honest and confused
character who had beoome in-
volved in the espionage machinery
of two countries without intend-
ing to.

No master-spy

Certainly he was no master-spy
but a middle-aged victim of lung
cancer waiting hospitalisation for
a major operation and with a
mother suffering from the same
disease. .

As a left-winger, he had been
active in the Soviet Friendship
Society in Vancouver and had
become interested in Soviet medi-
cal advances in the field of can-
cer research. It seems to have
heen through this that he came
into contact with embassy officials
and with a naturalised Canadian
citizen working as a double-
agent.

Evidently under legal advice,
and in fear of incriminating him-
self, Spenser did not make clear
whether he had in fact com-
municated any information to
the Russians or had received
money from-them. At the least
his activities could have admitted
of an innocent explanation: a
desperately sick man hoping that
the Russians had a new treat-
ment for his disease.

But the Spenser case has re-
ceded into the background. Under
pressure ~ from the opposition,
Justice Minister Cardin accused
the Progressive Conservatives of
themselves being lax on security
when they had been in power. He
alleged in the heat of debate that
in 1961 a minister had been hav-
ing an affair with an East German
woman employed by a foreign
embassy who had been regarded
as security risk and was asked to
leave the coumtry.

The Royal Canadian Mounted
Police had obtained photographs
showing the minister and the
woman in compromising situa-
tions and these had been passed
to the then prime minister, John

Diefenbaker, great  crusader
against corruption in thé last
election,

The ‘beautiful spy’, Olga

Munzinger, is now believed to

have involved not one but two
Conservative cabinet ministers
during her diplomatic career in
Ottawa. She was said to have
since died of leukaemia in East
Germany. (She has since been
discovered in a West German
night club, which she runs.)

With the opposition parties and
the press hot on the scent, Pear-
son has not been able to resist the
demand for another inquiry, this
time into the Munzinger affair,

"More to come?

Although the scent of corrup-
tion is never far from Canadian
politics, the rumours and allega-
tions have so far been exclusively
concerned with the buying of
political support and the peddling
of influence.

Light has yet to be shed, for
example, on the escape from a
Canadian prison of the leader of
the narcotics = smuggling ring,
Lucien Rivard, later recaptured
and sentenced to 20 years in
the USA.

Rivard was known to be a big
comtributor to Liberal party
funds. )

The extensive arson-bankruptcy
racket in Quebec is also said to
have political implications. The

latest incident in this connection
was the discovery of the body of
a lawyer, believed to have infor-
mation, in the boot of his own
car on a Montreal street.

Sex and security are new
themes for scandal which are,
in a puritan Canada having politi-
cal difficulties with the USA, not
at all welcome to the Pearson
government. It is doubtful, on
the basis of present revelations,
whether this adds up to another
Profumo affair.

If there had been a security
leak at the time it seems doubt-
ful whether it could have been
bottled up for so long: and if
it has been, why did the Liberal
panty wait until now before
dragging it out? .

If anything the Munzinger
affair serves as a useful distrac-
tion from the Spenser affair,
which concerns the present
government’s handling both of
security . and of civil rights, and
from the major issues of Cana-
dian politics which are ooming
into the open. Since the election
the question of economic and
political domination by the USA
has been debated more openly
than ever before.

Moreover, as the boom con-
tinues inflationatry

mount and so far the government
has done virtually nothing about
it.

pressures

Soviet Union

there are those whom the capitalist

press calls ‘liberals’, that is those
who are tolerant towards Western
capitalism, but not to revolution-
ary Marxism. Their ‘non-con-
formist’ art is orientated towards
bourgeois culture of the West.

Then there are the ‘conserva-
tives’, who want things to remain
as they are or were under Stalin,
They are equally hostile toward
Revolutionary Marxism, but more
than the ‘liberals’ use Marxist
phraseology and continue to
venerate Lenin’s embalmed body
in Red Square, while fouting
every revolutionary principle he
stood for, Internationally, they
are orientated towards the
Stalinists of China.

In general, the factory managers
belong to the ‘liberals’, while the
party hacks belong to the ‘con-
servatives’. The latter are the
most parasitic, since their func-
tion is to supervise the direct
supervisors of the Soviet
economy.

Every open or hidden contro-
versy between the two wings of
the bureaucracy in recent- years,
when stripped of all decorative
and camouflaging phraseology,
boils down to nothing more than
how best to preserve their pri-
vileged status.

No doubt, if they could pre-
serve these privileges without
altering anything, as the ‘con-
servatives’ hope, the bureaucracy
as a whole would be quite happy.
Unfortunately for them, the new
generation of workers will not
aways be content to accept the
favour of paying for a suit with
two month's wages while watch-
ing their ‘leaders’ living it up.

There must, therefore, come a
time when the only ‘reforms’
left for these ‘leaders’ would be
to vanish. To this kind of ‘re-
form' the bureaucracy is bound
to raise more than academic ob-
jections. It will have to say:
‘thus far, and no further.

In Stalin’s time, the bureau-
cracy violated all the rules of
‘Soviet legality’. But obviously
they foresee a time when they
will not be able to do so with
impunity. The fact that they
have now altered the ‘dictatorship
of the proletariat’ as a descrip-
tion of the nature of the Soviet
State, to ‘The State of The
Whole People’ shows that they
are thinking of a new ‘Soviet
legality’ for, as ‘Pravda’ December
5, 1964, has pointed out in con-
neotion with this change:

‘The state, which earlier em-
bodied the dictatorship of one
class, becomes an organ of unity
of all working people . . . the
leading position of the working
class no longer requires political
and legal safeguards’ (My em-
phasis.)

FRIGHTENED

In other words, they are
frightened that the more articu-
late working «class of today
might begin to demand the imple-
mentation of the letter of the
law. Hence, the need to remove
from the Soviet statute book any
political or legal rights the
workers might demand to be im-
plemented.

This new need for legal safe-
guards, unknown under the Stalin
dictatorship, is merely an expres-
sion of the political and economic
‘logic’ of the present ambiguous,
ephemeral, transitional status of
the bureaucracy which must be
towards becoming a fully fledged
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social class, with full, secure and
unambiguous property rights to
base itself upon.

How long this will take to
develop—all, of course, providing
the workers, in the meantime, do
not put a decisive end to It—
depends on a great number of
national and international factors
which are beyond the scope of
this article to describe.

One thing can be said at once,
however,

The international bourgeoisie is
watching for signs of these devel-
opments with hawks’ eyes,

*The Economist', January 23,
1965, in a remarkable article
‘Breaking the Mould’, while dis-
cussing the then impending Soviet
‘reforms’ and what they might
achieve went on to say:

‘If it [the reforms] is pushed
further, what result can be ex-
pected? One result . . . the
Russians should get richer, . . .
There will be some people in the
West who will not welcome the
prospect of Communist countries
growing richer. But they
should look, secondly, at the
possible social effects, If econo-
mic reforms of this sort gather
momentum, more kudos and
therefore more power in the Com-
munist countries are likely to go
to men who use their brains . . .
who look outward on the modern
wiorld.

‘But will these managerial ad-
venturers, if they do emerge, be
allowed to gain preponderant in-
fluence in the crusted existing
order? Compared with other
societies which have reached the
stage before, that the overlords
of the old order are not but-
tressed by the power of wealth;
they have the disadvantage that
the overlords of the old order,
thanks to the unhappy Stalinist
legacy, have a greater degree of
autocratic political power they
have ever held in the democratic
or ex-plutocratic powers of the
West.,' (My emphasis.)

What the ‘Economist’ is discus-
sing here is the prospect of a
counter-revolution, The ‘mana-
gerial adventurers’' are likened to
the rising bourgeoisie in the old
feudal order, the ‘overlords of the
old order’ are the die-hard
Stalinists  (the ‘conservatives')
standing for the status quo.

Note also that they do not liken
them to a ruling class with pro-
perty rights (they ‘are not but-

tressed by the power of wealth’).

And in what manner will this
counter-revolution take place?

‘Looking back on our history,
Western optimists can fairly. be-
lieve that a new class may break
through in a peaceful transforma-
tion towards greater affluence for
the Russian working man ., . but
there have been great minds and
prophets in the past who have
disagreed about the ease of any
such peaceful transformation,
This, in at least one sense, looks
like a.stage in the great turning
wheel of history where Karl Marx
came in.’

Thus a section of the bour-
geoisie do not believe that the
bureaucracy (the ‘liberals’, the
‘managerial adventurers’) can
change the Soviet Union into a
capitalist state by peaceful means,
Military aid from outside will
have to be given, when time
ig ripe. There can be no doubt
that contingency plans for such
an event have already been pre-
pared.

But what is the proletarian
alternative to this potential coun-
ter-revolution?

‘EPICUREAN’ MOOD

At the moment, the vast
majority of the workers, young
and middle-aged, are going
through what Trotsky called an
‘epicurean’ mood, or as Khrush-
chev called 1it, ‘goulash com-
munism’, a mood created by a
sharp reaction against all the
years of hunger for the most ele-
mentary things of life, food,
clothes, shelter.

For the first time they have
begun to be able to reject manu-
facturers’” monstrosities which in
the days of Stalin would have
been gladly queued for and
snapped up.

They want better and more
things and, as already said, these
new ‘reforms’ hold out some hope
that they will get them.

As under capitalism, so long
as a regime has not exhausted
all hope for reforms, the wast
majority of workers will not em-
bark on the revolutionary road of
overthrowing the bureaucracy.
The guarantee that the workers
will turn revolutionary, as every-
where, lies in the fact that the
bureaucracy has very little room
for manoceuvre in the field of
economic concessions.

But just as the bourgeocisie be-
lieves that to attain a successful
counter-revolution in the Soviet
Union their help will be needed,
so the struggle of the Soviet
workers for a socialist future will
need the help of the international
working class, help which is
organised under the conscious
banner of the Fourth Interna-
tional.

Soviet indus-
try which
has suffered
under the
management
of the
bureaucracy.
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HULL DOCKERS

END ONE-DAY

More
stewards
sacked at
Millspaugh

By Newsletter Reporter

T was declared on Wednes-
day (March 9) that 11 men,
including Jim Ashurst the con-
venor, and two shop stewards,
were redundant at the Sheffield
engineering firm of Millspaugh
Ltd. The management said
that there was no case of vic-
timisation but that there had
been a slackening of orders.

Only three weeks ago (see
Newsletter February 19, 1966)
shop steward Frank Levick wds
sacked allegedly for making a
telephone call.

As we said at the time, the
fight of the Millspaugh workers
was considerably weakened by
the decision of the AEU district
committee to send the men back
to  negotiate Levick's re-instate-
ment.

The action of the Millspaugh
management shows clparl_y their
attitude to the organisations of
the working class and the shop
stewards’ movement.

They will be strengthened by
the government’s Bill on Prices
and Incomes. The Newsletter
calls on the Millspaugh workers
to join the campaign to defeat
the anti-trade union legislation.

Students back
April 27 action

On Monday, March 14,
Sheffield University Labour
Society voted unanimously to
elect a delegation to the lobby
of parliament to oppose legis-
lation against the trade unions
called for April 27 by the
Lambeth Trades Council.

More Delegates

The Crossgates Tenants’
Association, Leeds, decided
this week to send three dele-
gates to the Morecambe Con-
ference of the Young Socialists
on April 2 and 3.

STRIKES

Give one week for talks
By JACK GALE

MEETING of over 2,000 dockers voted in Hull

to accept a recommendation of the Unofficial
Portworkers’ Committee to suspend the token day’s
stoppages for one week, in order to allow the unions
and the employers to negotiate on the fail-back pay
—the dockers’ ciaim for 4s an hour. The ban on
night-work and weekend working continues.

After the meeting the follow-
ing statement was issued:

¢ That this committee recom-

mends a suspension of the
token days’ stoppage for one
week, in order to allow the
unions and stevedores to nego-
tiate on the fall back pay, i.e.
4s per every working hour. The
ban on nightwork and weekend
working remains.

It is recognised that the local
officers of the Transport and
General Workers’ Union have
admitted that there is good
reason for the dissatisfaction
on Hull Docks with regard to
piece work rates. The Hull
port employers also recognise
the need for review of piece-
work rates.

Owing to the vast number of
commodity piece-work rates
that need revising and the slow
method of negotiation it is felt
that the granting of the fall
back rate would bring peace to
dockland,

We, the dockers, realise that
continued strike action is harm-
ful to the nation, the port, the
employers and ourselves, but
recent events have demon-
strated that the strength of our
case alone was not enough,
facts had to be supported by
action until they were under-
stood.

Let there now be speedy and
sincere negotiations in order
to keep the port
working normally. ¥

The dockers have insisted all
along that they would resume
work pending. negotiations on
piece rates if the employers would
grant the 4s per working hour
fall-back rate.

A minority of dockers voted
against the suspension of the
strikes because they felt that it
was a mistake to do so without
any tangible offer from the em-

ployers. There are already clear
signs that the employers are be-
ginning to weaken and divisions
are arising amongst them.

Mr,
negotiating officer of the Trans-
port and General Workers’ Union,
is in Hull at present and I under-
stand that he met the Port-
workers’ Committee and asked
for a two week’s suspension of
the strikes in order that he could
get some concessions from the
employers. The committee agreed,
however, to only one week.

PROMISES

Hull dockers are aware that
national officers of the Transport
and General Workers” Union
have been to Hull before and
have promised all kinds of gains
in return for calling off their

independent actions. Once the
acotions have ceased, the
promised gains have rarely
materialised.

There is no doubt that it is
only the determination of the
dockers over the past 10 weeks
that has made the employers and
the T&GWU leaders realise that
some concessions are going to
have to be made.

They will, however, try to get
away with the smallest possible
concessions, and some employers
will definitely interpret the sus-
pension as a sign of weakness on
the part of the dockers.

The Newsletter feels that those
dockers who opposed suspending
the strikes were correct. The
mass meeting, however,
adamant that they were in fact
giving ‘the  employer only one
chance and that if the 4s fall

back was not granted by the end’

of the week, not only would the
one-day strikes be resumed, but
stronger action would have to
be considered.

GALL FROM LEEDS DEMONSTRATION

Back BMG stewards!
Hands off the unions!

Tom Cronin, a national.

was

FITTERS

LOCKED

OUT OF DOCKS

BY A CARDIFF CORRESPONDENT

VER 120 Cardiff fitters

have been locked out of

the City’s dry docks following

an overtime ban in support of
their wage claim.

The AEU has been negotiating
on fitters’ wages for nine months,
and for the past fontnight the
men have been operating an ‘un-
official’ overtime ban.

Present wages work out at 7s
an hour. The men want compar-
able rates to fitters in other in-
dustries, but refuse to accept the
employers’ offer of 8 6d an
hour because of strings attached
—which are reported to include
changes in shift-working and the
notorious ‘mobility of labour’
principle. )

NOTICES

Last Friday afternoon, March
11, the fitters found notices of
instant dismissal in their pay
packets.

‘We didn't get a moment’s
notice. We weren't even given
time to get our- personal effects
off this yard,’ one fitter claimed.

The lock-out affects 120 men
at the Mountstuart; Dry Dock,
Mountstuart’s Channel Dry Dock
and C. H. Bailey’s Junction Dry
Dock. )

One full-tithe -AEU official put
the blame for the lock-out on
the men. He described their ban
on oventime as the work of an
‘irresponsible group’.

On Monday the management
said they would take the men
back if they dropped the over-

time ban. Officials claimed this
as a success, but in fact the em-
ployers had not moved an inch
from their original position.

At a mass meeting on Monday
the men agreed to wait the
results of talks before deciding
on further action,

Newsletter Correspondent

VER 100 workers and Young Socialists marched through
Leeds on Saturday, March 12, in a demonstration against

anti-trade union legisiation.

The march was called by the

Young Socialists and the shop stewards’ committee of George

Manns (Engineering) Ltd., Leeds.

This demonstration, coming after several days of planned
witch-hunting of the shop stewards at BMC Cowley, was a
timely reminder that those who wish to attack the unions will
meet determined opposition, and that the Young Socialists and

the Socialist Labour League are

opposition.

in the forefront of that

Perhaps it was the virulence of the current attack that con-
vinced some °‘lefts’ from the Leeds Trades Council and the
tiny handful of Pabloites in the Leeds University Labour Society

that it would be more dis-
creet to stay away.

The Communist Party—with
the honourable exception of a
few YCL members—also had a
fit of bashfulness, although it is
questionable now whether the
Communist Party exists at all in
Leeds as an active organisation.

DISCIPLINE

After the march the demon-
strators heard Cliff Slaughter, Cen-
tral Committee member of the
Sacialist Labour League, declare
that the stewards at BMC had
every right to enforce working

class discipline in their factory. .

‘Those who refuse to take part
in class actions never refuse the
gains that come from them,” he
vointed out. .

All the gains of the working

Cousins
refuses
to
discuss
wage
claim

N Thursday (March-10), the ‘Daily Mirror’ published a

call for Frank Cousins’ removal-from the Cabinet. This
was part of the anti-trade union witch-hunt by the press designed
to force the Labour leaders further to the right.

The same evening, when questioned by Young Socialists
at a meeting in Cardiff, Cousins made it clear that he too

From page 1

The following day, Friday
March 4, the men in Q block
stopped work, and, when the
company refused them permission
to meet they walked out to the
roadway.

This is where the Fleet Street
and television story began, or
what story they could find. So
thin were the facts gleaned by the
newsmen on the spot that they
over sensationalised them to give
them any weight at all.

In fact, the stewards took the
men back inside to work after
the company had agreed to a full
meeting later in the day at which,
the shop stewards said, the eight
men would be called and asked to
explain why they had worked the
day before during the token
strike.

The company paid the men for
all but half an hour of the one
and three quarter hour meeting.

At first two of the eight men
to be questioned came out. Shop
stewards went into the factory
to bring out the other six, who it
is claimed, were instructed by the
management to attend.

The meeting, which was in a
good mood, very much like a
football crowd, was held from
a loading ramp. A piece of rope,
which many ¢laim had been there
for more than a year, was hanging
from a piece of metal.

One of the eight placed the
rope near his neck and said
jokingly: ‘Are you going to hang
me then’, to which the crowd
yelled, good humouredly, ‘hang

them’.
‘Pay £3°

Asked why they had not joined
the strike, many of the eight
said the action was unconsti-
tutional. It was pointed out that
they had all joined similar action
on a previous occasion.

Someone from the floor then
suggested that a day's pay be
taken off the men—which they
would have lost anyway if they
had joined the strike—and it
was agreed they pay £3. All the
men said they would pay.

It was agreed that Transport
and General Workers’ shop
steward, Mick Barlow, would
collect these ‘fines™—intended,
says the shop stewards’ statement,
for charity. Later all the men
refused to pay.

The workers were tremend-

ously _angry, but the shop
stewards said they could not
force the eight men to pay. On

Wednesday, March 9, the men
agreed the eight did not have to
pay.

By that time though, the bees
from Fleet Street had been
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® THE ‘NOOSE TRIAL’, HOAX

‘tipped off' and were buzzing
around what they hoped would
be a honey pot of mystery, in-
trigue and outrage.

The only two men at the meet-
ing who figured prominently in
the press were Mr. Barlow, and
Mr., Arthur Simmonds, an
Amalgamated Engineering Union
shop steward who works about
half a mile away from Q block,
who has now added himself to
the number of men in hospital.

It was on their say that the
‘M6 Cabinet’ and the ‘Mr. X’
stories were picked up by the
press.

But amid all the distortions
about the ‘noose trial’ itself, two
statements printed in  the
‘Oxford Mail’ were ignored.

On Friday, March 11, the paper
quoted Mr. Edward Bell, one
of the eight who appeared before
the meeting. He said:

‘1 think myself that the
statements made to the sensa-
tional press about threats,
abuse and violence since the
case on Friday are exaggerated.
I personally have not been
jeered at or provoked in any
way.’

Mr, Charles Hopkins also told
the newspaper:

‘What I have experienced
and what I have read don't
coincide. I was brought to the
meeting and when I walked
through the crowd two men
gave tiny boos, I turned round
and they grinned. As for the
rope, it has been up at least
12 months and is rotten with
age. They called it the shop
stewards’ rope. I know about
50 people by sight and they
know me. 1 have not had a
rude word, and everyone 1
have spoken to has answered
me quite cheerfully., I am not
the nervous type and I have not
really felt any tension, though
going through that crowd re-
minded me a little of the
jungle. It was inclined to put
vou on edge, so that if you let
go you could get panicky.’

In Oxford itself on Thursday
(March 10), Mr. Quintin Hogg
said he had written to the Attor-
ney General asking what action
he intends to take over what
Mr. Hogg described as ‘the drum-
head court martial illegally held
under the hangman’s noose’.

But the fact that workers did
carry out their own justice scares
the ruling class, especially its
legal representatives,

These same people are equally
‘guilty’ of ‘taking the law into
their own hands’.

As Lord Hailsham, Mr. Hogg
was once rector of Glasgow Uni-
versity in which capacity he also
held the chairmanship of the
university court—an appeal court

attended by students who have
been fined by the university
authorities.

Mr. Reginald Paget, who was
Labour MP for Northampton in
the last government, also wrote
to the Attorney General—with
more examples of courts.

His letter quoted these three:

‘1. The stewards of the
Jockey Club and National Hunt
Committee who habitually set
up courts for the purpose
(among other things) of main-
taining a monopoly and en-
forcing restrictive practices,
which pass sentences involving
heavy fines. )

2, The Committee of the
Stock Exchange, who set up
courts to enforce sex-discrimi-
natory and monopolistic re-
strictive practices.

‘3. The self-appointed counrts
known as ‘libraries’ at Eton
College, who enforce rules of
their own making, often of
tyrannical and frivolous de-
scriptions by sentences of flogg-
ing which they themselves
execute.’

Put in place

That puts many of those indig-

nant MPs, who attended the
famous public school, in their
places. -

And the press? Well, they

didn’t have to spend the news-
paper proprietors’ expenses by
travelling to Oxford to find a
workers’ court.

They are sitting on one of the
biggest and strictest courts which

has been in operation almost
since Caxton invented his first
machine.

But to carry out their real
task, of bolstering capitalism
through a daily barrage of print
and paper, it was very necessary,
and still is, for them to find
something on which Mr. Heath
or Mr. Wilson can pin their anti-
union legislation after March 31.

And so the Party leaders- took
their opportunity.

Harold Wilson waited for a
television appearance before say-
ing the ‘workers’ court’ was
‘utterly disgraceful’.

‘But,” he added, ‘the Minister
of Labour jumped in hard. I
think Ministers should be pre-
pared to go in and deal very

roughly with those respon-
sible. ...
The Right Honourable Mini-

ster, Ray Gunter, told a Trans-
port House press conference on
Monday :

“Trade unions were created
at a period when they were
hostile to society and society
was hostile to them. In this
modern world it is necessary

ty look at the place, function,
- powers and rights they ought

to have.’

_ In fact his last remark explains
just why the majority of trade
unionists in Britain today are
still hostile to society. They
recognise the real meaning of the
government’s Royal Commission
on the unions, and the prepara-
tion for anti-union legislation in
the form of the Prices and In-
comes Bill, The action at Cowley
is just one aspect of the stead-
fast defence being set up now by
unionists against the attack by
the capitalists and their agents
in the Labour movement.

Mr. Heath quibbled about the
Labour government’s Trades Dis-
putes Act which, he said,
created an atmosphere where in-
timidation and ‘kangaroo justice’
was encouraged. He agreed that
it was not the union leaders who
were doing the intimidating, and
later said he hoped disciplinary
action would be taken by the
union leaders,

The Liberal Party, of course,
reproduced the letter of BMC
worker Mr. John Fraser about
his £30 a week for 40 hours.
This was shot down in flames
by the BMC management on facts
alone. It became a mere side
issue.

In" Saturday’s ‘Daily Worker’,
Mr. Frank Stanley, Communist
Party chairman, and prospective
candidate for-Hayes and Harling-
ton, was quoted as saying:

‘Whatever may have been
done by some trade unionists
at that particular factory can-
not be allowed to obscure the
highly responsible functions of
thousands of trade unionists
and their organisations in de-
fending the interests of millions
3f working people every single
ay.’

He followed this by a rather
ambiguous statement :

‘We believe that the workers
in any factory have the right
to dissent from the action of
a minority who violate the
democratic decisions of the
majority.’

What he in fact says is that
the wages at Cowley were de-
fended by irresponsible action!

The statement by the Morris
Motors’ joint shop stewards’
committee takes up many of the
points of the ‘trial’ as outlined by
our reporter.

It also adds that:

‘It would appear that the
press is trying to make a scape-
goat out of Mr. John Power [an
AEU shop steward in Q block]
over certain wage structures
he is alleged to have nego-
tiated.’

Mr. Power, who, it has been
alleged, led the fictitious ‘M6

Cabinet’ and instigated the ‘noose

trial’ said on Tuesday:

‘The men making these alle-
gations have brought disgrace
on themselves and on the trade
union movement. I have tried
to keep my dignity, although
the things that have been said
to my wife, who is having a
baby in two weeks, have
caused us distress.’
Of the ‘noose trial’

the shop stewards’
says:

‘The meeting was told quite
plainly by Mr. Ashmore (AEU
senior shop steward), Mr. Fryer
and Mr. Power that no possible
action could be taken against
these men through the official
machinery.

‘The members demanded that
the eight men should be
present to give their reasons
for not supporting their col-
leagues. The men attended the
meeting and said they were in
opposition to unofficial action,

‘It is significant to note that
at no time during the meeting
did Mr. Barlow (the shop
steward who has since com-
plained about the court) raise
any objection whatever.

‘It is also a fact that in any
unofficial action that has taken
place, Mr. Barlow not only
has raised no objection, but
on the contrary, has taken an
active and leading part.”’

meeting
statement

True facts

It is also hoped that the in-
vestigation teams set up by the
unions involved will also present
the true facts—soon after the
oourt local AEU officials sent a
Teport to head office backing
their stewards.

As John Crawford's article on
page two points out, the only
way that sterling has been
stabilised is by gigantic loans
from the US and international
bankers. In return for this bol-
ster at the beginning of Wilson’s
17-month reign, promises had to
be given on the question of the
unions and working class.

Wilson and his right-wing
Cabinet has attempted to carry
out these promises, and on every
single issue has attacked the
working and living standards and
conditions of the working class,
from pensions and housing at
home to Aden and Vietnam
abroad. The latest move—to tie
the unions, and therefore any
wage claim, directly to the state
--verges on the brink of cor-
porate statism.

The Newsletter therefore fully
supports the Cowley workers and
the action they took in defending
their wages., This is just one
enocouraging move—which scared
the Tories and their Labour
friends so much—in the struggle

against the betrayals of the
Labour leaders on anti-union
legislation. )

is moving more and more
to the right.

In a very long speech, which
could have been a carbon copy
of one of Wilson’s lectures on
technology, this one-time ‘left’
and Aldermaston marcher des-
cribed the Aldermaston atomic
weapons centre as a ‘centre of
excellence’.

Abandoned struggle

‘Do our policies benefit pri-
vate enterprise?’ he asked him-
self. ‘Frankly yes,” came the glib
answer,

His speech was a clear state-
ment that he, like Wilson, Brown,
Callaghan and company, has
abandoned the struggle of the
working class for socialism in
order to make capitalism work
more efficiently.

He avoided mentioning the
anti-trade union laws, which capi-
talism demands.

It was left to Young Socialists
to raise this crucial issue.

Cousins refused to commit
himself on this, on the grounds of
‘collective Cabinet responsibility’,
but he declared that he agreed
with the incomes policy ‘because
it will benefit the lower-paid
worker’,

Answer refused

When another Young Socialist
asked him whether, in that case,
he supported Brown’s action in
referring the busmen’s 6.6 per
cent wage rise to the Prices and
Incomes Board, he refused to
answer. (The busmen are mem-
bers of his Transport and
General Workers’ Union.)

The chairman and speakers re-
turned again and again to the
attack on the Young Socialists.

One of them said he was
‘proud of the way Frank handled
the young questioners’.

The youth were accused of
helping the Tories.

However, these repeated
attacks raised little response
from the audience, many of whom
were uneasy about the govern-
ment’s right-wing policies.

class came from the strength of
their organisations. Workers had
fto defend these organisations.
The union leaders should be
carrying out inquiries into those
people who acted against the
majority of their workmates and
attacked their organisations, not
into the shop stewards who
fought for workers’ rights.

Slaughter explained the dan-
gerous political implications in
the proposals to legislate against
workers' organisations and in the
hysteria that was being delibes-
ately worked up over the Cowley
incident,

The appeal to the ‘small man’
against the strength of the work-
ing class was similar to cam-
paigns of the fascists in Italy and
Germany before they came to
power. ,He wurged all present
to support the Lobby of Parlia-
ment called for April 27.

Jean Kerrigan, for the Young
Socialists, urged all trade union-
ists to attend the sixth annual
conference of the Young
Socialists at Morecambe on April
2 and 3. She explained that there
would be a session devoted to
the campaign against anti-union
legislation and that trades unions
and other workers' organisations
were invited to send fraternal
del-e_gates to take part in.this dis-
cussion,

John Walls, convenor of shop
stewards at George Manns’ En-
gineering, Leeds, said that en-
gineers throughout the country
earned more than the rate
negotiated at national level by
the unions. This was due to
their factory organisation.

WELL RECEIVED

Attacks like those on the BMC
stewards and the proposed legis-
lation _aimed at smashing these
organisations . in order to drive
down“the wages and conditions
of the ‘workers.

. The meeting gave an enthu-
slastic reception to two members
of the Unofficial Portworkers'
Committee from Hull.

_ Although unable to take part
in the demonstration, these
dockers explained to the meeting
the conditions under which the
Hull men have to work and the
reason for their present actions.

There was no doubt of the
100 per cent support for the
dockers from both the older trade
unionists and the Young Social-
1sts present.

There is a clear connection
between the struggles of workers
like the Hull dockers and the de-
sire of the employers and the
Tory and Labour leaders to have
laws to use against them.

As one of the dockers said:

‘If these laws go through,
we'll be back in the days of
the barons. We’ll have to join
Robin Hood then, because that
will be the only way to get a
living,’

Speakers from the
cluded: a shop steward from
Shardlow’s, Sheffield; the secre-
tary of the Crossgates Tenants’
Association, Leeds; an Indian
foundry worker from Bradford;
z;?c'lu a building worker from

ull, 4

(P <protects’
do-gooders

FPYHE  Communist Party-

backed Vietnam Peace
Committee held a demonstra-
tion in Leeds recently. This
silent crowd marched through
the city with one or two
slogans—asking for God to
intervene,

The only people who posed any
class demands were the Young
Socialists. They continuously
shouted slogans of victory to the
Vietnamese workers and peasants
and against the US ruling class.

Stewards—supporters of the
Communist Party—attempted to

floor in-

force the Young Socialists’
banners off the demonstration,
and threatened to «call the
police.

® SUKARNO

From page 1

security and stability of the
government administration’.
The capitalist and middle

classes of Jakarta turned out en
masse to show their appreciation
to the military strong-man who
staged a vast military parade to
intimidate all prospective oppo-
nents. The soldiers shouted in
unison: ‘Hang Subandrio’,

CURTAIN FALLS

_ After five months of manoeuv-
ring, negotiation, terror, intrigue

the cuntain has
rung down on

and forgery,
finally been
Sukarno.

As we remarked in Qotober,
the capitalist class of Indonesia
has no more use for the guided
democracy of Sukarno.

Sukarneism is played out.

Only the naked military dic-
tatorship of the ruling class will
solve their problems.

The tragic paradox of all this
is that the dictatorship is based
almost entirely on weapons sup-
plied by the Soviet Unjon.

The 500,000 corpses of Indo-
nesian workers and peasants are
a mute and bloody indictment of
the counter-revolutionary foreign
policy of the Soviet bureaucracy.
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