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FELLOW TRADE UNIONISTS.

HE 98th Annual Congress of the TUC opens
at Blackpool on September 5 in an atmosphere
of grave crisis. Wilson and his right-wing Labour
government betrays every principle which the
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Normanton Town Club
Sunday, Sept. 4, 10.30 a.m.

Speakers:

Norman Harding
Socialist Labour League

Fred Appleyard
Normanton Tenants’ Association

Dave Ashby .
nat. chairman Young Socialists

Oppose the rent rebate scheme

Oppose the wage freeze and
unemployment

RHODESIA

The Wilson, Watson,

Wright farce

House of Commons
Comrade, August 24, 1966
Trial by ‘Daily Telegraph’

The secretary of my constitu-
ency has just drawn my attention
to a piece about me on the front
of the ‘Newsletter’, August 13,
concerning my action on the

government’s Prices and Incc_)mes_

Bill. ,
I am finding my new life as an
" MP__e: i :
Tamily bereavement—without hav-

ing to put up with people like .

you. - A
Your-story ts, as you probably
now know, inaccurate. Perhaps
you would be kind enough to
publish this in the same pro-
minent place that you put your
original, .
I. should also be glad to recewe
a back copy wherein you applaud
my unconditional support of the
seamen’s sirike. )
The fact and content of your
August 13 issue is a display of
left-wing disorder. What is sad
is that my local lads of the SLL
are being made to be a laughing-
stock.
Yours sincerely,
Sid Bidwell,

exacting enough—plus a -

A letter
from
Sid Bidwell
M.P.

OUR REPLY

Comrade,

The article you complain about
in the ‘Newsletter’ of Aungust 13
was in our opinion fair comment.
In relation to your attitude to-
wards the ‘Prices and Incomes
Bill’, the paragraphs of which you
complain are as follows :

‘It is reported in the ‘Daily
Telegraph’, Thursday, August 11,
that Mr. Sidney Bidwell, Mem-
ber of Parliament for Southall,
voted with the govermment on
the Prices and Incomes Bill. . . .

‘If what the “Daily Telegraph”
Political Correspondent reports
about Mr. Bidwell voting for
the Bill in Parliament is true,
there is no further need for us
to comment about the role of
this MP who is described as a
Labour “left”. It speaks for
itself.

Of course, we will publish your
letter. We are pleased that you
object to the ‘Telegraph’ report,
although your letter does not speci-
fically state what your actions
were in relation to the Bill. Did
you, for example, abstain like the
rest of the ‘left’ MPs? And if you
did, was that a correct decision?

It seems a long time ago. since
you were a leading member of the
London Trotskyist movement. At
that time you fought for Marxist
principles, especially during the
Second World War.

You were entirely and correctly
opposed to all forms of ‘absten-
tionist neutralism’ so far as the
class struggle was concerned. As
a railway worker you saw the
stroggle from the standpoint of
the lowest-paid workers and you
were utterly opposed -to_all those
fakers, especially the parliamentary
ones, who tried to play an in
between game between the work-
- ing class and the employers.

Remember 1944, when _the
Churchill war-time coalition
government of Tories and Labour
iraitors introduced Regulation TAA
which tied the trade union more
closely in the field of industrial
disputes to the capitalist state? You
weren’t neutral then. You, together
with the Trotskyists, roundly de-
nounced the renegade Labour MPs
who voted for such a measure.

How can you ‘abstain’ and be
‘neutral’ on the Prices and Incomes
Bill today when amongst those
who are being hardest hit are

precisely the railwaymen and the
lower-paid workers?

Well then, why did you not
vote against the Bill and call upon
the labour movement to oppose
Wilson and Company who have
betrayed the working class and
tied the unions to the capitalist
state far more firmly than ever
Churchill and the Tories were able
to do in war-time?

How can amy socialist justify a
position of ‘meutral abstention’ in
such a situation?

And how, may we ask, did you
manage to become an MP in the
first place?

Everyone knows that it is easier
for a camel to pass through the
eye of a needle than for a social-
ist candidate to pass through the
selection committee at Transport
House. Yet you did it even when
some of your politically closest
colleagues, such as John Palmer,
were rejected.

Surely you must have been re-
garded by the right wing as a
‘safe man’—someone who' had,
like your old friend Jock Haston,
sown his ‘political wild oats’ when
he was young but had now be-
come ‘sensible’.

Perhaps you ‘would explain
another matter, that is centred
around the question of racialism.

Is it true that you support the
government’s Immigration Bill?
Did you make concessions to the
racialists during your parliamen-
tary election campaign? Is it true
that you were expelled from your
association with the Tony. CIiff
state capitalist group, International
Socialism, because of this?

The Southall branch of the SLL
has nothing to fear from your
activities, or your opinions,

Like the Socialist Labour League
as a whole it bases its activity on
the principles of Marxism and
the Transitional Programme of
the Fourth International.

This is what you used to do.
It is not us who have changed
but you.

Take another political look at
yvourself Sid Bidwell—perhaps,
after all, it is you who is a
laughing stock, You are on trial
not before the ‘Daily Telegraph’,
many of whose Tory policies
Wilson supports, but before the
working class, coloured and white.

—Editor.

BY MICHAEL BANDA

- HE .introduction of the Constitutional Amendment Bill
in Rhodesia’s parliament and the breakin off of informal

talks with the British govern-
ment has exposed for the
umpteenth time the hypocrisy
and dissimulation of the
Wilson-Watson-Wright cabal,

If Wilson: .thoughf that by re-
placing Bottomley with Bowden
he was going to. ingratiate him-

{oself with NV, Tan Smith, he. has.

learnt  differently.

Every concession only helps
to whet Smith’s insatiable appe-
tite for power, Immediately after
the Javelin jet squadrons were
withdrawn from Zambia, Lardner
Burke, the Rhodesian regime's
attorney general, boasted about
shooting boat loads of ‘terrorists’
on the Zambesi.

RUTHLESS MEASURES

Not satisfied with the powers
bestowed on him by the emer-
gency regulations, Smith wants
to introduce even more ruthless
measures under the provisions of
t]?]}fl Constitutional Amendment

ill.

Most important of these is the
power of preventive detention
and the‘creation of African tribal
courts.

What happens now?

Kenneth Kaunda, the blow-
hard, and Sir Albert Margai, the
silk-suited one from Sierra Leone,
have made demagogic attacks on
Wilson and Rhodesia, but, like
all bourgeois-nationalists, do not
propose any action which might
embarrass Wilson seriously.

Wilson, predictably, issued a
statement that the talks had only
been adjourned and that pressure
would be exerted on South Africa
to enforce sanctions against
Rhodesial

Sanctions have hurt Rhodesia’s
economy, but have failed in their
primary objective.

Rhodesia’s imports have fallen
by 30 per cent, and her non-
seasonal exports have dropped 17
per cent this year—inclusive of
her tobacco export falls, Rhodesia
has lost approximately £45 mil-
lion in foreign exchange in a year.

SOUTH AFRICAN AID

Business activity has dropped
by between 12 per cent and 15
per cent and must lead to unem-
ployment soon.

If Rhodesia’s economy has re-
mained buoyant, despite severe
financial shortages, it is mainly
because South Africa, in her own
interests, has helped considerably.

The logic of - this is that
Rhodesia’s economy is becoming
more and more integrated with
that of South Africa.

Whether Smith will permit this
is another matter.

A decision on Rhodesia cannot
be postponed much longer now.

If Wilson’s Fabian policy does
not work, then it is quite prob-
able that the United Nations will
step in.

Whether Wilson, Smith, or the
United Nations win—the Africans
will be the losers. ’

The only alternative to another
Congo is the armed overthrow
of Smith by the African workers
and peasants.

trade union movement has fought for over the past
hundred years.

The purpose of trade unionism is to improve the
wages of its members. In practice the unions by their
struggle succeed in improving the wages of millions who
they have not yet recruited. Since working conditions are
directly related to wages, trade unions are the pace-
setters in determining the standard of living of the working
class.

If the unions ‘give up this right to the capitalist state,
and allow it to determine what the wages of the working class
shall be, then what is the purpose of trade unionism at all?

If you as delegates to the TUC vote for the government of
a capitalist state to decide on wages, what you will be doing
is in fact voting the trade unions out of existence.

You will be handing over to the enemy the legal right to
do the job the unions were founded to do.

There is no middle road. This Labour - government is
nothing more than a pliable tool for the banks and monopolies.
Behind the scenes the whole cabdodle is manipulated by the
Wall Street bankers whose policy is butchery in Vietnam,

Is there a great deal of difference between the Prices
and Incomes Bill and the infamous Dr., Ley’s Labour
Front in Hitler's pre-war Germany?

labour and trade union movement whose rank andifile genuinely
desire socialism. ) e ) .
But_ the German workers also had such a
the years before Hitler took the power, T
T However, they 1ost the day because the right-wing labour
and union leaders in the pre-Hitler era of the Weimar Republic
tied the unions closer and closer to the German capitalist state
under conditions where the rank and file could not successfully
defeat the fascist menace, -

movement in

Logical outcome

The Prices and Incomes Bill is a big step in this direction.
Dr. Ley's Fascist Labour Front which smashed trade unionism
was simply a logical outcome of the policy which the German
I\fVIillscms and Callaghans pursued, eventually opening the door for

itler.

Think carefully, delegates to the TUC. The principle behind
the Prices and Incomes Bill is the same principle which lay
behind Dr. Ley’s Labour Front. It is simply this: Let the
capitalist state decide on wages,

Are you now going to open the door for a British
Hitler?

Don’t be misled by Wilson and Feather and their verbal
ballyhoo about the importance of a Labour government at
Westminster.

If you vote for the Prices and Incomes Bill you will split
the trade union movement as sure as night follows day.

Large sections will be forced into open conflict with the
Labour Government.

Under such conditions the right wing of Wilson, Callaghan
and Co. will move more and more into the camp of the monopoly
capitalists and in doing so will split the Labour Party.

Do you think a Labour government will last long in such
circumstances? At the outside it will last just about as long as
Ramsay MacDonald’s government did.

What comes after a

Labour government?

When the MacDonald
government  collapsed  the
working class were demoralised
through unemployment, as well
as confused and deceived by
the treachery of the right-wing
leaders.

At the general election in
1931, which brought a Tory
National Government to power
for 14 years, we went through
the bitter experience of unem-
ployed workers voting for the
Tories because they were so
disgusted with the role of the
Labour leaders. Is it going to
happen again?

Wilson wants unemployment
and he is going to get it. The
capitalists will see to that.

When his government is dis-
credited they will still own and
control the economic life of
Britain. ‘

Right now, irrespective of
what the right wing fuddy
duddies may decide, they are
looking out for a British Hitler.

The most far-sighted
amongst them, after more than
a decade of government under
MacMillan and Lord Home, be-
lieve that even a Tory govern-
ment cannot extricate capital-
ism from its present crisis.

The MacDonald government
inherited unemployment from
the Tory government of Bald-
win. The Wilson government
creates it.

Vic Feather, TUC assistant sec-
retary (above) and Wilson will
stress need of wage freeze.

Hitler and Ley finished the

job and threw tens of

MARCH WITH THE YOUNG SOCIALISTS

Brighton Oct. 2: Demonstrate against

THE WAGE FREEZE, UNEMPLOYMENT

AND THE VIETNAM WAR

on the eve of the Labour Party Conference
Demonstration assembles 1.30 p.m. and will go from the
Palace Pier, Grand Junction Road, Kings Road, Preston
Street, Western Road along West Street past the Conference
Hall, returning to Palace Pier for a

BEACH MEETING: FISH MARKET BEACH 3.30 p.m.

= e —

In some respec'ts,J yes. We still have a strong and powerful -

The German labour leaders
strapped the German trade
unions to the capitalist state

through such measures as the
Prices and Incomes Bill.

thousands of rank-and-file
trade unionists into concentra-
tion camps. '

Continued page 4, column 7 —y—

Money crisis
hits major
industries

LAST week saw a definite

worsening of the economic
crisis in Britain which directly
flows from the policies of the
Wilson government.

SHARE PRICES

Latest figures on the London
Stock Exchange indicate that
share prices are now at their
lowest level for nearly four years.

Last week alone the ‘Financial
Times’ Index fell a further 14
points to 294, compared with a
peak of 375 earlier this year.

In America the slide in prices
has been of a similar magnitude:
The Dow Jones Share Index—
which was at a peak of 1,000
earlier this year—is now down to
780, the lowest for two years.

There is widespread fear that
the slide will continue and busi-
ness leaders are urging Johnson
to take swift action to arrest

. what many feel to be an increas-

ingly desperate situation.

BANK ADVANCES

Advances by the 11 London
clearing banks have fallen by
£130 million over the last four
weeks. This is over twice the
normal decline ‘at this time of
the year.

Advances .are now only £47
million below the ‘ceiling’ - im-

posed by Callaghan in hislast Z

squeeze. . measures, ~But. bankers.
are convinced that this sum will
be nowhere nearly adequate to
meet. the demands for liguidity

from firms once payments begin -

under the Selective Employment
Tax and the Corporation Tax.

It is estimated that demand |

for credit will rise by £500 mil-

lion to meet payments to the
government under this head
alone.

The answer is clear. Firms will
either go out of business and in
so doing raise the level of un-
employment or else (and this
will apply only to the larger
companies) they will have to draw
on their reserves to make these
tax payments.

ENGINEERING

Figures issued last week by
the Ministry of Technology in-
dicate a mounting crisis in this
industry, the backbone of British
capitalism.

The April-June quarter shows
a decline of nearly 16 per cent
in export orders compared to the
last quarter.

Qutstanding orders have fallen
by 24 per cent since March, with
output 3 per cent down in the
second quarter of the year and
deliveries to home customers 2
per cent down.

The crisis will further weaken
the competitive position of this
sector ‘of the economy, on which
any permanent improvement in
exports depends.

As we reported last week ENV
in London is to close completely
and International Harvesters of
Doncaster announced the sacking
of 300 workers, nearly 10 per
cent of their labour force.

For the last month the plant
has'been on a three- or four-day
week but the crisis measures,
together with a falling export
order book, have brought an end
to this position.

Both these developments give
an indication of the policy of
US capital towards its invest-
ments in Europe. As part of the
attempt to overcome the crisis
in the United States the Johnson
government has attempted to
place restrictions on overseas in-
vestments.

This has made the drive for
profits by the US monopolists in
Europe all the more ruthless,

__ BY
PETER
JEFFRIES

These firms will not hesitate to
close plants, redeploy capital and
men as they think fit, whatever
the costs in lost employment,
poverty and suffering.

MOTORS

There has been the mighty fall
of 45 per cent in contracts to buy
-motor vehicles during the last
month, In this sector of the
economy the credit squeeze is
producing a first class crisis.

There were 176,000 contracts
to buy vehicles in July: August
figures are expected to be under
100,000.

There has been a 20 per cent
fall in the sale of second hand
cars compared to this time last
year.

L Eompatcimireethis declining

market is bound to hot up
amongst the car manufacturers in
this country, with an intensifica-
tion of the attack on the wages
and conditions of their workers.

But they are certain to face
a stronger and stronger challenge
from Europe and North America.

In - Germany: the - ‘economic

miracle’ is rapidly ending and will — -

‘produce a ¢risis for the Geérman
motor ‘industry which has made
such:gains inthe post-war period
and in the United States the
motor car trade is itself entering
a deep crisis with stocks of un-
sold models rising rapidly.

STEEL

This sector is certain to be
hit by any recession in motors.
Already there are reports of car
manufacturers  delaying
orders for sheet metal.

Up .to now the industry has
depended on a bouyant demand
for sheet steel to prevent a major
recession: the ‘heavy’ end of the
industry is already in a badly
depressed state with many of the
larger plants operating at only 80
per cent of capacity. It is now
accepted that production will fall
from 27 million tons last year to
under 25 million tons.

Large redundancies have only
been avoided up to now because
men have left the industry for
jobs where overtime has until
recently been plentiful and be-
cause employers, thinking that
their difficulties were only short-
term, have retained men on a re-
duced working week.

Both these developments are
now at an end.

The combined recession in
steel and engineering will cer-
tainly bring-a deep crisis to areas
like Sheffield, which is heavily
dependent on these two industries
for its prosperity.

BUILDING -
INDUSTRY

There are at the moment.
24,000 completed and near-com-
pleted private houses unsold in
this country.

The building industry is being
badly hit by the drying up of
credit to buy houses.

_The ‘pegging’ of mortgage rates
will solve nothing, even if it
succeeds, 2 :

With interest rates rising all
the time it simply means that
the building societies are less and
less able to attract the funds with
which to make lendings.

There is now widespread fear of
a ‘mortgage famine’. This sector

Continued page 4, column 7 —»

Don't Forget!

APPLICATIONS to join the
Young Socialists’ October 15
trip to Liege (Belgium) have to
be received in the next two
weeks.

All trade unionists, students
and workers—young and old—
must join this important trip
to meet European socialist
youth demonstrating against

the Vietnam war and NATO.

The round trip costs only
£8 10s—including a meal in
Liege and free dance on board
ship.

Appplications  to:  Dany
Sylveire, Liege Organiser, 186a
glﬁzam High Street, London,

“their
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PRO
RTH INTERNATIONAL

HE Socialist Workers’ Party of the United States cannot for legal reasons
be affiliated to the Fourth International. In the past, however, because
the founders of this Party, Cannon, Schactman and Abern worked in the closest
association with Trotsky, it exercised considerable influence within the inter-

national movement.

During the period of the late twenties and thirties its

leadership in collahoration with Trotsky harnessed their experience of work

in the mass movement to a greater extent than any other section at that time.

The early successes of the SWP were based on a combination of Trotsky’s
brilliant political analysis of the international scene as well as the problems of the Trot-
skyist movement and the maturity of its leadership in relation to their approach to
the problems of the working class in the United States. In this respect, James' P.
Cannon was undoubtedly the most outstanding international Trotskyist leader during

Trotsky’s lifetime.

How then and under what conditions did the degeneration take place which
today has transformed the SWP from being the staunchest defender of Marxism and
Trotskyism into the leader of a rump of Pabloite revisionist supporters who have be-

trayed every principle of
Marxism over the past 15
" years?

Dialectical
materialism
and the
revolutionary party

The answer to this question
does not lie in the difficult
conditions of the cold war and
the boom under which the
SWP has been operating in
the United States, especially
since 1949, although these have
played a role, but in the origin
of the early Trotskyist move-
ment.

From its inception, this
movement was based on a pro-
found contradiction.

Its founder, Trotsky, went

through all the early political
experiences, of the pre-revolu-
tionary Soviet Union, the re-
volution itself, when he led
_and organised the Red Army,
“the post-Lenin ~ degeneration”
and the growth of the Soviet
bureaucracy under Stalin.

His supporters in the USA
and in other countries came
mainly from those who entered
the communist movement after
the foundation of the Third
International in 1919. Their
development was conditioned
by the post-World War I de-
feats of the working class out-
side the Soviet Union and the
growth of Stalinism.

These experiences should not
be considered in an unrelated
superficial way.

Building the revolutionary
party is conditioned by them:
but in a more fundamental way
it is determined by a consis-
tent struggle for the Marxist
philosophy of dialectical
materialism against all forms
of idealism which is the pre-
dominant philosophy of the
ruling class.

Only Trotsky had partici-
pated in such an experience,
especially during the pre-revo-
lutionary period.

Lenin’s leadership was con-
stantly strengthened and de-
veloped around a consistent
struggle for Marxist philosophy
against all brands of idealist
revisionism. Such a struggle
was greatly facilitated by the
growth of the revolutionary
forces which were the fore-
runner of tHe revolution itself.

Without this experience the
revolutionary leadership cannot
be trained. The education of
a Marxist cadre requires a
continuous ideological struggle
derived from Marxist theory
in participation and study of
the workers’ movement. Only
in this way can leaders be
historically selected for the
great task of overthrowing
capitalist society.

This was precisely the weak-
ness of the
combination.

Trotsky’s theoretical genius
flowed from the entire revolu-
tionary experience of the Soviet
Union, both in its triumph and
degeneration.

Cannon’s politics, on the
other hand, were mainly de-
rived during the period of
Soviet degeneration and de-
feat for the international work-
ing class outside the USSR.

His early years in the Com-
munist Party of the USA pro-
vided him with a meagre grasp
of Marxist theory. Like the
rest of the party leaders he
was imbued with pragmatism
(if it works it is right) and his
relation with Trotsky was
based on this method.

He correctly saw Trotsky as
the co-leader with Lenin of the
Russian revolution, and when
the break with Stalin took
place after Lenin’s death, he

Cannon-Trotsky -

concluded that Trotsky had the
correct political position,
Cannon was strengthened in
his conclusion by the imme-
diate conflict of factions with-
in the American Communist
Party, William Z. Foster and
others joined with Stalin,
Cannon took political sides
with Trotsky. It was a prag-
matic decision dictated by the
factional situation within the
CP of the USA which pro-
duced important results, especi-
ally during Trotsky’s lifetime.

But this was not enough so
far as the training of the
leadership of the SWP went.

Cannon and his supporters
accepted Trotsky's leadership
without understanding the im-
plications of the theoretical
experience which lay behind it.

Their political development
was therefore of a one-sided
character—in effect they re-
mained pragmatists.

At this point we can see
the reason why Trotsky had
to wage a struggle on dialecti-
cal materialism in 1939-1940
against Burnham and Schact-
man. )

Although the American Trot-

~skyist ‘movement was-11 years-

old, he had to begin his
struggle against the revisionists
by outlining and explaining
dialectical = materialism, the
ABC of Marxism (see ‘In
Defence of Marxism’).

Trotsky's tragic assassination
by the Stalinists in August
1940 left Cannon on his own.

Cannon and Trotsky

Now the real test began, and
Cannon faced it in the follow-
ing way.

The legend was fostered up
that the SWP and its members
were Trotsky's ‘heirs’, which
to inexperienced people might
seem plausible enough. It was
implemented by the publication
of Trotsky’'s writings, implying
that he had said the last word
on all the important questions.

Trotsky's insistence that the
SWP should wage a continuous
struggle within its ranks for
dialectical materialism was
ignored. Cannon replaced it
with the conception that so
long as he reprinted Trotsky’s
books it was sufficient,

In this way Trotsky was
transformed from a revolution-

CANNON

ary Marxist into an idol. After
he died Cannon went straight
over to idealism and kept the
old leaders of the SWP in the
dark as to his method. They,
in any case, were unable to
discern it since they were them-
selves educated under it,

From there on Cannon was
forced more and more to rely
on pragmatism in his approach
to the international as well
as American problems.

Such an approach dominated
his early relations with Pablo.
Cannon desired ‘another Trot-
sky’ so he latched on to Pablo.

Almost immediately inter-
national relations were re-
sumed after the end of the

second World War, Pablo was
taken to the USA so that he
could be ‘looked over’. He
passed ‘the test’, if you can
call it that, and then became
the SWP-appointed ‘Trotsky’
for Western Europe.

So far, so good, but then the
real crisis began because Pab-
lo himself needed political
assistance and guidance. Can-
non desired Pablo to be
another Trotsky, but the whole

THE NEWSLETTER

The third
of a series
of articles
by
G. HEALY
National
Secretary
of the
Socialist
Labour
League

turned towards the English
Trotskyists in order to find an
excuse for what they proposed
to do. They built up the legend
that because the English Trot-
skyists were the victims of
Pablo’s attack (they had broken
from Pablo by means of the
‘Open Letter’ [1953]) they
needed to save the English
Trotskyists, which included
‘Healy’, from Pablo, by way of
the ‘Open Letter’.

This was a lie. The English
Trotskyists in 1953, like the
French Trotskyists in 1951
were well able to look after
themselves.

Gannon turns back
to Pablo

When the split with Pablo
was over in November 1953, we
began immediately to discuss
ways and means to bring the
differences with Pablo into the
open,

In the spring of 1954 we
proposed a renewal of the dis-
cussion with Pablo and a com-
mittee was set up with an
equal number from both sides
to organise it.

The purpose of this discus-

T"he »ole
of thh e
Socialist
Workers”’

i

 Prarty

thing was based on a pragmatic
illusion. Pablo wasn’t Trotsky
and yet Cannon wanted Trot-
sky tailor-made.

Having ‘got away’' so to
speak with his pragmatic rela-
tion to Trotsky in the thirties,
Cannon was on the look-out
for replacements.

This is where the Marxist
method came in. Cannon from
his insular nationalist United
States outlook wanted someone
to take charge of ‘Fourth In-
ternational’ affairs, so he chose
Pablo, wunder circumstances
where Pablo was being pushed
from pillar to post by his im-
pressionism. Coming from a
middle-class intellectual milieu
in Western Europe Pablo was
incapable of replacing Trotsky.

So Cannon had  what
appeared to be a breathing
space until 1951. Then Pablo
utilised a minority of the
French Section to expel a
majority.

At first Cannon applauded
Pablo on this issue, then, when
the latter began to organise a
minority inside the SWP,
Cannon was spurred into ac-
tion against Pablo, It was OK
presumably when it was going
on in France, but quite dif-
erent story when it began to
happen inside the USA.

1953 — a year of
decision

The year was 1953 and the
full implications of Cannon's
pragmatism were now becom-
ing clear to the international
movement,

From the end of the Second
World War onwards he had
utilised the international move-
ment as an international
front for what was happening
in the United States. Just so
long as Pablo kept his nose
out of what was going on in-
side the SWP Cannon was
happy.

Now we see the other side
of Cannon’s pragmatic method.

During the period when
Trotsky was alive it produced
what appeared to be favour-
able results. Now after his
death these results were dialec-
tically turned into their oppo-
site,

Cannon, who accepted prag-
matically Trotsky’s political
line without question during
the period before the Second
World War, was now plunged
into an extremely different situ-
ation after his death.

His pragmatic use of Trot-
sky was now transferred to a
pragmatic use of the Fourth
International, which in practice
meant that he based himself on
a completely American nation-
alist approach to the interna-
tional movement.

From a pragmatic attitude
towards Trotsky and his teach-
ing was but a small step to-
wards American nationalism
which is the most reactionary
version of idealist philosophy
in the world.

It was this methodology
which was responsible for the
complete disintegration of the
SWP as a Trotskyist organisa-
tion.

The struggle by Cannon
against Pablo in 1953 marked
the beginning of the end for
the SWP. Pablo’s supporters
Cochran and Clarke forced
Cannon’s hand. He fought
them back by organisational
means—that is he expelled
them.

Now, 13 years later, he and
Farrell Dobbs, the present Sec-
retary of the SWP, completely
support every point which
Cochran and Company fought
for in 1953.

In other words, Cannon and
Dobbs after expelling Cochran
and Clarke then proceeded to
adopt their revisionist pro-
gramme,

The history of Cannon and
Dobbs since 1953 is one of
expelling those who disagreed
with them in order to adopt
the policy which those who
were expelled advocated. This
was the end of the line for the
pragmatists of the SWP. From
1953 onwards they were politi-
cally speaking turned upside
down.

Almost

immediately they

DOBBS

sion was not to heal the split
but to bring out more clearly
the fundamental reasons for it.

It was conceived by us as
another stage of the struggle
against Pablo. The unavoidably
abrupt nature of the interna-
tional split in November 1953
had left a number of comrades
in different sections still con-
fused—we wanted to expose
Pablo and clarify them.

At first Cannon gave half-
hearted support to these pro-
posals, then in the late Autumn
of 1954 we suddenly received
a letter calling upon us to
abandon the discussion. From
that moment it was clear than
an even more serious conflict
was brewing between the In-
ternational Committee and the
SWP,

Even at this early date in
1954, when the split with Pablo
was just concluded, the split
with the SWP was on the
agenda.

We believed that the politi-
cal fight against Pablo was
not an issue of abstract Marxist
theory but one which was
directly related to the struggle
to build the party.

We felt that it was necessary
to carry the fight against revi-
sionism into the day-to-day
work of the sections of the In-
ternational Committee and
ruthlessly expose Pabloism in
the process.

The SWP wanted to forget
about the fight as soon as it
was over. In his usual prag-
matic way Cannon couldn’t
care less about the problems of
the international movement
just so long as he had defeated
Pablo’s supporters inside the
SWP,

So far as he was concerned
it was the SWP first, last and
always, no matter what hap-
pened to the international
movement, Thus did pragma-
tism merge with nationalism,

The discussion on Pablo’s
role in the 1953 split was
abruptly terminated by the
SWP by June 1954. There mat-
ters stood for three years un-
til Cannon, without consulta-
tion with the International
Committee, wrote to Leslie
Goonewardene, the secretary
of the Lanka Sama Samaja
Party in Ceylon in April 1957
suggesting that a fresh effort
should be made to achieve re-
unification between the Inter-
national Committee and the
Pabloites. This was the same
Leslie Goonewardene who led
the movement into the coali-
tion government of Mrs. Ban-
daranaike in June 1964,

Cannon was at the end of
his pragmatic road, now he had
to do a political ‘about face’
before the entire international
movement. Having split from
Pablo and his own factions,
Cochran and Clarke, in 1953,
he now had to find ways and
means to accept the policies
of those from whom he had
split and he had little time to
do it since his own ‘majority’
was breaking up fast.

This is how his ideas were
developing.

Dobbs, Novack and
Gannon

Almost immediately after
the split with Pablo in 1953
George Novack (Wm. F,
Warde) announced to Cannon
one day that he was in reality
a supporter of Pablo’s and was
on his way over to join Coch-
ran and Clarke.

This caused consternation in
the Cannon camp because he
had been boosted as their main
theoretician.

Immediately they went into
action. According to Cannon,
Evelyn Reed, Novack’'s wife,
announced she was staying with
the SWP and he, Cannon,
arranged that they
Novack’s) were to join him in
Los Angeles, California as soon
as possible, .

So they did, and that
silenced George Novack, at
least for the time being. He
didn’t break from Cannon but
he temporarily- kept his views
on Pablo to himself.

George Breitman who went
to Detroit in 1953 to replace
the Cochran faction did the
same thing in 1954.

Both Novack and Breitman
were Pabloites from the start,
but they were also friendly
with Cannon. So, for the time
being, they went along with
him instinctively, knowing very
well..that sooner .or later he
would join them.

The reader may well ask:
Why did Cannon eventually
join the Pabloites?

In answering this question
we do not have to refer to
Novack (Warde) and Breitman.

The answer lies in Khrush-
chev’s speech at the 20th Con-
gress of the USSR early in
1956. But that, our readers
may ask, is surely very difficult
to understand—nothing of the
sort.

Immediately, that is from the
split of 1953, Cannon rejected
the ideas which led to Khrush-
chev’s speech. He didn’t accept
that the struggle against Pab-
loism was tied up with build-
ing revolutionary parties
throughout the world and es-
pecially in the United States.

Once he believed that the
SWP was free from the im-
mediate menace of Pabloism,
which to him meant Cochran
and Clarke, he just turned his
back, politically speaking, on
the international movement.

But Khrushchev’s speech,
which virtually admitted that
everything the  Trotskyists
fought for was right, changed
all that.

In effect he posed an all-
out struggle to expose and
destroy Stalinism. It was at this
point that Pabloite revision-
ism really strangled the inter-
national Trotskyist movement.

For five years it had turned
the sections towards the pos-
sibility that the Stalinist
bureaucracy, after  Stalin’s
death, would reform itself. Now
the cat was out of the bag.

It became a question as to
whether or not the Fourth
International would take ad-
vantage of Khrushchev’s
speech and fight as never be-
fore to expose and defeat
Stalinism, or whether or not
it would adapt itself to Khrush-
chev’s variety of Stalinism.

Cannon then asked for
unity with Pablo. That is the
real significance of Cannon
approaching the Ceylonese
renegade Goonewardene in
April 1957. He had decided to
sell out to the Stalinist bureau-
cracy and the imperialists.

The Socialist Labour League
saw things in an entirely dif-
ferent light. We saw Khrush-
chev’s 20th Congress speech
as an opportunity to expose
Stalinism and Pabloite adapta-
tion to Stalinism.

When Cannon was looking
for unity with the Pabloites
in 1957, we were fighting to
clarify the 1953 split, and ex-
tend the struggle against Pab-
loism, utilising Khrushchev’s
speech in order to do this.

Immediately upon hearing
about Cannon’s . letter to
Goonewardene we wrote to the
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SWP and dissociated ourselves
from Cannon. N

He wrote back the kind of
a letter the lord of the manor
writes to a serf., It was a
letter from an  arrogant
American nationalist telling
the English comrades where to
get off,

We put the question about
the importance of prior dis-
cussion before unification took
place. Cannon said that there
was no need for any discussion.

He had in effect completely
capitulated to Pabloism. Right
at the point when Khrushchev's
speech opened up a real oppor-
tunity for the Trotskyist move-
ment to fight Stalinism, Can-
non ran into the arms of
Pablo.

The leadership of the Social-
ist Labour League lost no op-
portunity in exposing the
Stalinists over Khrushchev’s
speech. We were prepared, be-
cause of our political hostility
to Pabloism, to take the fullest
opportunity in order to fight
the Stalinists—we gained more
from this approach than all the
Pabloite sections, including the
SWP, did together.

Now let us look a little
more closely at Cannon’s
cadre. Following the split of
1953 and Novack’s threat to
join Cochran (the American
Pabloite) things went from
bad to worse inside the leader-
ship of the SWP.

Farrell Dobbs, who, before
the split with Pablo, had been
elected general secretary of the
SWP found he was unable to
carry out his assignments be-
cause Cannon, he said, con-
tinuously interfered with his
work as secretary from Los
Angeles. Dobbs came to Eng-
land early in 1958 in order,
to gain our support to fight
Cannon.

He told us what happened to
George Novack and his rela-
tions with Cannon. We insisted
that the solution to these prob-
lems must be political and

-accordingly we told him-te-par-

ticipate to the full at the first
congress of the International
Committee which was held in
June 1958, although the SWP
was not a member because of
the Voorhis Act.

But he did nothing of the
sort. He was, he said, under
instructions not to comment
on the political questions.

Just imagine it. Here we
were at the first congress of
those sections who had fought
the revisionism of Pablo, and
the section which had led the
fight in 1953 had nothing to
say!

It was equally clear from the
informal  discussions  with
Dobbs that the SWP was be-
ing torn asunder by an internal
crisis which on the surface
appeared to centre around or-
ganisation issues.

Its failure to clarify the
reasons for tne Pablo split now
meant that a number of fac-
tions inside the party were
blindly fighting against each
other, without the political
issues being clear,

The one thing that did
emerge from all this squabbling
was the undoubted right-wing
revisionist orientation of all
the factions.

Cannon did nothing to clear
up this political mess; he
simply intensified it. He took
a position where he could play
off the right-wing faction of
Murry Weiss against the Dobbs
faction. Small wonder that
during his visit to Europe in
1958 Dobbs spent most of his
time looking for allies in the
struggle against Cannon.

Towards the end of Septem-
ber 1958 just before he was due
to return to the United States
he called for a special meeting
of the English and French
comrades at which he could
deal with the problem of
Cannon.

At this meeting he announced

(There is a stenographic re-
port of this meeting available.)
that in all probability he would
be removed from his post of
general secretary of the SWP
by Cannon when he returned
from Europe.

Both ourselves and the
French comrades were amazed
by such a revelation. We told
Dobbs bluntly that under no
circumstances could we take
any sides between him and
Cannon.

It was agreed also that a
comrade should travel to
Canada late in November 1958
to see if it were possible to
assist the leading members of
the SWP to overcome this
crisis- 5

Dobbs returned to the USA
and things more or less stayed
as they were until the visit of

Continued page 4, column I —
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ON AUGUST 8 this year, G. Healy, national sec-
retary of the Socialist Labour League, sent a lettek to
Ralph Schoenman, an official of the Vietnam

Solidarity CGampaign,

which

is sponsored by

Bertrand Russell, explaining why the Socialist
Labour League could not be associated with the

Campaign,

This followed a meeting, organised by the Cam-
paign, held on August 6 in the Mahatma Gandhi

Hall, London,

when Schoenman opposed the

League’s policy of opposing the role of the Com-
munist Party and the ‘left’ Labour MPs in relation
to Vietnam and attempted to prevent SLL. members

from speaking.

The August 8 letter was reprinted in The News-

letter on August 20.

Here we reprint sections of Schoenman’s reply,
dated August 17, which was received after the

August 20 Newsletter had gone to print.

6 THANK YOU for your letter of August 8. I cannot agree with your
account of our meeting last month, for it is at variance with the
facts. You were asked not to attack the Geneva Agreements from

the platform of the Vietnam Solidarity Campaign.

The Solidarity

Campaign supports the Vietnamese revolution and the organs of

struggle leading it.

It is impossible to make solidarity with the

Vietnamese while they are under siege, waging a bitter struggle
against their oppressors and, at the same time, attack agreements

signed by their leaders as a betrayal of the revolution.

The SLL

can do this in its own organs, as can other organisations, but the
Solidarity Campaign is not a forum for attacking the National
Liberation Front and the Democratic Republic of Vietnam. You
accepted this point during our discussion and agreed that the Geneva
Agreements would not be attacked by you from our platform.

No proviso concerning the responsibility of the Geneva Agree-
ments for the present crisis was entertained, and I can only repeat
that this discussion is no part of the objects of the Solidarity Cam-
paign, which is a united front of all those committed to support the
Vietnamese in their struggle against aggression.

You reconstruct and misrepresent the reasons why some members
of this Campaign (not commiltee) expressed doubts about Mike

Banda as a speaker. . .

The objections were based on something other than fear of
consistent support for revolutionary positions or consistent condem-
nation of the war in Vietnam. The objections about Banda were based
on the apprehension that he would place factional considerations
before condemnation of the war in Vietnam or support for the
Vietnamese Revolution. Factionalism was the worry, not revolutionary
consistency. If there was any concern about consistency, it was as
a result of recollection that Banda and the SLL condemned in print
the Congolese rebels at the time of the Stanleyville invasion and
that you condemned the Algerian revolution as a petty-bourgeois

formation. .
Messali Hadj. . . .

At the time the SLL and The Newsletter supported

1 should remind you that you telephoned me for a meeting
and you wade the suggestion that the SLL should speak at our
meeting and participate in our demonstrations, In response to this
overture, I made three points as chairman of the Campaign :

1. No attack on the NLF and the DRV whether with regard”

to the signing of the Geneva Agreements or anything else, for
this was at variance with our raison d’etre.

. 2. No factional attacks on other participants in this Cam-
paign, but concentration upon exposing the aggressor and
supporting the victim of the aggression.

3. No further use of the neo-fascist and colonial term
“Vietcong”, which has been used repeatedly in The Newsletter

and by the Young Socialists. . ..

The turning point came with your own violation of your word,
when you came on the platform to denounce the Soviet leadership,
the British Communist Party and all those who work with them.
You have been around long enough to know that this was an attack
on all our main speakers and the principle of a united front. In
fact, what you did was to give a signal, in effect, to break up our
meeting. As chairman, I acted in support of the united front of the

~Solidarity- Campaign. Individual views concerning the Soviet Union
or revolutionary change, or the role of the Communist Party in
Britain, are irrelevant to the call we have made to everyone who
takes the minimum position of supporting the Vietnamese struggle
against imperialism : Unite together. . .,
j There were many tendencies at that meeting and they are
indignant about the tactics that you employed, . . . %

FOR almost 20 years,

the Trotskyist move-
ment, the Fourth Inter-
national, has cham-
pioned the cause of Viet-
namese independence,
freedom and unity.
Despite the fact that many
Trotskyists were purged or
executed by the Stalinist
agents of Ho Chi-Minh, and
despite the ideological gulf
between the Trotskyist and
Stalinist movements, we Trot-
skyists have never failed in
our duty towards the colonial
workers and peasants who are
fighting to throw off the
colonial yoke.

Continuators

We are the only continuators
of the struggle begun by Lenin
for the revolutionary self-
determination of nations.

Like Lenin and the Bolsheviks
we do not advocate the right to
independent statehood as some
sort of abstract historical right,
or as a humanitarian demand, but
as a means to undermine not only
the ancillary props of imperialism
in the colonial world, but also
the central pillars in the metropo-
litan countries.

We support unreservedly the
opinion of Lenin that:

‘It is quite inconceivable that
the proletariat, as an historical
class, will be able to defeat
the bourgeoisie unless it has
been prepared for it by being
educated in a spirit of the
most consistent and determined
revolutionary democratism.’

This thread that connects our
movement to Bolshevism is no-
where more clearly defined than
in the Transitional Programme of
the Fourth International.

Many years before the Vietnam
war (and a long time before Mr.

Schoenman discovered the evils

of napalm and the virtues of the
National Liberation Front) our
movement prepared politically for
such events:

‘Some of the colonial or
semi-colonial countries will un-
doubtedly attempt to utilize
the war in order to cast off
the yoke of slavery. Their war
will be not imperialist, but
liberating. It will be the duty
of the international proletariat
to aid the oppressed countries
in their war against the op-
pressors. The same duty applies

in regard to aiding the USSR,
or whatever other workers’
government might arise before
the war or during the war. The
defeat of every imperialist
government in the struggle with
the workers’ state or with a
colonial country is the lesser
evil.” (“Transitional Programme’
1964, p. 31.)

Unlike the present leader of
the Vietnam Solidarity Campaign,
Bertrand Russell, the Fourth In-
ternational actively opposed the
Second World imperialist War
as a reactionary unjust war whose
sole objective was to re-divide
the colonial world amongst the
victorious powers.

We fought to support any and
every movement that opposed the
war plans of imperialism and
tried to turn the imperialist war
into a world-wide civil war.

Thus, when millions of colonial
slaves in Asia rose up in armed
insurrection at the end of the
war, the Fourth International was
neither surprised nor dismayed
but fought for the unqualified vic-
tory of these movements.

We were, and always have been,
guided in this struggle by Lenin’s
maxim that the ‘main enemy is at
home and that the defeat of your
own government is the lesser evil'.

Those like Schoenman who to-
day try to question the ‘anti-
imperialism® of the Trotskyists
are assured of a violent shock.

The political integrity of the
Fourth International is proved by
its entire record since its founda-
tion and, incidentally, by the
hundreds of working-class
martyrs who died under its ban-
ner in the course of the Second
World War. Nobody—we repeat
nobody—is going to impugn its
traditions without risk of reprisal.

It is nothing less than a gratu-
itous insult to Trotskyism when
Mr, Schoenman insinuates that
Trotskyists place ‘factional con-
siderations’ above ‘revolutionary
consistency’.

The implication of his state-
ment that Trotskyites are people
who are blinded by factional
malice is utterly abhorrent—and
it is not rendered any the less
objectionable by references to
episodic articles in The News-
letter. (We shall return to this in
a while.)

Our record

Has Mr. Schoenman studied the
record of the Trotskyist move-
ment on Vietnam? Presumably
not, otherwise he would not
make such inane judgements.

Let wus point out to this
middle-class muddle-head and his
crooked Pabloite advisers that
the Fourth International did not
jump on the Vietnam bandwagon
in 1965, On the contrary, our
own record of sustained struggle

Ralph Schoenman (left) and Bertrand Russell (right)
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BY MICHAEL BANDA

“on behalf of the Vietnamese

people goes right back to the
Saigon and Hanoi uprisings and
the proclamation of the Demo-
cratic Republic in 1946.

When the French imperialism,
with the connivance of its Stalin-
ist Ministers, tried to retain the
Vietnamese Republic within the
French Union, the French Trot-
skyists were the only political
group to oppose this reactionary
move. 3

‘Dirty war’

When French  imperialism,
launched its bloody retaliatory
attack against Haiphong and
Hanoi in 1947, the Trotskyists
were the first to denounce this
filthy business and organised pro-
tests in France.

Right through the period of
the ‘sale guerre’, (the ‘dirty war’),
Trotskyists the world over fought
for the victory of the Viet Minh
and the expulsion of the French
from all of Indo-China.

In Indo-China, the Trotskyists,
despite persecution from Bao
Dai and Stalinists, fought for
the victory of the revolution.

We welcomed Dien Bien Phu as
the greatest event in the colonial
world, but refused, quite cor-
rectly, to support the Geneva
Agreement which carved up Viet-
nam and robbed the Ho regime
of the real fruits of victory.

Since Schoenman has raised
the question of the Geneva
Agreement without any reason
we feel bound to comment on it.

As a professional confusionist,
Schoenman cannot see anything
but contradiction between sup-
porting the Vietnamese revolu-
tion and opposing the Geneva
Agreement.

We are not members of Ho Chi
Minh's government and therefore
are not bound to defend every
aspect of its policy. But that is
the least important aspect of this
question,

The real question, as Mr.
Schoenman knows, is that the
Geneva Agreement was forced
upon the Hanoi government by
the combined pressures of
Russia, China, Britain and France
—with the tacit backing of US
imperialism. '

Even a bourgeois author like
P. J. Honey recognises this:

‘The Geneva agreements of
1954, which ended the long
Indo-Chinese war, gave far
less to the Vietnamese Com-
munists than even their most
pessimistic  supporters could
have expected. After a struggle
in which they had unquestion-
ably defeated their opponents,
and despite the great military
victory of Dien Bien Phu, the
Communists  were  granted
control over only the northern
half of Vietnam and were ob-
liged to accept the presence of
an International Control Com-
mission on their territory. In
signing the agreements they
were forced to bow to strong
Soviet pressure, a fact that
robbed them of much prestige
at home, and the only face-
saving concession made to
them was the unsigned ‘De-

claration of Intention’, which

prescribed national elections

for the reunification of Viet-
nam, to be held not later than

July 1956. The worthlessness

of this concession can be seen

in a remark made by the Com-
munist North Vietnam (Demo-
cratic Republic of Vietnam)

Prime Minister, Pham Van

Dong, to one of my Vietnamese

friends immediately after the

signing of the agreements,

When asked which side he

thought would win the elec-

tions, Dong replied: “You
know as well as I do that
there won't be any election”.'*

Today no one, except the
Moscow  Stalinists and their
British counterparts, is enthusias-
tic about the Geneva Agreement
and a return to another cynical
summit conference.

Is this why Schoenman is so
amazed by our stand on Geneva?

No, Mr. Schoenman, the Trot-
skyists cannot and will not sup-
port the fraudulent secret diplo-
macy of the imperialist gangsters
and their Kremlin stooges.

If we did not make a big
issue of this at the meeting it is
because firstly we undertook not
to do so but also because history
has effectively exposed the
‘sanctity’ of this agreement. There
will be NO return to Geneva.

Now let us return to the
question of ‘factional considera-
tions’. The references to the
article in The Newsletter (Decem-
ber 12, 1964) written by P. Desai
are hardly illuminating.

This was a signed article ex-
pressing the viewpoint of the
author—and not that of the
Socialist Labour League. After a
reply from a leading member of
the League, Desai acknowledged
his error. So it is just dishonest,
or shall we say, factional for Mr.
Schoenman to misrepresent this
episode.

SLL and MNA

As for Messali Hadj, it is ob-
vious to us that Mr. Schoenman
knows nothing of the history of
the Socialist Labour League's re-
cord on Algeria.

The League and The News-
letter supported with reservations
the Algerian National Movement
(MNA) so long as it adhered to
its founding programme. But when
the MNA began to talk of nego-
tiating with de Gaulle—a policy
which was later followed by the
National Liberation Front (FLN)
—we broke off all relations with
the movement and its leader.

As for the FLN, we refused
to repose any confidence in this
bourgeois organisation and sub-
sequent events in Algeria have
amply confirmed this. Their
acceptance of the Evian agree-
ment was a complete betrayal of
Algerian independence—or do
Mr. Schoenman and his Pabloite
advisers—Jordan and Taite—dis-
agree?

It is unfortunate—terribly un-
fortunate—for Schoenman that

**Communism in North Viet
Nam’, by P. J. Honey. Ampersand
Books 1965.]

he should raise the question of
Algeria.

Does he not know that John
Palmer, another speaker on the
platform, and his group of state
capitalists, gave unqualified sup-
port to the MNA and opposed the
FLN as a petty-bourgeois forma-
tion right through the war?

. Was the question of factional-
ism raised in his case?

We hardly think so.

. Because the state capitalists are
n an unprincipled aihance with
the Moscow Stalinists against
Trotskyism, Mr. Schoenman is
prepared to turn a biind eye on
its politics. So much for his
principles!

Another’ gentleman on the
platform was Tariq Ali. Who is
he? A distinguished anti-im-
perialist? ~An uncompromising
socialist? Haraly.

In fact his only qualification is
that Mr. Ali is on the editorial
board of ‘Man About Town’! (No
doubt Mr. Schoenman could ex-
tend his ‘united front’ to include
Carnaby Street as well.)

Anomalies

Like Mr. Schoenman, we too
havg done some retrospective sur-
veying of events and discovered
some curious ‘factional’ anoma-
li_es in Mr, Schoenman's own poli-
tical career, which de not add
any lustre to his position in the
Vietnam Solidarity Campaign.

We discovered, for example,
that while he is extremely in-
tolerant of Trotskyism, and all
those who fight for the emancipa-
tion -of the working class, he is
more than indulgent when people
of a difterent, and reactionary,
persuasion are involved.

We refer, of course, to his
attitude to the fascists and
racialists. For the benefit of our
readers, and his own less-
instructed supporters, we gquote
below extracts from his letter
to ‘The Guardian’ when the
Labourscontrolled educational
authority in Coventry quite cor-
rectly sacked Colin Jordam from
his teaching job:

‘I am deeply concerned about
the response of the left in this
country to Mr. Colin Jordan
and Sir Oswald Mosley. I be-
lieve that individual freedom
is dependent upon a willing-
ness to tolerate the ideas of
those whom we despise. It is
no test of a belief in free
speech to tolerate those views
with which we agree. The test
lies in the willingness to per-
mit those we cannot bear. Colin
Jordan is a teacher of com-
petence and I believe it is out-
rageous to deny him the right
to teach because of his political
views. ...

‘- . . The Nazis in this
couniry serve to provide the
left with a means of expiating
its sense of impotence. This is
not only because civil liberties
are involved, but politically de-
structive because it is so re-
vealing. . . ,'! (Our emphasis.)
(Guardian, August 9, 1962.)

Yet Schoenman has the
temerity to support a war. crimes
commission based. on the example
of the Nurember§ Commission!
What an utter fraud!

War philosophy

We would suggest instead a
commission to investigate the
bona fides of Schoenman.

And what about Schoenman's
ideological godfather—Bertrand
Russell? The Socialist Labour
League and The Newsletter it is
true supported the MNA in print
—but does Mr. Schoenman know
that his leader, and one-time CND
enthusiast, supported an atomic
war against the USSR? Not ver-
bally, but in print?

And, in fact, he, Russell, was
one of the first to enunciate the
principles of modern misanthropy.
Mr. Schoenman might shrug
this off as another piece of ‘fac-
tionalism’, but we cannot.

In an article entitled “The Out-
look for Mankind’ in ‘the maga-
zine ‘Horizon' (Vol. XVII, 100,
April 1948) Earl Russell,
amongst other things, opines that
there is no way out of the crisis
but war. This was afier the
Berlin blockade when the US had
a monopoly of nuclear weapons.
Let him continue:

‘It seems to result from our
survey that what would be
best would be an agreement to
partition the world and not in-
terfere in each other’s zones;
next to that, a war soon, end-
ing in American victory; next,
Russian victory; and, worst of
all, a draw. (I) I am afraid it
is useless to advocate a parti-
tion by agreement, because the

Russians will not observe
agreements. The owly possible
way, so far as I can see

(our emphasis) of avoiding a
war between Russia and
America, is to make it obvious
to the Russian government,
that, in our war (sic) America
would be victorious. It is ob-
vious that the Marshall Plan,
combined with a West Euro-
pean Union, gives the best
hope of this, as well as of
bringing victory to the West if
there is a war. . . . I expect a
war. Nevertheless we should
do all in our power to make
the Russians afraid of war,
Fortunately the means neces-
sary to that end are exactly
the same as those involved in
preparing for war if it should
come, namely to build the
~economic and military strength
of Western Europe in close
alliance with the United States.’
(sic.)

While the Trotskyists were
proclaiming that the only alterna-
tive to fascism and nuclear bar-
barism was the world-wide
socialist revolution, what was the
honourable Earl saying? On
page 246 of the same magazine he
outlines his ghoulish solution.

‘. . . if there is war, the de-
struction, especially in our own
country, will probably very
greatly exceed what happened
in the last war. But I have
little doubt that in the end,

exposure of

the side led by the United
diaies will be victorious. vvaea
that nappens, 1t 1S provdvie it
SiIngie muultary goverouneni wul
be estavusnea over wae whole
woria, ana thai, thereiore,
Breat wars wil  cease, rro-
viueda the necessily lor such a
Singie governuuenr 1S adeyquaiesy
reausea, mMansind mdy, aler
the next war, eater upoan a
perioa ol unexawpied peace
and prosperity. (sic)

These quotations show that the
Schoenman-russeld 1eaQersiup is
poiucauy  suspect and  that
Russeu s  transiormation irom
COlu war Prowgomst 1o present

gay humamst 1s  thorouguy
OppOrtussl.
vir.  Schoenman’s  so-called

‘thrée principies’ or unitea Iront
acuvily 1s 4s ITauduwent as ius
PIevious arguliemus., INO  Sucn
agreement was encered into by
e Ledgue, ralson aeire’ Or no
Tulson u ewre.)

Fresumaply if there had been
an v on e plauorim, none or
tne speaxkers Cowqa have alackea
the raruamentary LAVOUr Xarty.
10ls Mases a 1dice 0L tne “wmiea
ifront anu omy reveals the monu-
menlal lgoorance OI >COOERILAN
00 WS Viidd dCLcC.

duice uvr. ocnoenman is a

reauer of lhe inewsiecer, he
showd kpnow that the oStaunists
are aosoiuiely opposed [0 Lne
si0gan "vicwory to the MNLy ana
that they are prepared to use the
capllaliSt polce ana iaw Ccouris,
as 1 Lroyaon, [0 prevent any
aemonsiranon of real souaarity
wilh the vietnamese. .AS ole
Staunist aptly put 1t: “This slogan
will alienate the middie class’,
. A unied front i1s not a strait-
jacket, but a means whereby aif-
terent parties with difiering pro-
grammes combine to Sirike to-
gether on a particular issue which
transcends any doctrinal *ditter-
ences they mignt have.

In the case of the Vietnam
Solidarity Campaign, the over-
riding issue was, and is, the de-
feat of US impenalism and the
unconditional victory of the
National Liberation Froat.

Justified attack

All those who oppose this vic-
tory, like Wilson and the Stalin-
ists, are obviously opposed like-
wise to the Campaign. And since
neither the Stalinists nor the
parliamentary ‘lefts’ publicly sup-
ported the Campaign, the speakers
were quite justified in attack-
ing them as lustily as they could,

That is the united front as we
Trotskyists conceive it.

If this is not so, then what is
the purpose of a separate exis-
tence for the Solidarity Cam-
paign? What indeed!

Would it not be better if it
disbanded and merged with the
Stalinist-controlled Council for
Peace in Vietnam? What Iis
Schoenman’s and Russell’'s atti-
tude to the Stalinists who—con-
sciously and consistently betray
the anti-imperialist struggles?

Why didn't Schoenman reveal
the text of Kosygin’s reply to
Russell at the meeting and why
did he have to wait two weeks
and release it to the press only
after Russell had a long conver-
sation with a high official of the
Russian Embassy.

What secret confidences were
exchanged in these meetings and
why wasn’t the Campaign in-
formed about them?

Until we receive satisfactory
replies to these questions, we
remain free to infer that we like
about the motives and methods of
the Campaign and its organisers.

The all-important question, the
question which separates the re-
volutionary from the non-revolu-
tionary trends in the working class
is how do we best ensure the
victory of the National Liberation
Front?

It is on this question above all
that we find no basis for agree-
ment with Schoenman or the
Stalinists,

The Socialist Labour League
believes that the only effective
way to support the NLF is' by
intensifying the struggle against
British imperialism at home.

Redouble efforts

This means a thorough-going
the Labourites’
treachery and the Stalinists’
apologies for Wilson. It also
means a redoubled effort against
Wilson’s plans to smash the trade
unions and create unemployment.

Unlike the Stalinists, we do
not propose to subordinate this
struggle to the collection of blood
and medical parcels for Vietnam.

We think that one decisive
blow against Wilson is worth a
million pints of blood for the
Vietnamese.

That is why we reject totally
the operative clause of Schoen-
man’s letter:

‘Individual views concerning
the Soviet Union or revolution-
ary change, or the role of the
Communist Party in Britain
are irrelevant to the call we
have made to everyone who
takes the minimum position of
supporting the Vietnamese
struggle against imperialism:
“Unite Together”.” (Our em-
phasis.)

If this is Schoenman’s idea of
unity there is no reason why
General de Gaulle and Senator
Fulbright should not be made
honorary members of the execu-
tive committee of the Campaign.
* We, however, will have none
of it. We say instead: Down
with this charlatanry!

Support the October 2 demon-
stration of the YS and SLL in
Brighton and help make a real
and positive contribution to the
defeat of imperialism in Vietnam.
Come to Liege on October 15 and

demonstrate real working-class
solidarity with the NLF.
To Messrs. Schoenman and

Russell we say: To hell with
your rotten ‘united front' of state
capitalists, Pabloites, Stalinists
and centrists. Your campaign
stinks and will continue to do so
until you learn to fight in a
principled manner,

The Vietnamese will win, in
spite of you.

IRISH
WORKERS
FAGE ANTI-
UNION LAWS

S the capitalist economic
crisis grows worse,
bankers and governments in
every country are taking it
out on the workers, The
Irish working class faces in-
creased unemployment and
anti-working class legislation.

The Irish Banks Standing
Committee has announced in-
creased interest raies—to 8
per cent on overdrafts. This
will mean higher prices, cuts
in public spending and build-
ing, and increased unemploy-
ment. At the same time, lrish
workers emigrating to Britain
will come up against increased
unemployment caused by the
credit squeeze and the payroll
tax.

According to the Central Banks
Report, increased interest rates
will add £350,000 to the costs of
Irish farmers.

Small farmers in Ireland al-
ready face a widening gap be-
tween falling. world prices for
their produce and a steep rise
in the prices they pay for every-
thing else, so they will be
heavily hit by the increased cost
of overdrafts,

Every year some 10,000
people leave the land. What
chance will they have with dole
queues growing longer in lre-
land and Britain?

The Lemass government is

getting well-armed for the com-
ing struggles, Already, it has
used the Offences Against the -
State Act to arrest members of
the Irish Telephonists’ Associa-
tion during their strike. Under
this Act, victims can be im-
prisoned without trial for an un-
limited period.
. In June, Fianna Fail and Fine
Gael parties joined in passing
the Electricity (Special Provi-
sions) Bill to impose heavy fines
on ESB (electricity supply)
workers who strike,

Under new legislation, which
the government wants to intro-
duce, trade unions are to be well
and truly tied hand and foot to
the capitalist state. Legal pro-
tection will be removed from un-
official strikes and, in some cases,
official srikes as well.

PICKETING ILLEGAL

That will make picketing
illegal in these strikes.

Wage awards by the Labour
Court will be binding.

Licence fees imposed on the
unions will be trebled.

The TUC will be empowered
to register unions and ‘strike
off’ the register any union it dis-
approves of.

These last two measures are
aimed against small militant
unions such as the Telephonists’
Association and the Busmen's
Union,

Minister of Justice Lenihan is
also preparing legislation to
strengthen police powers of
arrest and search.

Opening a new. £14,000 police
headquarters at Abbeyleix re-
cently, Lenihan made the usual
remarks about crime and stated:

‘A basic test of any society
is the degree of control exercised
over violence and I am deter-
mined that we will not fall down
in this respect.’

Irish workers involved in
strikes and political activities in
recent years have experienced
plenty of violence—from baton-
happy police—but of course Mr,
Lenihan sees nothing wrong in
that kind of violence.

He stated that in the current
mood of antagonism to authority,
the police were a favourite tar-

get, and that in Ireland,
Britain and the USA ¢glib
phrases like ‘police brutality’

were frequently used when cir-
cumstances required that physi-
cal force be used in the exercise
of law enforcement.

He said that while an indivi-
dual lapse of judgment might
sometimes lead a ‘garda’ into
trouble with the public, he had
never met a single instance of
what would be called ‘brutality”.
After recent experiences, we
know what can be expected from
Lenihan, then.

PREPARE NOW

The Irish working class must
préepare now, as its enemies are
doing, for a period of violent
class struggle.

In the Presidential elections,
anti-government  feeling was
shown by the big swing against
De Valera in all the cities; but
typically the Irish Labour Party
had not even fielded a candidate
for whom the workers could
vote,

Militant trade unionists must
demand that this Party really
challenges the Fianna Fail-Fine
Gael hold, beginning with an all-
out campaign against the anti-
union legislation,

Bosses’ and landlords’ govern-
ment, whether Fianna Fail or
Fine Gael variety, must be
driven out, and replaced by a
government  representing the
workers and small farmers.

Leaders who accept capitalist
rule will prove of no use to the
working class. That goes for
the Stalinists’ ‘Connolly Asso-
ciation’ (an insult to the name
of that revolutionary socialist!).
Year after year the Association
supported Fianna Fail, and not
so long ago was busy declaring
that the Irish Republic was the
‘most democratic in Europe’.

A real socialist movement is
needed, with a programme for
a 32-County Workers' Republic
with nationalization of big estates
and urban land and of banks
and large industry.
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D.A.T. A
MEN JOIN
GLASGOW
MARGH

By Newsletier Reporter

OUNG Socialists and mem-~

bers of the Socialist
Labour League joined by trade
unionists held a successful

demonstration in Glasgow last
Saturday against the wage-
freeze and the Prices and In-
comes Bill.

Along with the banners and
posters of the ¥S and SLL,
members of the Draughtsmen’s
and Allied Technicians’ Associa-
tion carried their district council
banner.

Thousands of workers lined the
pavements as the demonstrators
marched through some of the
busiest shopping areas in Glasgow.

Much interest was aroused
amongst housewives and young
people as the demonstration
assembled in the working-class
district of Maryhill.

All along the march the
demonstrators shouted their pro-
tests against the wage-freeze,
anti-union laws, rising prices, and
unemployment and demanded the
nationalization of the banks, that
the bosses pay for the crisis and
that the unions must fight.

A victory was won when re-
presentatives of the YS and SLL
fought successfully against an
attempt by the city magistrates
to prevent the demonstration
marching along busy shopping
areas in the town. .

On two previous occasions the
SLL and YS have been refused
permission to march along the
route they wished to take and
last year- the YS was refused
permission to hold a demonstra-
tion.on Vietnam.

® ROLE
OF SWP

From page 2

a member of the International
Committee.

The SLL prepares
the split

At this meeting Cannon pro-
posed to the English comrade
who was the delegate that they,
the British, should join the

. Americans and break from the

French comrades who led the
fight, on the grounds that they
were ‘sectarian’.

We told them that this was
not our conception of how an
international movement should
be educated and built.

Just as we refused to line
up with Dobbs against Cannon,
so we now refused to line up
with Cannon against the
French section.

We had made up our minds
not to be the pawns in the
SWP pragmatic game with the

international movement as the '

board..

The time had almost cer-
tainly come for the Socialist
Labour League to split openly
from the SWP. Since the split
with Pablo in 1953 we had
utilised every available means
to fight his revisionism.

Now that it was clear that
the SWP had capitulated to

Pabloite revisionism, our task

was clear—we had to organise
the split from Cannon, Dobbs
and Co. who had betrayed
Trotsky and the Fourth Inter-
national.

The development.and growth
of the Socialist Labour League
is directly related to the
struggle against Pabloite revi-
sionism and the degeneration
of the SWP. There can be no
compromise on these issues.

The Socialist Labour League
is out to destroy Pabloism and
its SWP accomplices. There
can be and, we repeat, there
never will be a compromise
on these questions—the fight
will go on until we destroy the
Pabloites and the revisionist
SWP.

Today the Socialist Labour
League is, even in the eyes of
its Dbitterest opponents, the
strongest section in the inter-
national Trotskyist movement.
We are confident we can con-
tinue along these lines and
smash the unprincirled SWP
leaders, Cannon, Dobbs and
Co. )

Next article:
Who is Joseph Hansen?

The fig

Glasgow, Liverpool and Manchester have seen
meetings and demonstrations against the wage
freeze which have shown that the only real

opposition

is bheing posed by the Young
Socialists and Socialist

Labhour League.

Committee revived

tor ‘token action’

Industrial Correspondent

FHE first meeting of the West of Scotland Ce-ordinating

Committee since it half-heartedly took a small number of

people to London for the Communist Party-backed June 22

lobby of parliament took place last Saturday.

Jobless rise
‘inevitable’
say Yorks. MPs

By Newsletter Reporter

‘I realise I haven’t said a single
hopeful or constructive word
about the situation in Doncaster.
I don’t know what the solution is.
I don’t know what's going to
happen. I cannot offer any opti-
mistic words because I've nothing
on which to base them."—Harold
Walker, Labour MP for Don-
caster.

‘The loans we got to maintdain
the pound were given on certain
conaitions. It is necessary to
create temporary unemployment.’
—Richard Kelley, Labour MP for
Don Valley.

* * *

AT a meeting called by the
Doncaster Trades Council and
the T&GWU branch at Doncaster
ICI Works last Sunday to dis-
cuss the Prices and Incomes Bill,
neither Harold Walker nor
Richard Kelley could offer any
solutions either to this or to the
recent redundancies at the Don-
caster factories of ICI and In-
ternational Harvesters,

Walker first tried to claim that
the redundancies had nothing to
do with the government, but
later declared that the govern-
ment was being influenced by the
National Coal Board to squeeze
workers out of other jobs to
force them down the mines.

He then tried to convince the
audience that the ‘left’” MPs had
put up a fight in the House of
Commons, but he was greeted
with ribald laughter when he

declared: ‘Unfortunately, we
were overtaken by events.
‘We were in- a dilemma, The

severity of the sterling crisis, the
gravity of the Prime Minister's
words, the private discussions in
the House of Commons, showed
that the government had to have
the opportunity to solve the crisis
through its own measures, We
had to vote for or against—the
alternatives didn’t enter into it.
So we trooped into the Lobbies
to support the government’s wage

freeze.

Walker, of course, failed to
inform the meeting that on June
22 he told shop stewards who
lobbied him over the Bill that he
would never vote for anything
that would restrict the rights of
stewards,

Nor did he mention the mes-
sage that he and other ‘left-wing’
MPs—Stan Orme, Eric Heffer and
John Mendelson—had given the
stewards: ‘You fight the Bill out-
side and we’ll fight it inside.’

Richard Kelley, bluntly de-
clared that unemployment was
necessary to force worKers into
industries  ‘beneficial to the
nation’.

The secretary, a Connell’s
shipyard worker and well-
know CP'er on the Clyde,
opened up the meeting with
some general remarks about the
Geddes Report and an outline
of what ‘progress’ had been

made at Connell’s to implement -

it.

He stated that he and his
stewards were prepared to form
a committee from among the
stewards to increase production,
but without the management
being part of it. .

JOINT MEETING

Other Communist Party mem-
bers present gave brief scraps
of vague information about what
was happening in the yards
where they worked but all ob-
Jected vehemently to one delegate
who suggested a meeting of
stewards from—all-yards -and-all
sections of shipbuilding to pre-
pare action to defeat Geddes.
One CP steward from Fairfield
said the Geddes Report was a
basis for discussions on shipyard
re-organisation ! )

At this stage the secretary
shifted the discussion to the
wage freeze and proposed that
the meeting should delegate
someone to attend the TUC con-
ference at Blackpool and express
the feelings of the committee
against the wage freeze. A few
breaths later it turned out that
the secretary himself would be
at Blackpool as a - delegate and
would be only too pleased to do
the onerous task,

. When one delegate reminded
him of his militant statements on
the June 22 lobby when he pro-
posed that to fight the anti-union
laws of the government a token
strike and a mass demonstration
should take place in Glasgow,
he immediately responded by
calling for a token demonstration
in Glasgow during the week of
the TUC conference.

ADVENTURE

Without the slightest vestige
of support he can move from
two months of total inactivity to
the leader of a wild adventure.

Another delegate proposed that
the committee should organise to
take a large contingent from the
shlpyards and engineering fac-
tories to demonstrate for the re-
!povai of Wilson and the rejec-
tion of his policies at the Brighton
conference of the Labour Party.

This was objected to by one of
the CP stewards who said that
for those who were ‘first of all
trade unionists’ the TUC con-
ference was more important,

This same steward called a
reference to the Shardlow’s
strike of last week as being a
political strike a ‘smear’.

The committee finally decided
to urge all factories to send letters
and telegrams to the TUC dele-
gations calling on them to vote
against the wage freeze. The
demand that a contingent be
organised for Brighton was put
on the agenda for the next meet-
ing in two weeks time.

ht against
the pay freeze

Inaction of ‘lefts’ and CP exposed

BUILDERS WANT
CONCRETE ACTION

PROPOSALS to ‘pressurise’ the
TUC to act against the wage
freeze were mooted at a meeting
of the Merseyside Campaign
Against the Wage Freeze held in
Liverpool on Friday, August 26.

About 70 trade unionists
attended the meeting, organised
by DATA, ASSET and the
scientific workers, together with
‘leading trade unionists’.

The chairman attempted to
confine discussion to a public
meeting on the eve of the TUC
conference around the slogan
‘Press the TUC to speak out’.

The platform called for a lobby
of the TUC on September 3, but
on the insistence of the Mersey-
side and File Builders’
Movement, they reluctantly
agreed also to have a demonstra-
tion.

Alternative

Representatives of the builders’
movement insisted that it should
not be a short, half-organised
demonstration. These workers ex-
pressed the feeling of the need
for a fight to develop an alterna-
tive leadership in the trade union
movement,

On Thursday (August 25) the
‘Campaign’ held a Manchester
meeting at which a leading Com-
munist Party member declared
that the movement should not
be opposed to the Labour govern-
ment.

But the wage freeze is the
central pillar of government
policy and it cannot be fought
without fighting the government
and, in the process, forging a

‘new leadership.

IC1 site faces
redundancies

HE redundancies announced
by ICI last week are having

& --comeback _.on:-rank-and-file
members of various contractors
at ICI's Kenal Works at Runcorn,

Cheshire,

- The site convenor, Clive
Burton, told-The Newsletter that
he had been told 500 would be
made redundant—250 from J. B.
Edwards, civil contractors, and
250 from the mechanical trades.

He said this was typical action
by large capitalist combines to-
day.

‘We fully appreciate that this
is only the beginning of a bitter
and hard fight which is going to
start very soon. Even doubtful
militants can see the betrayal of
W_i:(lisou and - his henchmen,” he
said,

Organise for
October 2
convenor
- urges

THE tenor of a meeting in
Glasgow last Sunday was
probably summed up in the
rash of ‘melt the wage freeze’
badges. These flourished every-
where, despite the fact that
the leading Sunday newspapers
of that day carried headlines
indicating that implementation
of clause 4 of the Prices and
Incomes Bill, making the
statutes compulsory, is only a
matter of weeks away.

The three main speakers made
many correct points but were un-
able to see a way past Wilson.

They could only end by calling
on all Labour MPs ‘not to vote
in the affirmative’ when Clause 4
comes up in parliament for
approval. They did not issue a
call to Labour' MPs to vote
against Clause 4.

A speaker from the floor called
on the speakers to support the
Young Socialists’ demonstration
outside the Labour Party Con-
ference in Brighton on QOctober 2
to demand that the policies and
the present leadership of .the
government be changed.

Convenor’s call

Other speakers from the floor,
among them Mr. William Dunn,
convenor of the Babcock &
Wilcox factory at Renfrew, took

,up this proposal and called on

the . main speakers to organise
large contingents of workers to
demonstrate against Wilson at
Brighton.

This meeting showed that the
working class is not responding
to vague calls of militancy from
the left MPs and trade unionists.

Workers are correctly hesitant
to follow leaders who refuse to
show a clear road ahead for in-
dependent action on the part of
the working class which will de-
feat the  employers' and their
friends in the labour movement.

This was most clearly shown
when, after eloquent appeals were
made from the platform for a
collection, only £25 was raised
out of an audience of approxi-
mately 500,

However, the campaign for the
Brighton demonstration is going
ahead and the Young Socialists
welcome the call made by the
Babcock’s convenor and the in-
terest shown by other prade
unionists who indicated that they
wished to attend.

ambrian

iners ‘Let
own by

SAYS LODGE

: J
n io == OFFICIAL

Newslietter Correspondent

N August 25, the morning shift at the Cambrian colliery,
Rhondda Valley, South Wales, came out on strike against
the closure of the pit, planned for September 24.

This was after the men had
heard that letters, telling them
that contracts with the NCB
would be terminated on that
day, were “being delivered by
registered post.

As reported in the last two
editions of The Newsletter, men
at the Cambrian, one of three
South Wales collieries to be
closed in September, have refused
to co-operate with the National
Coal Board in the closure or the
transfer of men to other pits.

In a statement to the press on
Friday, lodge secretary Garfield
Rogers said:

SEEK SUPPORT

‘The men feel they have been
let down by the union and that
they are being pushed around
by the Coal Board.’

He told The Newsletter that
approaches would be made to
other pits in the area for support.

The previous Tuesday delegates
from the Cambrian lodge met the
executive committee of the South
Wales area of the National Union
of Mineworkers to ask for the
date of a special coalfield con-
ference on pit closures to be
brought forward from September
16

The committee refused and de-
clared that it had gone through
all the machinery to save the
Cambrian. It advised the men to
co-operate with the closure.

“The area committee is actively
opposed to a united struggle
necessary to defend the nation-
alized coal industry.

Attacks on the Rhondda miners
and elsewhere are part of the
government's giant attack on the
working class.

Miners .should not raise any
hopes in Wilson or any officials
to support them.

RECORD

The Cambrian colliery is being
closed at this point because of its
record for militancy: -

An example of this is that piece
workers. have a wage-pooling
system and other practices which
the NCB would dearly like to
break down.

The ‘Morning Star’ has reported
the campaign against the Cam-
brian closure without any warn-
ing against the NUM bureaucrats
who are betraying this struggle,

Last Saturday’'s issue reported
the strike, but failed to mention
the lodge’s criticisms of official
union policy.

This silence signifies the
Stalinist degeneration of the
Communist Party in covering up
for the most discredited actions
of the trade union bureaucracy.

LAST week the Group of Ten

—representing all the lead-
ing capitalist countries—pub-
lished a report on the present
crisis in the world monetary
system.

Their report demonstrates
clearly that this crisis is no
nearer to resolution. In fact it
is obvious from a study of this
document that the divisions
amongst the capitalist powers are
growing to such an extent that
any lasting agreement is virtually
excluded.

What is the basis of this moné-
tary crisis?

Briefly, it is a liguidity crisis
which stems from the inadequate
means which now exist for the
settlement of international debts.

At the moment there are three
methods of settling debts which
arise between capitalist countries
in the course of trade and finance.

Settlement is in gold or in
one of the two ‘reserve’ curren-
cies: the dollar or the pound
sterling. Of these latter two the
dollar is by far the more impor-
tant: the pound retains its place
largely as a hang-over from the
past. .

M.P. ANGERS TENANTS

EADER of the Norman-
ton, Yorkshire, Tenants’
Association Mr. Fred Apple-
yard told a meeting in the
mining community last Sun-
day that the proposed rent
rebate scheme (a° ‘means
test’) had been bulldozed
through the local council.
Many families, he said, were
suffering already because wives
had to work to supplement their
husbands’ wages.

He asked how a government
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By Newsletter Reporter

could call itself socialist when it
froze wages, but mnot rents;
when it imposed heavy penalties
on workers fighting for wages,
but did not act against ¢ouncils
which raised rents.

Attack financiers

Mr. R, Bubb of the tenants’
association said the government
should be taking action against
the insurance companies and
financiers who had been making
fortunes out of interest pay-
ments on housing.

Tenants became very angry

with local MP Roberts when he
told them to be dispassionate.
Housing had always been a
problem, he said.

As he spoke generally about
costs and wages in 1933 and
1966 and how he became an
MP, the irate tenants told him
to get to the point of the Nor-
manton rent and rebate scheme.

Interrupted at one point to be
asked : ‘Why should we pay
more rent for houses we have
.already paid for over the years,’
Roberts finally admitted that he
did not know what the present
rents were in Normanton!

He then agreed to join a
tenants’ deputation to.the local
council. 3

No solution for the
economic crisis

by PETER JEFFRIES

There are three reasons which
explain why these three units
are now inadequate to finance
the present level of trade and
payments.

Gold production has not ex-
panded rapidly enough in the
post-war period to meet the ris-
ing level of world trade.

Secondly there is a large ques-
tion mark over the future of the
dollar. This in turn stems from
the growing US balance of pay-
ments crisis.

Because of a massive export
of capital into Europe, together
with large overseas expenditures
on war (in Vietnam and -else-
where) and a growing ‘aid’ pro-
gramme, the US balance of pay-
ments has deteriorated rapidly in
the last few years and there is
a widening gap between the size
of the deficit and the US holdings
of gold to cover it,

RESERVES HALVED

US gold reserves are in fact
only about half what they were
in the late forties and early fifties.
This has led to widespread specu-
lation about the possible devalua-
tion of the dollar—or an increase
in the price of gold, which would
amount to the same thing,

In addition to these growing
problems of the dollar, there are
the well-known problems of the
pound. The decline of British
capitalism has reached such a
point that the pound can barely
hang on to its position. It only
survives through the support of
the international financiers who
fear a disruption in the whole
monetary system if the pound
were to go bust.

The essence of the crisis is this.
Without large US and UK balance
of payments deficits there would
be a complete inadequacy in the
world monetary system. (That is,
money would be called in from
the reserves of all the capitalist
powers back into London and
New York if both Britain and the
US were to ‘correct’ their

0y

balance of payments deficits.)

On the other hand, the continua-
tion of these deficits places a
large question mark over both
these currencies, In particular the
dollar will only be restored to its
former position as equal to gold
if the US moves into a payments
surplus.

Altogether five plans were
drawn up by the Group of Ten.
But they remain paper Dplans.
There was absolutely no agree-
ment about the implementation
of a single one of these plans.

There are in fact deep divi-
sions between the capitalists
about the solution of the present
crisis.

France refused to sign the
Report. But France does not
stand alone. She expresses much
of the growing hostility to the
threat of total US dominance of
the entire capitalist world.

In fact the US has made no
progress towards the correction
of their external imbalance.

Any ‘progress’ which Johnson
has recently. claimed is based
simply on the flow of ‘hot’ money
to the States attracted by rising
US interest rates.

Even this upward trend in in-
terest rates will have serious re-
percussions for other capitalist
countries. Britain, in particular,
already embarked under Wilson
on a programme of severe defla-
tion, will have increasing diffi-
culty in holding money in London
as it moves across to New York
attracted by rates of interest
which are higher than at any
time since the 1920s,

Such pressures will further
weaken the balance of payments
position of British capitalism and
lead to intensified attacks on the
working class to put it right.

The present monetary problems
reflect the deepening crisis for
the whole imperialist system.
The crisis in Britain is inseparably
linked with this international
crisis.

Never has the struggle for
socialism in this country had such
international significance as it
has today. 7

@ ECONOMIC
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is also hit by the Selective Em-
ployment Tax (as a ‘service’ in-
dustry it is not entitled to any
rebates) and by government cut-
backs in building of all types.

The small builder, dependent
on bank credit and living a hand-
to-mouth existence, will suffer
badly. Many will undoubtedly
go out of business, leading to
f1[111;ther concentration of owner-
ship. -

CONSEQUENCES OF
THE CRISIS

Clearly investment will suffer
!:!adly. With the rapid contrac-
tion of bank credit, firms will
have to dip into their liquid
reserves in order to meet day-to-
day payments, particularly taxes
to the government.

Many businessmen are now ex-
tremely worried about the long-
term consequences to their com-
petitive position of this cut-back
in investment.

Last week the Confederation of
Brlt;lsh Industry asked for a
special meeting with Wilson to
discuss the crisis. In particular,
they intend to put pressure on him
to make further cuts in govern-
ment spending, rather than let
investment (and future profits)
suffer.

There has been widespread
anxiety at the decision of ICI to
review the volume and timing
of its whole capital expenditure
programme. If ICI, one of
Europe’s leading monopolists, is
unable to meet the erisis, it puts
the lesser fry in an even weaker
position.

There will now certainly be
mounting demands” for further
slashes in the Welfare State so
that private investment can be
maintained at a higher level,

Many firms are now reconsider-
ing their attitude to the supply
of labour. In previous recessions
they have often been frightened
to lose their labour: when the
economy picked up again they
would need all the skilled labour
they could get.

Now many employers are con-
vinced this will be a long and
deep recession. ]

Last week the ‘Financial Times’
urged all industrialists and the
government to resist to the utmost
any demands from militants for
work sharing and labour hoard-
ing as the crisis develops.

As they pointed out, this would
delay the modernisation of British
industry and only maintain an
evil which has blighted industry
since the war.

With the cost of plant and
equipment reaching higher and
higher levels in recent years,
firms will not in any case be able
to go in for their former ‘soft’
policies towards labour.

There will in fact be a drive
to concentrate production on
fewer and fewer plants to make
the best use of investments, to
speed up work and wherever pos-
sible to introduce shift working.

Unemvloyment will hit some
areas of the country with particu-
lar severity,

All the ‘depressed’ areas will
suffer badly, but perhaps hardest
hit will be the North-East coast,
from where the initial call for
the massive unemployment lobby
of parliament of 1963 came.

Already this area is suffering
from a rate of unemployment
over twice the national average
and closures and sackings have
been announced at Blyth (which
now has a 7 per cent rate of un-
employment), South Shields and
Sunderland which involve the
loss of over 2,000 jobs.

To fight for a policy of work
sharing with no sackings is now
to engage the employers, sup-
ported by the sovernment, in a
life-and-death battle.
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Later many of them died in
Auschwitz and similar hell
holes. They were burned and
gassed to death and in their
death rattle they paid a terrible
price for the German Mac-
Donalds and present day
traitors such as Wilson.

Are you going to tread
this terrible road again?
Remember, you vote at this

year’s TUC with the eyes of
millions and millions of wage
earners questioningly turned in
youAr direction.

re you going to betra

them? some d

Please remember what hap-
pened in Germany. It must not
happen again. We appeal to
you to vote solidly against the -
Prices and Incomes Bill.
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