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What we think

Trotskyist policy
and the

General Election

A REPLY TO THE
'MORNING STAR

THE ATTITUDE of the Socialist
Labour League to the Labour Party
in Britain is as explicit as it is un-

equivocally Leninist.

The Labour Party is a bourgeois-reformist
party which, because of the peculiarities
of British imperialist development (and
decline), and also largely because of the
opportunist treachery of British Stalinism,
still commands the allegiance of the
majority of the British workers.

[ts capacity to woo the workers in Britain
is conditioned by its unique relationship
to the trade unions defined by the political
levy. Therefore it is impossible to discuss
the Labour Party without, at the same
time, raising the question of the trade
unions.

Those who, like the ultra-lefts, completely
write off the Labour Party as a political
factor or, like- the Stalinist reformists,
underestimate its political relevance and
its credibility within the working class,
only serve to strengthen Labourite re-
formism and the grip of the trade union
bureaucracy.

Lenin campaigned relentlessly against this

the “Baehy L1’* SR orirtrrands U P ariyae Ao

While fighting for the political independence
and integrity of the revolutionary party,
Lenin also (and prophetically), insisted
that Communists should conduct them-
selves as a Party of a class and, for that
reason, should never
obsolete to us as something obsolete to
a class, to the masses’.

Lenin never tired of repeating that a Com-
munist ‘must soberly follow the actual
state of the class-consciousness and pre-
paredness of the entire class (not only of
its communist vanguard), and of all the
working people (not only of their advanced
elements).’

(Left-Wing Communism, p. 58.
Works', vol. 31.) ;

Lenin in urging the British Communists to
participate in parliamentary elections did
so on the explicit understanding that the
sole purpose of such participation was to
permit, nay facilitate, the return of a
government composed of ‘British Keren-
skys'—‘an experience which was necessary
in Russia and Germany so as to secure
the mass transition of the workers to
communism’,

Therefore the task of British Communists,
in Lenin’s unerring opinion, was to ‘help
the masses of the workers see the results
of a Henderson and Snowden government
in practice, and that they should help the

‘Collected

Hendersons and Snowdens defeat the
united forces of Lloyd George and
Churchill.

“To act otherwise would mean hampering the
cause -of the revolution, since revolution
is impossible without a change in the
views of the majority of the working class,
a change brought about by the political
experience of the masses, never by pro-
paganda alone.” (Our emphasis — Lenin,
‘Collected Works', vol. 31, p. 84))

Lenin also believed that a return of a
majority Labour government would enable
the Communists to exacerbate the political
crisis and bring the revolutionary uprising
nearer,

Of course, contrary to Lenin’s expectations,
it has taken not one but six Labour
governments to shake, seriously, the
credibility of the Labour leaders. The
primary reason for this is the indubitable
fact that the British CP, under the blight
of Stalinist mis- Ieadershlp and ~bureau-
cratization, completely abandoned its
revolutionary outlook and programme and,
worse still, apotheosized all its sectarian
vices. If, in the early 1920s the CP was
sectarian, but instinctively revolutionary,
today it is still sectarian and thoroughly
reformist.

For all these reasons the Workers Press
roundly condemned the CP’s intervention
and policy in the General Election and
for this we were maligned by the editor
of the ‘Morning Star’ in an editorial last
Friday. :
Before proceeding to deal with editor Mr
Matthew’s distortions, let us comment on
the appropriateness of his sally.

Readers will know' that for many months
the Workers Press has tried, and failed,
to elicit so much as an intelligible grunt
from the ‘Morning Star’ on many extremely
important questions:

® The Moscow Trials.

@ The arrest of Grigorenko and other
Soviet writers.

@® The breaking of the Spanish miners’
strike with Polish coal.

@ The technical and economic assistance
to and diplomatic recognition of the Greek
dictatorship.

@® The refusal of the Soviet government—
and the ‘Star’—to support the recognition
of Sihanouk's government.
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tendency which was very pronounced in |

‘regard what is’

as aliens.’

His demands for ‘law
and order’ and his call at
the end of the meeting for
‘three cheers for the band
and the police’ placed him
right in the right-wing’s
camp.

Earlier, in sash and dog-
collar, Paisley and his
Protestant Unionist sup-
porters—some wearing red,
white and blue scarves and
others carrying Union Jacks
marked ‘No surrender’'—
swept more ithan 1,000
strong through the seaside
town of Portrush.

~ Fhew magehed - around - tlie
town ‘with fiaps flying and a
band beating out a selection
of favourite Orange tunes,
watched by an exceptionally
self-effacing and benevolent
detachment of the Royal
Ulster Constabulary, before
the sea front election meeting.

After the opening hymn
(‘O, God our help in ages
past’) and a lengthy prayer,
Paisley launched into an’

attack on Harold Wilson and
the official Unionist Party.

Confidence

‘Harold Wilson is a traitor
as far as Ulster is concerned,’
said Paisley, who displayed
an all-too justified confidence
that he will, in fact, be facing
Wilson across the Westminster
benches after June 18.

The crowd cheered when
he added that ‘there may not
be a Labour government after
June 18°,

Though he skirted round
the question, he clearly sup-
ports the return of a Tory
government and solidarized
himself with the right wing:
‘I agree with Enoch Powell
that S Irishmen should be
regarded and treated as
aliens.”

One of Paisley’s main cam-
paigning points is for the
re-formation of the Ulster
Special  Constabulary  (the
hated B-specials) and the
strengthening of the police to
meet what he terms ‘an IRA
conspiracy’ which in his eyes
obviously extends from Eire
premier Jack Lynch through
Bernadette Devlin and Repub-
lican Labour MP Gerry Fitt
to Harold Wilson.

Even Unionist Ulster pre-
mier Chichester-Clark (‘Chi-
Chi'} is not above suspicion.

“Liberty’

He combines this agitation
with demagogic statements
about liberty — always with
the sting in the tail:

‘Ulster stands for civil and
religious liberty. I believe that
all men should be equal be-

. fore the law. Unfortunately

this doesn’t happen in Ulster.
The Protestants get the jack-

free.’

Making the maximum of
his own spells in prison—‘I've
been in prison twice, I've
tasted prison porridge’ — he
accused the Stormont govern-
ment.of cowardice in holding
over  Bernadette Devlin’s
appeal against her six-month

| sentence;

‘The main reason she is at
liberty is that the Ulster
government hasn't the cour-
age to jail her.’

His demagogy reached its
peak when he came to the

ployment and housing. But

naturally he had nothing
positive to say.
His Unionist opponent,

Henry Clark, he said, had
spoken on the question in

minutes.
‘Well he'll have to speak
for a lot longer than 11
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THE Rev lan Paisley, in his first big election
event, clearly lined up with the Tory
iright wing. ‘I agree with Enoch Powell,” he said,
‘that S Irishmen should be regarded and treated
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Paisley agrees
with Powell
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Special reporter in Uister
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boot while the Catholics go -

burning questions of unem- .

the Commons for only 11°

Heath

spells out

housing
attack

BY A WORKERS PRESS CORRESPONDENT

A BOAST of the Tory Party is that
they will improve on Labour’s housing

record.

At Bexley over the week-
end, Tory leader Edward
Heath spelt out exactly what
this ‘improvement’ will in-
volve.

The Land Commission

would be abolished and land
would be ‘freed’, said Heath.
Private developers would be
encouraged to build and, of
course, subsidies would go on
council housing and, where
possible, they would be sold
to their tenants.

‘If occupants of council
houses can pay fair rents I
don’t see why they shouldn’t
do so,” cried Heath.

The question is, of course,
what is a fair rent-— the
£5-to-£6-for-a-room  standard
which is now common in
London?

The fair rent concept would
mean allowing the price of
working-class accommodation
to be dictated by land and
housing speculators.

This is indeed one way to
solve the housing problem;
price the homeless out of the
market.

What the Tories want to
see is a middle-class housing
boom for the benefit of every
small contractor, coupled with
a decimation of municipal
building and a steep increase
in council rents,

All this goes under the
guise of housing the home-
less and increasing owner-
occupation.

PUBLIC MEETINGS
OXFORD '

Alma Hall, Alma Place, 7.30 p.m.
‘Wednesday June 10: ‘The lesssons of
the 1964-1970 Labour government’.

Wednesday June 17: ‘The Political
issues in the General Election’,

'G. Healy (SLL national

Speaker:
secretary)

Jobless live well — Brown
tells Leeds audience

THE 600,000 unemployed ‘are able
to live the same kind of lives as
you and me’, declared surtax payer
George Brown when his whistle
stopped in Leeds.

‘The chap who has to. be unem-
ployed is treated well because’—wait
for it—‘every one of us belongs to
God.’

Apart from the happiness of being
on the dole, Brown promised more
stringent attacks on the working
class and continued assistance to big
business from the next Labour gov-
ernment.

Labour had made Britain strong,

Brown claimed, ‘in our worst five
years’.

Similar measures would have to be
taken if it was going to make her
‘stronger. still’,

Above ail, Labour needed ‘help
from the factories’—in the form of
fewer stoppages.

Self-sacrifice. would be required
‘because there will be an ill wind
blowing from somewhere’. Did this
mean the Labour leaders would in-
troduce another wage freeze, someone
asked?

‘I am too old a hand to be dragged
into answering that kind of question’,
said Brown.

Thé daily organ of the
Central Committee of the
Socialist Labour League

rants

television arc lights.

have had other opinions.

Top: Demonstrators watched
by police outside Powell’s
meeting. Above: Paisley’s sea
front meeting at Portrush.
Left: Heath with some of his
Bexley followers.

Braford
husmen
angered by
pay retreat

BY A WORKERS PRESS
CORRESPONDENT

FEELING is running high
amongst -Bradford’s municipal
busmen against the retreat on
their £21-a-week pay claim.

Transport and General
Workers’ Union members
meet tonight and it is expec-
ted that there will be con-
siderable criticism of the role
played by their local branch
leadership in the retreat.

Many busmen are extremely
bitter about a recommenda-
tion to settle for a meagre

five hours bonus — after 12°

months service, a driver gets
7s 11d an hour—with ‘strings’.

One of the conditions was
that all drivers and conductors
should make up log-sheets for
15 minutes each day.

But the quarter hour book-
ing-on time is no longer
allowed, so that the bonus
actually amounts to only 3%
hours for a five-day week!

If a busman misses a day’s
duty he loses a further hour.

Powell

on

BY MARTIN ZARROP
‘YOU HAVE been treated as intelligent human
beings’, the Tory chairman informed his Wolver-
hampton audience, visibly sweating under the

- .. However, any of the human beings present in the.
overwhelmmgly Tory gathering that listened to Powell’s
first electoral address in his home constituency may

Following an almost word-

for-word repetition of the
speech delivered in Sitour-
bridge, Dudley, Smethwick,

Qldbury and Halesowen last
week Powell reiterated his
ultra-right economic theories
and then launched into a
tirade against nationalization
and state intervention of any
kind in industry.

‘The Industrial Re-organ-
ization Corporation is nation-
alizing one industry after
another" through the back
door,” he told an astonished
audience.

‘Rolls-Royce!l . . . Cammell
Laird'! . British-Leyland!!!
¥ have been nationalized
in order to ensure that they
make or buy what the govern-
ment wants them to buy . . .
For a mere £10 million a
government director can be
put on the board.

BACK-DOOR

Convinced that the fiendish
Wilson had almost instituted
communism by means of the
capitalist state—through the

back door, of course — the
audience were willing to
accept anything that their

saviour suggested.

A student from Lancashire
rose to his feet and denied
Powell’s assertion that the
closiig of the cotton mills
had resulted in an increase
in the standard of living.

‘Some wages are less than
my grant,” he shouted.

To the loudest applause of
the evening, Powell retorted:
‘Don’t talk too loudly about
your college grant.

Returning later to education

policy, he argued strongly
against comprehensive edu-
cation.

“There is a growing de-
mand for selection,’ he said.
‘Elitism? Of course it is!
The production of an elite
benefits everybody.”

LEGAL REFORM

Throughout the meeting,
there was only one brief
mention of trade union

legislation—‘Maybe the trade
unions have a lot else to
answer for. The legal frame-
work cries out for reform’—
and Tory immigration policy
was covered with ‘I leave that
to the judgment of my fellow
countrymen’.

A demonstration outside
the hall of 50 members of
the Socialist Unity Movement
and the Wolverhampton Anti-
Racialist Campaign shouting
‘Racialism out’ were control-
led by a large contingent of
police ably
Alsatian dogs.

assisted by

PRICE 6d.

PARTY
CHIEFS
LINE UP
AGAINST
PRINTERS

LABOUR and Tory leaders
lined up in weekend speeches
against the threatened strike
of newspaper printers in Lon-
don and Manhester.

The two unions involved—
the Society of Graphical and
Allied Trades and the Society
of Lithographic Artists, De-
signers and Engravers—are
demanding a 25 per cent pay
rise in order to keep pace
with the rising cost of living
and the falling value of
money.

An otfer of 5 per cent on
basic rates as a flat cash bonus
has been rejected as ‘derisory’.

If there is no significant
improvement in this offer in
the next 24 hours, most news-
papers printing in the two
cities face a total shut-down.

Cardiff
yarn
workers
fight new

 shifts

WORKERS at the strike-
bound Brocklehurst Yarn
factory at Cardiff claim
they have been threatened
with dismissal by the
management unless they
sign contracts.

Employers are using con-
tracts in the offensive against
trade unions and workers to
prevent them from disrupting
production - and therefore
threatening profits through
legitimate attempts to im-
prove pay and conditions.

Strike leader Mr Khan
Bahadur told me:

‘The men have voted
unanimously not to sign these
contracts.

‘We expect to be dismissed,
but even if we are we shall
be here picketing every day
because these are our jobs
and we will get them back.’

The men walked out a
week ago after the firm had
told them that they must
accept a new shift system.

New shifts

Mr Bahadur said:

‘They want us to do more in
eight hours than we are doing
now in 12 % >

The management wants to
introduce a new shift system
of seven eight-hour shifts a
week in place of the present
five 12-hour shifts.

One of the men told me:

‘What they have realized is
that when a man works 12
hours they're not getting the
maximum out of him.’

The machines used to pro-
cess yarn which the men
operate have all been speeded
up, they claim.

Two years ago the produc-
tion cycle used to take 11
hours—now it takes six and
in three years the work load
has been increased by 200
per cent, but with no extra
money.

Work load

Mr Bahadur said:

‘They increase the work
load by asking us to look
after extra machines. First it
was one, then two and now
it is to be three.

‘This means an increase of
50 per cent in the work load.”

No new men are being
taken on at the factory except
for the purpose of replace-
ment. The men claim that
poor working conditions have
led to a very high staff turn-
over,

The strikers are picketing
outside the factory every day
with banners.

Majority of the workers
are immigrants and Mr Bal
dur said:

‘Everybody here has been
exploited for years, but par-
ticularly the immigrants be-
cause they thought we were
afraid to raise our voices in
case we lose our jobs.

The men are asking for £23
basic (per week) before they
accept the new system.

Offer

The firm has offered £2
which the men say includes
17s their union had negotiated
anyway and which would
bring the wage up to only
£21.

The company have also
offered time-and-a-half for
working a rest day and a pro-
duction bonus of £8 which the
men say it would be impossi-
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What we think

anil the

General Election

A REPLY TO THE
'MORNING STAR

THE ATTITUDE of the Socialist
Labour League to the Labour Party
in Britain is as explicit as it is un-
equivocally Leninist.

The Labour Party is a bourgeois-reformist
party which, because of the peculiarities
of British imperialist development (and
decline), and also largely because of the
opportunist treachery of British Stalinism,
still commands the allegiance of the
majority of the British workers.

Its capacity to woo the workers in Britain
is conditioned by its unique relationship
to the trade unions defined by the political
levy. Therefore it is impossible to discuss
the Labour Party without, at the same
time, raising the question of the trade
unions.

Those who, like the ultra-lefts, completely
write off thé Labour Party as a political
factor or, like- the Stalinist reformists,
underestimate its political relevance and
its credibility within the working class,
only serve to strengthen Labourite re-
formism and the grip of the trade union
bureaucracy.

Lenin campaigned relentlessly against this
tendency which was very prondunced in
T e bard? B SR  Sovmmanist Patiys A
While fighting €or the political independence
and integrity of the revolutionary party,
Lenin also (and prophetically), insisted
that Communists should conduct them-
selves as a Party of a class and, for that
reason, should never ‘regard what is
obsolete to us as something obsolete to
a class, to the masses’.

Lenin never tired of repeating that a Com-
munist ‘must soberly follow the actual
state of the class-consciousness and pre-
paredness of the entire class (not only of
its communist vanguard), and of all the
working people (not only of their advanced
elements).’

(Left-Wing Communism,
Works’, vol. 31.) )

Lenin in urging the British Communists to
participate in parliamentary elections did
so on the explicit understanding that the
sole purpose of such participation was to
permit, nay facilitate, the return of a
government composed of ‘British Keren-
skys’—‘an experience which was necessary
in Russia and Germany so as to secure
the mass transition of the workers to
communism’,

Therefore the task of British Communists,
in Lenin’s unerring opinion, was to ‘help
the masses of the workers see the results
of a Henderson and Snowden government
in practice, and that they should help the

p. 58. ‘Collected

Hendersons and Snowdens defeat the
united forces of Lloyd George and
Churchill.

‘To act otherwise would mean hampering the
cause of the revolution, since revolution
is impossible without a change in the
views of the majority of the working class,
a change brought about by the political
experience of the masses, never by pro-
paganda alome.” (Our emphasis — Lenin,
‘Collected Works’, vol. 31, p. 84.)

Lenin also believed that a return of a
majority Labour government would enable
the Communists to exacerbate the political
crisis and bring the revolutionary uprising
nearer.

Of course, contrary to Lenin’s expectations,
it has taken not one but six Labour
governments to shake, seriously, the
credibility of the Labour leaders. The
primary reason for this is the indubitable
fact that the British CP, under the blight
of Stalinist mis-leadership and bureau-
cratization, completely abandoned its
revolutionary outlook and programme and,
worse still, apotheosized all its sectarian
vices. If, in the early 1920s the CP was
sectarian, but instinctively revolutionary,
today it is still sectarian and thoroughly
reformist.

For all these reasons the Workers Press
roundly condemned the CP’s intervention
and policy in the General Election and
for this we were maligned by the editor
of the ‘Morning Star’ in an editorial last
Friday. .

Before proceeding to deal with editor Mr
Matthew’s distortions, let us comment on
the appropriateness of his sally.

Readers will know:' that for many months
the Workers Ptress has tried, and failed,
to elicit so much as an intelligible grunt
from the ‘Morning Star’ on many extremely
important questions:

@ The Moscow Trials.

@ The arrest of Grigorenko and other
Soviet writers.

@ The breaking of the Spanish miners’
strike with Polish coal.

@ The technical and economic assistance
to and diplomatic recognition of the Greek
dictatorship.

@ The refusal of the Soviet government—
and the ‘Star'—to support the recognition
of Sihanouk’s government.
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Trotskist policy

right wi

as aliens.’

His demands for ‘law
and order’ and his call at
the end of the meeting for
‘three cheers for the band
and the police’ placed him
right in the right-wing’s
camp.

Earlier, in sash and dog-
collar, Paisley and his
Protestant Unionist sup-
porters—some wearing red,
white and blue scarves and
others carrying Union Jacks
marked °‘No surrender’—
swept more ithan 1,000

strong through the seaside
town of Portrush.

- Phey mopehed around - the

town ‘With fiaps flying and a
band beating out a selection
of favourite Orange tunes,
watched by an exceptionally
self-effacing and benevolent
detachment of the Royal
Ulster Constabulary, before
the sea front election meeting.
After the opening hymn
(‘O, God our help in ages
past’) and a lengthy prayer,
Paisley launched into an’
attack on Harold Wilson and
the official Unionist Party.

Confidence

‘Harold Wilson is a traitor
as far as Ulster is concerned,’
said Paisley, who displayed
an all-too justified confidence
that he will, in fact, be facing
Wilson across the Westminster
benches after June 18.

The crowd cheered when
he added that ‘there may not
be a Labour government after
June 18°.

Though he skirted round
the question, he clearly sup-
ports the return of a Tory
government and solidarized
himself with the right wing:
‘l agree with Enoch Powell
that S Irishmen should be
regarded and treated as
aliens.’

One of Paisley’s main cam-
paigning points is for the
re-formation of the Ulster
Special  Constabulary (the
hated B-specials) and the
strengthening of the police to
meet what he terms ‘an IRA
conspiracy’ which in his eyes
obviously extends from Eire
premier Jack Lynch through
Bernadette Devlin and Repub-
lican Labour MP Gerry Fitt
to Harold Wilson.

Even Unionist Ulster pre-
mier Chichester-Clark (‘Chi-
Chi’) is not above suspicion.

‘Liberty’

He combines this agitation
with demagogic statements
about liberty — always with
the sting in the tail:

‘Ulster stands for civil and
religious liberty. I believe that
all men should be equal be-
fore the law. Unfortunately
this doesn’t happen in Ulster.
The Protestants get the jack-

free.’

Making the maximum of
his own spells in prison—T've
been in prison twice. I've
tasted prison porridge’ — he
accused the Stormont govern-
ment.of cowardice in holding
over Bernadette Devlin’s
appeal against her six-month
sentence:

‘The main reason she is at
liberty is that the Ulster
government hasn’t the cour-
age to jail her.

His demagogy reached its
peak when he came to the

ployment and housing. But

naturally he had nothing
positive to say.
His Unionist opponent,

Henry Clark, he said, had
spoken on the question in
the Commons for only 11
minutes.

‘Well he’ll have to speak
for a lot longer than 11
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THE Rev lan Paisley, in his first big election
event, clearly lined up with the Tory
ng. ‘I agree with Enoch Powell,’ he said,
‘that S Irishmen should be regarded and treated

‘S. Irish are aliens’

Paisley agrees
with Powell

Party’s

Speclal reporter In Ulster
JOHN SPENCER
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BY A WORKERS PRESS CORRESPONDENT

A BOAST of the Tory Party is that
they will improve on Labour’s housing

record.

At Bexley over the week-
end, Tory leader Edward
Heath spelt out exactly what
this ‘improvement’ will in-
volvé.

The Land Commission

would be abolished and land
would be ‘freed’, said Heath,
Private developers would be
encouraged to build and, of
course, subsidies would go on
council housing and, where
possible, they would be sold
to their tenants.

‘If occupants of council
houses can pay fair rents I
don’t see why they shouldn't
do so,” cried Heath.

The question is, of course,
what is a fair rent— the
£5-to-£6-for-a-room  gtandard
which is now common in
London?

The fair rent concept would
mean allowing the price of
working-class accommodation
to be dictated by land and
housing speculators.

This is indeed one way to
solve the housing problem;
price the homeless out of the
market.

What the Tories want to
see is a middle-class housing
boom for the benefit of every
small contractor, coupled with
a decimation of municipal
building and a steep increase
in council rents.

All this goes under the
guise of housing the home-
less and increasing owner-
occupation,

PUBLIC MEETINGS
OXFORD

Alma Hall, Alma Place, 7.30 p.m.
Wednesday June 10: ‘The lesssons of
the 1964-1970 Labour government’.

Wednesday June 17: ‘The Political
issues in the General Election’.

Speaker: ' G. Healy (SLL national
secretary)
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Paisley at first election meeting.

Powell

rants

on

BY MARTIN ZARROP

‘YOU HAVE been treated as intelligent human
beings’, the Tory chairman informed his Wolver-
hampton audience, visibly sweating under the

television arc lights.

"2 - _However, any of the human beings present in_the. |
overwhelmingly Tory gathering that listened to Powell’s

first electoral address in his home constituency may

have had other opinions.
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Top: Demonstrators watched

by police outside Powell’'s

meeting. Above: Paisley’s sea

front meeting at Portrush.

Left: Heath with some of his
Bexley followers.

Jobless liVe well — Brown
tells Leeds audience

THE 600,000 unemployed ‘are able
to live the same kind of lives as
you and me’, declared surtax payer
George Brown when his
stopped in Leeds.

‘The chap who has to. be unem-
ployed is treated well because’—wait
for it—‘every ome of us belongs to
God.!

Apart from the happiness of being
on the dole, Brown promised more
stringent attacks on the working
class and continued assistance to big
business from the next Labour gove
ernment.

Labour had made Britain strong,

whistle -

Brown claimed, ‘in our worst five
years’.

Similar measures would have to be
taken if it was going to make her
‘stronger. still’.

Above all, Labour needed ‘help
from the factories’—in the form of
fewer stoppages.

Self-sacrifice would be required
‘because there will be an ill wind
bjowing from somewhere’. Did this
mean the Labour leaders would in-
troduce another wage freeze, someone
asked?

‘I am too old a hand to be dragged
into answering that kind of question’,

said Brown.

Bradford
husmen
anoered by
pay retreat

BY A WORKERS PRESS
CORRESPONDENT

FEELING is running high
amongst -Bradford's municipal
busmen against the retreat on
their £21-a-week pay claim.

Transport and  General
Workers’ Union members
meet tonight and it is expec-
ted that there will be con-
siderable criticism of the role
played by their local branch
leadership in the retreat.

Many busmen are extremely
bitter about a recommenda-
tion to settle for a meagre

five hours bonus — after 12°

months service, a driver gets
7s 11d an hour—with ‘strings’.

One of the conditions was
that all drivers and conductors
should make up log-sheets for
15 minutes each day.

But the quarter hour book-
ing-on time is no longer
allowed, so that the bonus
actually amounts to only 3%
hours for a five-day week!

If a busman misses a day’s
duty he loses a further hour.

Fouowing an almost word-

for-word repetition of the
speech delivered in Stour-
bridge, Dudley, Smethwick,

Oldbury and Halesowen last
week Powell reiterated his
ultra-right economic theories
and then launched into a
tirade against nationalization
and state intervention of any
kind in industry. .

‘The Industrial Re-organ-
ization Corporation is nation-
alizing = one industry after
another through the back
door,” he told an astonished
audience.

‘Rolls-Royce! . . . Cammell
Laird!! . . . British-Leyland!!!
. have been nationalized
in order to ensure that they
make or buy what the govern-
ment wants them to buy . . .
For a mere £10 million a
government director can be
put on the board.’

BACK-DOOR

Convinced that the fiendish
Wilson had almost instituted
communism by means of the
capitalist state—through the

back door, of course— the
audience were willing to
accept anything that their

saviour suggested.

A student from Lancashire
rose to his feet and denied
Powell’s assertion that the
closing of the cotton mills
had resulted in an increase
in the standard of living.

‘Some wages are less than
my grant,, he shouted.

To the loudest applause of
the evening, Powell retorted:
‘Don’t talk too loudly about
your college grant.’

Returning later to education

policy, he argued strongly
against comprehensive edu-
cation,

‘There is a growing de-
mand for selection,’ he said.
‘Elitism? Of ‘course it is!
The production of an elite
benefits everybody.’

LEGAL REFORM

Throughout the meeting,
there was only one brief
mention of trade wunion

legislation—‘Maybe the trade
unions have a lot else to
answer for. The legal frame-
work cries out for reform'—
and Tory immigration policy
was covered with ‘I leave that
to the judgment of my fellow
countrymen’.

A demonstration outside
the hall of 50 members of
the Socialist Unity Movement
and the Wolverhampton Anti-
Racialist Campaign shouting
‘Racialism out’ were control-
led by a large contingent of
police ably assisted by
Alsatian dogs. .

PRICE 6d.

PARTY
CHIEFS
LINE UP
AGAINST
PRINTERS

LABOUR and Tory leaders
lined up in weekend speeches
against the threatened strike
of newspaper printers in Lon-
don and Manhester.

The two unions involved—
the Society of Graphical and
Allied Trades and the Society
of Lithographic Artists, De-
signers and Engravers—are
demanding a 25 per cent pay
rise in order to keep pace
with the rising cost of living
and the falling value of
money.

An otfer of 5 per cent on
basic rates as a flat cash bonus
has been rejected as ‘derisory’.

If there is no significant
improvement in this offer in
the next 24 hours, most news-
papers printing in the two
cities face a total shut-down.

Cardiff
yarn
workers
fight new

~ shifts

WORKERS at the strike-
bound Brocklehurst Yarn
factory at Cardiff claim
they have been threatened
with dismissal by the
management unless they
sign contracts.

Employers are using con-
tracts in the offensive against
trade unions and workers to
prevent them from disrupting

production ' and  therefore
threatening profits through
legitimate attempts to im-
prove pay and conditions. )
Strike leader Mr Khan
Bahadur told me:
‘The men have voted

unanimously not to sign these
contracts.

‘We expect to be dismissed,
but even if we are we shall
be here picketing every day
because these are our jobs
and we will get them back.’

The men walked out a
week ago after the firm had
told them that they must
accept a new shift system.

New shifts

Mr Bahadur said:

‘They want us to do more in
eight hours than we are doing
now in 12" ° »

The management wants to
introduce a new shift system
of seven eight-hour shifts a
week in place of the present
five 12-hour shifts.

One of the men told me:

‘What they have realized is
that when a man works 12
hours they’re not getting the
maximum out of him.

The machines used to pro-
cess yarn which the men
operate have all been speeded
up, they claim.

Two years ago the produc-
tion cycle used to take 11
hours—now it takes six and
in three years the work load
has been increased by 200
per cent, but with no extra
money.

Work load

Mr Bahadur said:

‘They increase the work
load by asking us to look
after extra machines. First it
was one, then two and now
it is to be three.

‘This means an increase of
50 per cent in the work load.

No new men are being
taken on at_the factory except
for the purpose of replace-
ment. The men claim that
poor working conditions have
led to a very high staff turn-
over.

The strikers are picketing
outside the factory every day
with banners.

Majority of the workers
are immigrants and Mr Baha-
dur said:

‘Everybody here has been
exploited for years, but par-
ticularly the immigrants be-
cause they thought we were
afraid to raise our voices in
case we lose our jobs.’

The men are asking for £23
basic (per week) before they
accept the new system.

Offer

The firm has offered £2
which the men say includes
17s their union had negotiated
anyway and which would
bring the wage up to only
£21.

The company have also
offered time-and-a-half for
working a rest day and a pro-
duction bonus of £8 which the
men say it would be impossi-
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Macdonald (lefr)
refused to order
any othcial inquiry
into the conduct
of the senior civil

servants,
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dominated Tory

preparations for the General Election has been the
persistent attempt, especially by their press, to

generate an election scare.

First it was the Rosemary Whippe case, then Pilkington’s,
followed by the ‘law-and-order’ campaign and finally the

RED LETTER DAY

The Daily Mail, 25 October 1924

S African cricket tour.

Although all these cheap
attempts to scare the middle
class into voting Tory have
failed, every worker must be
on his guard. The Tories
have a long record of similar
election stunts and frauds.

The most notorious example
of Tories’ lies and deceit this
century is undoubtedly the
‘Zinoviev. Letter’ of 1924, which
played a crucial role in the down-
fall of the first-ever Labour
government.

Largely through the ‘Red Scare’
which the Tory press whipped up
in the campaign, Baldwin was
returnéd with a big majority
which then allowed the Tories to
make direct plans to take on the

. working class which they were

to do in the General Strike of
the following year.

By producing a létter, pur-
portedly from Zinoviev, President
of the Communist International,
to the Communist Party of Great
Britain, urging them to make
preparations for armed revolu-
‘tion and to start work for the
creation of a British Red Army,
the ruling class, operating
through the Foreign Office, the
Tory Party, British Intelligence
and Fleet Street, was able to
scare the middle class and stam-
pede them into voting for Bald-
win.

Loyalty

Despite the unquestionable
loyalty of MacDonald and his
friends to the capitalist system
and all its institutions, there was
still considerable opposition to
the Labour government from the
ruling class. -

To some sections it was no
doubt still an ‘unknown quan-
tity’, while there was general
opposition to its diplomatic re-
cognition of the USSR as well as
its plans for the conclusion of a
trading agreement with the Soviet
state.

The government’s downfall at
the end of 1924 was dirctly con-
nected with the build up of this
red scare. Dependent upon
Liberal support,’ MacDonald’s
government fell over the famous
‘Campbell case’. The offices of
the ‘Workers’ Weekly’, organ of
the CPGB were raided in 1924
and its editor, J. R. Campbell,
was charged under the Indict-
ment to Mutiny Act of 1797 as
author of an article urging the
troops not to fire on their fellow
workers.

After the Attorney-General,
Sir Patrick Hastings, had ad-
mitted that the charges were to
be pressed, they were eventually
dropped on the grounds that they
rested on no firm legal basis. The
Tories let out a scream of anger.
MacDonald and thé Cabinet
were ‘soft on the Reds’.

The government was defeated
on a Commons vote of confi-
dence and MacDonald resigned.
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But it was only now that the
red scare really started to roll.

It reached crescendo with the
Foreign Office release, five days
before polling, of the letter
allegedly sent by Zinoviev to-
gether with a stiff note of protest
to thé Soviet government, a
move designed to authenticate
the forgery.

For the Tory Press the letter,
containing everything a profes-
sional anti-Bolshevik could de-
sire, was just what they needed.

Attacked

Just before the letter was re-
leased, the ‘Daily Mail’ had
attacked the plans for a com-
mercial treaty with Russia in
terms which were to becomeé
familiar:

‘It is a fact’ declared Lord
Rothermere’s mouth-piece, ‘that
a British government . . . is pre-
paring to use the British tax-
payer’s credit and cash for the
purpose of financing a gang of
thieves and murderers who re-
pudiate all social and financial
morality. The wrong is graver
because this gang of alien
criminals who have usurped
power in Russia wish to destroy
the British empire and our civil-
ized system of credit.’

But strident though this was
the ‘Mail’ was to improve still
further with the publication of
the letter.

ot T T T T T T T

| would like information

*

Address

‘Moscow issues orders to the
British Communists . . . British
Communists in turn give orders
to the Socialist governmént which
it tamely and humbly obeys’,
said its editorial on the day the
letter was released.

And the following Monday it
fpreamed in a seven decker head-
ine.

‘THE ONLY THING LEFT.
TO DO IS
VOTE CONSERVATIVE’

The ‘Daily Express’, lacking
the advantage of the ‘Mail’s’ ‘dis-
covery’ of the letter, was slower
off the mark. But in the cam-
paign it had showed itself in no
way inferior when it came to
vitriolic anti-Communist propa-
ganda. )

Zinoviev was- holidaying at
the time.

‘Imagine a little dark-skinned
Indian Communist,’ it said about
Shapurji Saklatvala, ‘harsh voiced,
with a curious little “clip” in
his accent, the fire of fanatic
frenzy always leaping from
queerly bright eyes, hatred of
almost everything seeming to
consume his nervously moving
body, a great cataract of words
always spouting, frothing, foam-
ing from him in a never-ending
stream.’

On election day the ‘Express’

splashed in red ink across evéry .

page ‘DO NOT VOTE RED
TODAY’.

In the face of these vicious
attacks, MacDonald’s reaction
was typical of a Fabian. Although,
as we shall see, the Foreign
Office reléased the text of the
letter and the accompanying pro-

test note to the Soviet Charge
d’affaires in London, Rakovsky,
without MacDonald’s permission,
he continued to defend the Civil
Servants as mén of good faith.

‘I make no complaints. . . .
They honestly believed that the
document was genuine and on
that belief they acted,” he said
after the event.

Although he doubted the
letter’'s authenticity MacDonald
also refused consistently to order
any official inquiry into the con-
duct of the senior civil servants
who handled the matter while he
was out of London conducting
his election campaign.

In fact there were such glaring
contradictions in the form and
content of the letter that the
Foreign Office must have known
it to have béen the work of
provocateurs.

Indeed many senior servants
and police officers took the letter
to be the forgery that it was, in-
cfuding the Commissioner of the
Metropolitan Police. But they
kept their opinions to themselves.

No original

In the first place no original
copy of the letter was ever seeén.
Only a transcripted copy reached
the British Secret Service, which
they then passed to the Foreign
Office and the ‘Daily Mail’!

Second, nobody commented on
the fact that, even if the Com-
munist International had wished
to give the British Party such
ludicrous instructions, they would
cértainly have transmitted them
not in letter form but via one of
the many Party members —who
regularly visited Moscow.

But to an experienced eye the
letter could be seen as a com-
plete fraud; not only did it con-

" tain all the elements of a cheap

spy thriller, which were simply
too good to be true: there were
innumerable textual inconsisten-
cies and down right errors.

@ The Iletter was headed
‘Third Communist Inter-
national’. Yet there was no
such thing as a third Com-
munist international.

o Zinoviev used the letters
IKKI in the text of the letter
instead of the wusual English
form ECCI for the Executive
Commiittee of the Inter-
national.

\
I

The letter was
drafted by Alexis

Bellegarde (extreme

left, pictured with
daughter). The
forging took place

strasse (left) in
Berlin,

‘The most notorious example of
Tories’ lies and deceit this century
is undoubtedly the “Zinoviev Letter” of 1924,
which played a crucial part in the downfall
of the first-ever Labour government’

in 117 Eisenachen-

by PETER JEFFRIES

Head of Foreign
Office Russian
Department, Mr

J. D. Gregory,
released the forgery
and drafted letter
of complaint to the

Russians,

@ MacManus,

one of the
letter’s signatories, was wrongly
spelt as McManus.

[ ) Zinoviev signed himself
‘Zinoviev’ instead of his usual
style ‘G. Zinoviev’.

@® Kuusinen signed himself
‘Kuusinen’ and not ‘0. W.
Kuusinen’.

Kuusinen was not the
Secretary of the International,

as the letter claimed, but
merely a member of its
Secretariat.

o On September 15, 1924,
the date of the letter, Zino-
viev was actually holidaying in
Kislovodsk and therefore could
not possibly have signed any
official letters.

All these points, made by
Zinoviev and others at the time,
fell on: deaf ears as the Tories,
pushing aside such trivial
matters, rushed ahead with their
witch-hunt.

J. R. Campbell (left) Editor
of ‘Workers Weekly’ with
S. Saklatvala.

The Letter was in fact forged
in Berlin earlier in 1924 with the
deliberate intention of trying to
smash any trade treaty between
Britain and the USSR. Berlin was
the leading European centre for
the activities of the circles of
professional anti-Communists
who plotted and planned in a
desperate attempt to bring about
the downfall of the Soviet regime
by any possible means.

The letter was drafted by an
Alexis Bellegarde, a brilliant lin-
guist, virulent anti-Bolshevik and
a later employee of British Intelli-

1

Leading British
Intelligence, Sir
Sidney Reilly almost
certainly picked it
up from the Poles
and brought it to
London.

Stanley Baldwin
(right) claimed he
believed the letter

to be genuine,

seen with Lord
Younger who agreed
to pay £7,500 for i
the letter, to be ¢
given to Sir Sidney <

gence. It was largely as a result
of the revelations of Bellegarde’s
widow in 1956 that it was pos-
sible to uncover all the main
details of the fraud.

Bellegarde was assisted in his
task by Alexander Gumansky
another devoted anti-communist
and member of the large emigré
Russian community resident in
the Berlin of the 1920s. The
forging actually took place—on
notepaper stolen from the Soviet
Embassy in Berlin—in the third
floor apartment of 117 Eisenach-
erstrasse in the Charlottenburg
district.

After the job was done the
fr-gery was passed onto the
I'olish government who seized on
it, knowing it to be a fake, as
part of their efforts to crush the
young Soviet regime.

General Paciorkowski was the
key man in this stage of the
operations. A few embellishments
were made to the document
which was then passed on to
British intelligence.

Close frier;dv

The man who almost certainly
picked it up from the Poles and
brought it to London was Cap-
tain Sydney Reilley, a leading
spy in the service of British
intelligence and a close friend of
Churchill. ’

As a DBritish 'agent he had.

established himself as a member
of the Soviet government and
was later condemned to death
in absentia for his part in am
attempt on Lenin’s life. The tone
of his anti Bolshevism may be
judged from the following des-
patch:

‘Here in Mosocow there is
growing to maturity the anch
enemy of the human race . . .
monsters of crime and per-
versions . . . Here the foulest,
most monstrous and most ob-
scene  passions gibber and
swagger in the seats of govern-
ment.’

Reilly passed on the letter—
which he certainly knew to be a
forgery — to Admiral Sir Hugh
Sinclair, a key figure in the direc-
tion of British intelligenice.

Reilly.

i

1
#

But in order to force the pub-
lication of the forgery, Reilly also

‘contacted his old friend and
former British spy Conrad
Donald im Thurm.

It was im Thurm who was to
be the vital link between the
Conservative Party, the Foreign
Office and the Secret Service.

Im Thurm, also noted in City
circles for his anti-Soviet views,
educated at Radley, was director
of the London Steamship and
Trading Corporation, which
owned the remnants of the fleet
of Merchant vessels known as
the Russian. Volunteer Fleet.

Im Thurm, after being told of
the letter’s contents (he never
actually saw a copy) then
approached Guy Kindersley, Con-
servative MP, for Hitchin, and
contacted the Conservative Party
treasurer, Lord Younger, who
agreed to pay £7,500 for the
lettér, to be given to Reilly
(whose identity was not ap-
parently disclosed to the Con-
servative leader) for his services
in helping to engineer the defeat
of the Labour government.

But the ‘Daily Mail’, the most
determined anti-working-class
paper that had led the witch-
hunt in the preceding weeks,
also obtained its own copy.

It got it from Vice Admiral
Sir Reginald Hall, war-time
director of Naval Intelligence,
later Conservative MP and the
Party’s Principal Agent.

His source was, in turn, Sin-
clair who had worked for him
during the war and who .claimed

was oonvinced that the
Labour government was about to
wind up the intelligence service.

Key man

A key man in the conspiracy
was Mr J. D. Gregory, head of
the. Foreign Office Russian
Department, an anti-Communist
with many friends in Russian
emigré circles. It was Gregory,
with the agreement of his
Foreign Office chief, Sir Eyre
Crowe, who released the forgery
and drafted the letter of com-
plaint to the Russians. In doing
so Gregory ignored or altered
many of MacDonald’s corrections
to the original draft.

Gregory was later to be sacked
from the Foreign Office when, in
1928, in connection with a case

.‘..
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Shipping director and
former British spy
Conrad im Thurm
(above) was the vital
link between  the
Conservative  Party,
the Foreign Office and
the Secret Service.

Im Thurm contac-

ted Guy Kindersley

(above) Conservative
MP for Hitchin.

involving currency deals, it was
revealed that he had used his
access to Foreign Office cables
to speculate in French francs.

Despite Baldwin’s protestations
that he always believed the letter
to be genuine, all the top Tories
were part of the oconspiracy
along with their Civil Service and
police friends.

The Tories established a fake
Cabinet Committee of inquiry
into the event after the Tories
had won the election chaired by
the Foreign Secretary which
found ‘no foundation’ to Labour
charges that the letter was a
forgery.

And when Gergory's dismissal
threatened to re-open the scandal
in 1928, Baldwin produced a
signed statement from im Thurm,
a mixture of downright lies and
misleading statements which was
used by Baldwin to avoid amy
inquiry into the conduct of the
Civil Service.

And im Thurm was duly re-

.warded.

He was paid his £5,000 out of
the personal acoount of Lord
Davidson, then Conservative
Chairman.

The money was paid to Major
Joseph Ball, director of Con-
servative publicity who trans-
mitted the money to im Thurm.
Whether the latter actually paid
Reilly is not known.

Thus the Red Letter scare was
over.

It had done its work in
securing the election of a Con-
servative government at a vital
time.

Not only did it show the
cunning and deception which the
Tories have always displayed
against their opponents. It also
revealed the weakness and per-
fidity of the Labour leaders
whose reformism left t
utterly prostrate before the con-
spiracy.

1970 is not 1924 and no doubt
the working-class movement is
on the look-out for any other
such attempted frame ups.

But the Zinoviev letter should

a serious warning to all

workers to be on their guard

against the provocateurs in the

Tory Party during the last weeks
of the campaign. .

——— — — A
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The real nature of the British ruling class was shown on the ‘Bloody Sunday’ demonstration when police attempted to head off a contingent of unemployed from Clerkenwell Green.

‘Toryism-main enemy

of the working cl

Duke of WELLINGTON

ROBERT PEEL

BBC 1

ONE OF THE MOST important features of the elec-
tion campaign will be the Conservative Party’s
attempt to present itself as the party of ‘democracy’
and ‘freedom’, fighting against the power and tyranny
of the trade union movement.

Heath and other Tory
leaders will, without doubt,
try to project an image of
themselves as ‘men of the
people’, standing for the
interests of the ‘whole com-
munity’ and renouncing any
‘sectional interests’.

TV

9.38 a.m. Schools. 10.45 Watch with mother. 11.00-11.20 Schools. 12
noon-1.30 p.m. World Cup grandstand. England v Brazil, West Ger-
many v Bulgarla, EI Salvador v MexIco. 1.45-1.53 News and weather.
2.05-3.10 Schools. 4.40 Jackanory. 4.55 Blue Peter. 5.20 Hector's
house. 5.25 Abbott and Costello. 5.30 London this week. 5.50 News

including Campaign report.

6.00 WORLD CUP GRANDSTAND. England v Brazll, West Germany v
Bulgaria, Sweden v lIsrael, EI Salvador v Mexico.

7.10

STAR TREK. ‘Bread and Circuses’.

8.00 PANORAMA. Election special. 8.50 NEWS including Campaign

report.

9.10 THE TROUBLESHOOTERS. ‘Who Did You Say Inherits the

Earth?'.

10.00 ELECTION BROADCAST. Conservative Party.
10.10 24 HOURS and BBC Campalgn report.

10.55
11.22 SWIM.

HE AND SHE. ‘A Rock By An

y Other Name’. 11.20 Weather.

REGIONAL BBC

All regions as BBC 1 except:

Midlands and E Anglia: 5.30-5.50 Mid-
lands today. Look East, weather.
11.47 News, weather.

North of England: 5.30-5.50 Look
North, weather. 11.47 News, weather.

Wales: 10.45-11.00 Ar hin man. 5.30
5.50 Wales today, weather. 7.10-7.30
Heddiw. 7.30-8.00 Tipyn o steil.

BBC=2

11.00-11.20 a.m. PLAY SCHOOL.

Scotland: 5.30-5.50 Reporting Scot-
land. 9.10-10.00 Miss Scotland. 11.47
News, weather.

N Ireland: 5.30-5.50 Scene around six,
weather. 11.47 News, weather.

South and West: 5.30-5.50 Points West.
Svuth today. Spotlight South-West,
weather. 11.47 News, weather.

7.00 p.m. NEW HEAVENS, NEW EARTH. ‘Those Barbarlan People’.

7.30
8.00

NEWS Including BBC Campaign report.
HIGH CHAPARRAL. ‘Alliance’.

8.50 FAMILY OF MAN. Wedding—investigation.
9.40 POT BLACK. BBC 2 snooker competition.

10.00

ELECTION BROADCAST. Conservative Party.

10.10 YESTERDAY'S WITNESS. ‘Two Victorlan Girls’. Two women in
their 90’s describe their life as Victorian teenagers.

10.40

10.45 LINE-UP.

TV

NEWS including BBC Campalgn report.

|

11.00 2.m.-3.00 p.m. Schools. 12 noon Hook up. Leading party spokes-
men answer questions on the telephone, put by members of the
public. 3.45 Skippy. 4.12 Once upon a time. 4.25 ‘Tarzan and the Lost
Safarl’ with Gordon Scott, Peter Arne and Betta St. John. A planeload
of people crashes in the middle of the jungle and Tarzan goes to help

out. 5.45 News.

5.55 WORLD CUP 70.
6.45
Clodagh Rogers.

7.30 CORONATION STREET.

8.00 WORLD IN ACTION.
8.30 ARMCHAIR THEATRE.

‘Up Among the Cuckoos’.

.

MIKE AND BERNIE'S SCENE. Guests include Roy Orbison and

>

By Bill

Macilwraith. Comedy about a tenant who refuses to move.
9.30 THE BEST THINGS IN LIFE. ‘Love and Little Apples’.
10.00 ‘A BETTER TOMORROW’. Conservative Party political broad-

cast. 10.14 NEWS.
10.50 WORLD CUP 70.
11.20

THRILLER. ‘Violent Moment’. With Lyndon Brook and Jane

Hylton. A deserter from the army and the lady he lives with
quarrel. It develops into a violent and fatal struggle.

REGIONAL ITV

CHANNEL: 11.00-3.00 London. 3.42
Puffin’s birthday greetings. 3.56 Once
upon a time. 4.05 Short story. 4.35
Forest rangers. 5.00 Dig and run. 5.30
Cartoon. 5.45 London. 5.55 Interpol

calling. 6.20 News, weather. 6.35

What’s on where. 6.45 London. 10.00
Life in France. 10.14° London. 11.15
Cartoon time. 11.30 Universit; chal-
lenge. 11.55 News, weather in French,
weather.

WESTWARD: 11.00-3.00 London. 3.40
News. 3.42 Gus Honeybun. 3.56 Once
upon a time. 4.05 Short story. 4.35
Forest rangers. 5.00 Dig and run. 5.30
Diary and sports desk. 5.45 London.
11.20 Diary special. 11.40 University
challenge.

ANGLIA: 10.58-3.00 London. 4.05
Newsroom. 4.15 Romper room. 4.35
Superman. 5.00 Tom Grattan’s war.
5.25 About Anglia. 5.45 London. 6.30
About Anglia. 6.40 London. 11.20
Election probe. 11.50 Gideon’s way.
12.45 Reflection.

ATV MIDLANDS: 11.00-3.00 London.
3.55 Peyton Place. 4.25 Once upon a
time. 4.35 London. 5.00 Tom Grat-
tan’s war. 5.25 Women today. 5.45
London. 6.30 ATV today. 6.40 Lon-
don, 11.20 All our yesterdays, weather.

HARLECH: 11.00-3.00 London, 4.35
Phoenix five. 5.00 Tom Grattan’s war.
5.30 Report 5.45 London. 11.20 Saint.
12.20 Weather. .

HTV (West) colour channel 61 as
above except:

4.05-4.07 Report West. 5.30 Arthur.
5.38-5.45 Peter. 5.55 Scene West. 6.20-
6.45 Superman.

HTV (Cymru/Wales) black and white
service as above except:
5.30 Y dydd. 5.40-5.45 News.

ULSTER: 11.00-3.00 London. 3.55 Sean
the Leprechaun.{4.10 Romper room.
4.30 News. 4.35 Lone Ranger. 5.00 Tom
Grattan’s war. 5.30 Summer season.
5.40 News. 5.45 London. 5.55 Cam-
paign Ulster. 6.10 World Cup football.

6.45 London. 11.15 Monday night.
11.20 Survival. 11.45 What’s it all
about?

YORKSHIRE: 11.00-3.00 London. 4.20
Once upon a time, 4.35 Cowboy in
Africa. 5.30 Calendar, weather. 5.45
London. 11.20 University challenge.
11.50 Weather.

GRANADA: 11.00-3.00 London. 3.50
News. Once upon a time. 4.10 Short
story. 4.35 Spiderman. 5.10 Tom Grat-
tan’s war. 5.25 Newsview. 5.45 Lon-
don. 11.15 Thriller. ‘Witness In The
Dark’ with Patricia Dainton, Conrad
Phillips and Nigel Green. An old
woman who lives alone in a flat is
murdered.

TYNE TEES: 11.00-3.00 London. 4.15
Newsroom. 4.17 Ivor the engine. 4.30
Captain _ Scarlet. 5.00 Tom Grattan’s
war. 5.30 Today. 5.45 London. 11.20
Making the miost of your money. 11.35
Election special. Midnight news. 12.17
Epilogue.

BORDER: 12 noon-3.00 London. 3.52
High living. 4.18 News. 4.20 Once
upon a time. 4.35 London. 5.00 Tom
Grattan’s war. 5.30 News Lookaround.
5.45 London. 11.10 University chal-
lenge. 11.40 News, weather.

SCOTTISH: 11.00-3.00 London. 4.00
Scotland early. 4.10 Castle haven. 4.35
Skippy. 5.00 Tom Grattan’s war. 5.25
Scotland now. 5.45 London. 11.20
Lion’s share. 11.50 Late call.

GRAMPIAN: 10.58-3.00 London. 4.05
High living., 4.35 Arthur. 5.00 Tom
Grattan’s war. 5.30 News. 5.45 Lon-
don. 11.15 University challenge. 11.45
Epilogue.

I A POUTEN
CORRESPONDENT

No class-conscious worker
will be fooled for a moment
by this cheap hypocrisy. The
pages of history show for all
to see that the Conservatives,
as the dominant party of big
business and capital, have
always set their face against
any democratic rights for the
working class. ‘

These gentlemen would like
to present a view of the exten-
sion of parliamentary demo-
cracy as the result of general
agreement and compromise.

This is a lie.

The wright to vote, which
millions of workers will exercise
on June 18, has been won by the
organized working class only as
a result of bitter and protracted
struggles against the capitalist
class and the Tories.

If the Conservatives have
vielded ground in the past, it has
only been to prevent even more
violent social conflict and been
a tactic on their part to allow
them to hang on to their power
and property.

It is necessary to warn all
young workers, many of them
voting for the first time in this
election, about the role of the
Tories. This will be an important
aspect of the campaign to keep

the Tories out and secure a
Labour victory.

Swept away

Although the 17th century
revolution had swept away the
old feudal order in a violent
manner, for roughly 200 years
following the Cromwellian revo-
lution, control of parliament re-
mained largely in the hands of
the old aristocracy and landed
gentry.

But the Industrial Revolution,
which rapidly increased the
wealth and influence of the capi-
talist class, together with the
impact of the French revolution,

‘brought ' greater and greater

demands for an extension of the
franchise which was in the main
confined to the larger land
owners.

This campaign was to reach its
high point in the fight for the
1832 Reform Act. The Conserva-
tives, led by that arch reaction-
ary, the Duke of Wellington,
fought bitterly against this cam-
paign.

To the very end, this dominant
group in the Tory Party remained
opposed to any widening of the
franchise, even to the urban
middle class, let alone the work-
ing class. :

And even eseé  so-called
‘moderates’ in the Tory Party,
led by the younger Peel, hoped
that by paying more attention to

The 1880s saw the unskilled workers organize into unions. In
1888 the match workers at Bryant and May’s struck and won
their case.

the needs of the industrial and
commercial capitalist class, they
would be able to postpone any
parliamentary reform.

Although the middle class
were to be the benefactors of the
1832 legislation when ‘it was
eventually passed, it was not this
class which forced the hand of
the ruling class. This role was
taken by the working class, in-
creasingly emerging, with the
development of the industrial
revolution, as a class conscious
of its own independent historical
role.

It was as a result of the
tremendous pressure generated
in the working class, often
amongst the most oppressed and
poverty stricken, that the Whig
leader, Earl Grey, was forced to
introduce a Bill proposing a
limited amount of reform. It was
thrown out of the House of
Lords in October 1831.

This action brought enormous
anger from the working class.

Marches, meetings and demon-
strations, attended by thousands
took place all over the country.
Riots occurred in Bristol .where
for a time the working class held
the city; Nottingham Castle was
burned down; Derby jail sacked
and angry crowds paraded
through London.

Although some sections of the
middle class tried to use this
great power of the working class
for their own, limited ends, the
general reaction from the town-
based middle class was one of
fear. They quickly closed ranks
behind Grey and supported the
1832 Act which gave property
holders in the towns the vote but
left the working class out in the
cold. .

The Chartist movement was to
show the vicious hostility of the
ruling class to any political rights
for the working class.

Chartism represented the first
great independent and revolu-
tionary movement of the working
class which threatened to break
free from the grip of the middle
class. Included in its famous six
points were demands for uni-
versal manhood suffrage, the

abolition of all property qualifica-
tions for both voters and mem-

bers of parliament as well as
secret balloting.

The great landowners and
capitalists, with their allies in
the middle class who had won
the right to vote, put down
Chartism with a force and vio-
lence which should be a warning
about the real nature of the
British ruling class to every
young worker of today.

Under Sir Charles Napier a
massive display of armed force
was ranged against the Chartists,
many of the movement’s leaders
were jailed and heavily fined and
when the trade union movement

threatened to merge with the

hartist campaign savage sen-
tences including tramsportation
were meeted out to its leaders.

Under the impact of this show
of strength and violence Chart-
ism and the union movement
was, at this stage, smashed. As
a mass movement Chartism dis-
appeared after 1850. .

Even when the vote was finally
granted to the working class (or
more strictly those living in the

towns) with -the Second Reform
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I$ Britain Going?

Benjamin DISRAELI

Act of 1867, it was done so only
after a prolonged and bitter fight
culminating in the series of
London meetings and demonstra-
tions of 1867, notably the great
Hyde Park rally in April of that

year.

And if Disraeli — the most
cunning of all 19th-century
Tories—introduced the Act, he
did so only with the hope of
being able to win the support of
the more respectable,
layers in the working class who
had over the previous 20 years
begun to organize themselves in
the ‘new model’ unions.

It was then, with the 1880s,
that the unskilled began to
organize themselves and turn to
the creation of an independent
expression for their struggles —
the Independent Labour Party,
formed in 1893 — that the true
character of the ‘moderate’
British ruling class was once
more revealed.

The ruling class did everything
they could to weaken this new
movement and destroy the
Labour Party.

Losses

Not only was the Taff Vale
decision carried in the capitalist
courts in 1901 which, by making
strikers and their union respon-
sible for losses incurred by their
employers through loss of trade
as a result of strike action, made
trade unionism virtually im-

possible.

Even then, when this iniquitous
decision was reversed by the
Liberals in 1906, the courts then
ruled, in the infamous Osborne
judgement of 1909, that it was
illegal for unions to use their

skilled

ass

Edward HEATH

funds for political purposes, that
is to finance the Labour Party.

It might be all right for workers
to have the vote. But it was
quite otherwise when they sought
to orgamize that voting right to
support candidates independent
of the two capitalist parties—the
Tories and the Liberals.

The same line on the part of
the ruling class towards political
action by the unions was also
seen after the defeat of the 1926
General Strike.

The Trades Disputes "Act of
the following year made illegal
any future general strike, made
trade unionism illegal amongst
civil servants and allowed only
those who specifically stated that
they wanted to pay the political
levy to the Labour Party liable
to do so. )

These measures were only re-
moved from the statute book in
1946 by the post-war Labour
government.

The lessons of history are
clear. The Tories and the ruling
class have always opposed any
democratic rights for the work-
ing class. And they have not
changed. . .

Heath’s ‘law-and-order’ cam-
paign is designed to strike blows
at the unions and the right of
workers to organize and demon-
strate, just as his plans for the
‘reform’ of industrial relations
are aimed to curb the power of
the unions to give the. employers
the whip hand in every factory.

The maximum vote against the

. Tories and the biggest possible

Labour majority is the first step
on June 18 in defeating these.
plans of the employers, as well
as striking a powerful blow in
the struggle for socialism.

The opposition of the ruling class even to limited reform brou

for a time.

ght riots in Bristol where workers held the city
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‘Rescue’ attempts but 1.O.S. still

Paisley

@ FROM PAGE ONE

minutes in future on un-
employment because he’ll be
unemployed himself.’

Question time was rather
restrained.

Only a few brave spirits
were prepared to speak up
in the face of the rather large
gentlemen who surrounded
Paisley’s campaign land-rover.

This gave him the opport-
unity to emphasize once again
the fact that he is a Protestant
minister and believes in the
Ten Commandments (a state-
ment which drew applause) and
to reiterate his opposition to
opening the pubs on Sunday,
a demand he clearly regards
as a Papist plot to empty the
Protestant churches.

He rounded off this re-
markable  performance by
assuring his supporters that
the July 12 Orange marches
would go ahead and promis-
ing them ‘a 12th come early’
at his eve-of-poll rally in his
stronghold, Ballymena, on
June 17.

»

that the acting

The hold-up on the
1969 accounts, due to be
- sent out to shareholders
this weekend by Canadian
law, is reported to be a
disagreement over the way
to present the Arctic land
deal, described in Workers
Press on May 23.

The value of over 10
million acres of this land,
bought jointly with John
King in 1969, was written
up to $8 an acre, after a
portion of it had been sold
at $14 an acre to King.

The share price slide on
Wall St has undermined con-
fidence in the future of IOS,
the mutual funds empire
founded by Bernie Cornfeld.

For several weeks, clients
who had savings invested by
IOS have been asking for
their money back, at the rate
of $5 million a day, while
the values of assets are fall-
ing even faster.

Economies in the running

"electlon weeks.
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LATE NEWS

ZIONISTS HIT AT

JORDAN, EGYPT
Israeli tank guns and 8mm
mortars shelled Jordanian
forces in the Bakoura area
of the N Jordan valley yester-
day. Jordanian forces returned
the fire. Egyptian positions
along the Suez Canal were
strafed by Israeli jets for four
hours after a pre-dawn strike.

NO ‘UNITY’ CANDIDATE
TO FACE PAISLEY

There will be no anti-
Unionist ‘unity’ candidate to
oppose the Rev Ian Paisley
in the N Antrim seat on
June 18.

Local civil rights supporters
were angry and dissappointed
when attempts to get two of
the three ‘anti-Unionists’—
Liberal, Labour and National
Democratic Party — to ‘staqd
down, failed at a meeting in
Toome. . .

“This means Paisley will win

the seat’, said housewife Mrs
Effie McDermott, ‘a single
candidate was our only chance
to lift N Antrim from the
Unionists’.
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At the
heart of
money Crisis

REPORTS THAT three of the leading directors
of Investors Overseas Services have resigned,
chairman Sir Eric Wyndham
White is locked in conflict with the I0S insur-
ance chief Richard Hammerman, and that the
1969 accounts are still not ready, point to the
imminent disintegration of I0S.

BY JOHN CRAWFORD
/

expenses of the Geneva head-
quarters and the sacking of
sales staff, only served to
highlight the problems of the
$2 billion firm. On Thursday,
it was revealed that the re-
purchase of IOS preference
stock held by departing sales-
men was being suspended.
Since April, a wild variety
of stories have been circulat-
iIKE)gS about plans to ‘rescue’

Apart from the bid of John

King, which we shall refer
FHIRRgsannmn

INVESTORS Overseas Ser-
vices announced over the

weekend the resignation of
Richard Hammerman from
his . post as interim president
of 10S Ltd, the parent com-
pany of the .Mutual Fund
giant.

A spokesman said Hammer-
man retains his other posts
in the company, including
board chairman of the London-
based IOS insurance group.
No reason was given for the
resignation.

AN nnnm

to later, the names of almost
every leading financial in-
stitution on both sides of the
Atlantic have been mentioned.

Latest reports indicate that
each of the IOS directors is
negotiating individually with
a bank or group of banks to
take over IOS or part of it.

The German and British
ends of the empire are each
looking for ways to break
away from the parent body
before it dies.

Hammerman’s conflict with
Wyndham White appears to
be over the question of the
independence of the British
Dover Plan subsidiary, and
Dr Mende, head of German
operations, has criticized the
Geneva management on the
television.

The Paris Rothschilds, who
dropped out of ‘rescue’ plans
while King was involved, are
now mnegotiating again, but
reports indicate that the
European banks are driving a
hard bargain in any deal to
take a hand in the IOS orisis.

Meanwhile, Cornfeld, de-
posed as chairman, but still
the largest shareholder, is
commuting between Geneva
and New York in efforts to
interest US banks. Despite ail
appearances, Cornfeld is still
probably the leading figure
in IOS.

Early on in the crisis, Har-
vey Felberbaum, IOS chief in
Italy, remarked:

‘It’s becoming a real battle
of the giants. The tragedy is
that it is the little man who
will get murdered.’

Very true. But this maises a
doubt about all those ‘rescue’
stories Are we really to be-
lieve that these financial
giants are putting themselves
out for the benefit of the
‘little man’?

Is it not more likely that
some people are out to make
as much as they can out of
his ruin?

The collapse of IOS must
surely be regarded as a near-
certainty by all these circles.
The most sensible thing for
them to do is therefore to get
ready for the crash.

Each financier and financial
institution, however respect-
able, and however chivalrous,
must be forced by the nature
of capitalism to calculate the
best way to organize the col-
lapse.

To understand how this can
be done, let us see what a
share really is.

Wealth is created by the
labour of workers, and a pro-
portion of it is taken by the
owners of capital. A share
certificate, when it is sold,
represents a claim on future
profits produced by workers,
and the price at which a
share is sold may be far above
the immediate value of assets
held by the company con-
cerned.

Cornfeld

In the course of the boom
period of the 1950s, the rapid
expansion of credit often took
the form of such paper claims.

While the boom was ex-
pected to - continue, these
claims were often, in effect,
met by issuing still more
paper claims.

With the shaking of con-
fidence expressed in the Wall
St collapse, these apparently
self-supporting pyramids are
immediately in danger. Their
break-up , then spreads to
other sectors of the credit
structure.

The dilemma of ghe US cap-
italist class is that it cannot
overcome these dangers, shown
in the continued inflation un-
dermining the dollar, without

. precipitating a depression. In

this stage of the crisis, the
larger financial institutions
must be getting ready for the
slump.

After all, depressions can
be times of great prosperity

. for some people, even while

millions of others face starva-
tion. In the 1929 slump, great
fortunes were made on Wall
St by those who ‘sold short’
—selling borrowed shares, and
buying them later at the lower
price.

Where firms were near
bankruptcy, the banks which
had loaned them money at
the height of the boom could
get control of their assets
very cheaply.

Tragedy or not, the
slaughter of the ‘little men’ by
the big financial boys is an
inevitable aspect of the slump.

All talk of an IOS ‘rescue’
must be looked at in this set-
ting. Who can tell, for exam-
ple, just how serious John
King was in his efforts to
gather together a consortium
of US banks?

Did he really expect the US
Securities Exchange Commis-
sion to lift its ban on IOS
operations inside the US?

Is it not possible that the
aim of some circles in IOS
is to put the blame for a
failure of the company on to
the banks?

At the very beginning of
the crisis, Cornfeld alleged
that the German banks were
deliberately selling IOS shares
to force the price down.

Perhaps the I0S mystery is
not so much a ‘who-dun-it’ as
a ‘who-is-going-to-do-who'.

If the collapse of IOS is as
close as it seems, then the
effects on the international
financial position will be
tremendous.

Apart from the effect on
Wall St, where Cornfeld's
men have so successfully in-
vested the savings of the Ger-
man middle class, the Milan
and Tokyo stock exchanges
are dominated by IOS funds.

While the financial monsters
battle it out in the banking
jungle, the world economy
stands on the brink of the
abyss. \

Cardiff yarn workers

@ FROM PAGE ONE

ble to work hard enough or
fast enough to earn.

‘The management Xknows
we cannot earn the bonus. We
want them to make the bonus
£6 and put an extra £2 on
the wage bringing it up to £23
a week. Originally we asked
for £25 but we will accept
£23, commented Mr Bahadur.

The men’s union, the Amal-
gamated Society of Textile
Workers and Kindred Trades
advised them to accept the
firm’s offer.

The strike is mnot quite
solid. About a dozen people,
including the union’s local
secretary and some  girl
packers, are stil working in
the factory.

Operating

But all the production wor-
kers are out. It is understood
that unsuccessful attempts
have been made to operate
the idle machines with fore-
men and inspectors.

Mr Bahadur said:

‘We dont want to know the
union. We have withdrawn
our membership. We have
already approached the Tran-
sport and General Workers’
Union.’

There has not been a strike
at the factory for four years
after which the management
are said to have re-engaged
workers on a selective basis.

But resentment at poor con-
ditions—temperatures of 100
degrees and artificial light
only—has exploded and the
men say they are determined
not to give in.

One man told me:

‘In the original eight hours’
agreement there wasn’t even
a break. We had to fight for
a break of 20 minutes.

‘There are no canteen
facilities for shift workers.

We have to bring sandwiches.

I think any man who works
12 hours is enmtitled to one
cooked meal.’

Another said:

‘They’ve marked out a place
in a square where we have to
g0 to smoke.’

The men claim that the
management has approached
individuals in a bid to split
their ranks and break the
strike.

At the Brocklehurst Yarn
factory there must be:

@ Resistance to the em-
ployers’ attempts to break
the strike.

@ Complete rejection of the
union leaders who have re-
treated before the bosses.

@® No retreat on the decision
not to sign contracts.

® No retreat from the de-
mand for £23 a week.

7

Polish Stalinists
still seeking to

make Franco
regime respectable

LAST WEEK Bulgaria became the fourth Soviet bloc country to
open up diplomatic relations with Franco. Madrid Radio gave details
.of the talks concluded on June 3 in Paris between representatives
of the Bulgarian and Spanish governments which established con-
sulates in the two countries. :

AN N By A

SIS

A RECENT Meeting on tourism held in Belgrade between delegates from

Rumania, Bulgaria, Turkey . . . and Greece !

The agreement, which was signed in
Paris on June 4,
representation between Madrid and
Sofia. Trade relations are also formerly
established by the new agreement.

creates consular

The current direction of Stalinist
policy towards Kranco is quite openly
stated in articles by the Madrid cor-
respondent of the Polish journal ‘Zycie
Warszawy’,
dispatches entitled ‘Spain 1970: at the
Crossroads’.

the first in a series of

The Polish government has been most
consistent in
regime over the last six months. It was, of
course, Polish coal that helped to break the
month-long strike of Asturian miners at the
beginning of the year, and it was Polish
‘technicians and productivity experts that
were afterwards sent into the mines with
the agreement of the fascist regime to
organize the resumption of full production.

Now this article by I. Krasicki (also broad-

its support for the Franco

cast over Polish Radio on June 6) spells

-
I
[}
US jobless
fifth
successive
-
UNEMPLOYMENT in the
United States rose again last
month to 5 per cent—from
its ‘April level of 4.8. It was
the fifth successive monthly
increase.

The percentage of US job-
less now stands at its highest
level since February 1965,
when five workers in a

hundred were also without
work.

Since December of last
year, unemployment has risen
by 1,300,000—of which 60
per cent is directly due to
redundancy.

What

we
think

® FROM PAGE ONE

@® The open support of
Wilson’s visit to Nixon.

@ The failure of King Street
to collaborate in a campaign
of industrial action against
the Vietnam war and—most
foul;

@ The silence of the ‘Star’
on the frame-up of Dubcek
by the French Stalinist
leaders.

None of these things moved
Mr Matthews. Now, how-
ever, he devotes; half the
editorial column to attack
the SLL. The question is
why?

In our opinion the reason is
quite obvious. It is not
only because the SLL and
its paper are growing con-
stantly, but also because
the political campaigns as
we saw on the Wilson visit,
in Liverpool on May 1 and
now in the general election,
are beginning to have an
impact on the CP member-
ship which 1is seriously
taxing the credibility of its
leaders.

Having published an entire -

booklet by the old Stalinist
die-hard Betty Reid to
prove that the SLL was
‘sectarian’ and ‘ultra-left’
and hopelessly isolated, the
CP leaders are hard put to
square this ‘theory’ with
the manifest development
and robust vitality of
Trotskyism in Britain.

In contrast to this surging
movement, the Stalinist
Party and press is in great
difficulties which stem from
the rotten opportunist line
of Matthews and Gollan.
The ‘Star’ gets more and
more turgid as its circula-
tion declines and its finan-
cial difficulties, according
to its own information,
increase. Similar problems
afflict the Party and the
Young Communist League
(YCL), which is virtually
non-existent as a national
force.

Hence the cantankerous, and
nervous, outburst from Mr
Matthews who tries, clum-
sily, to discredit Trotsky-
ism. Let us look at it as
closely as we can.

The SLL, he states, is a ‘sect’.
Indeed! Is it not a fact—
even admitted by hardened
Stalinists —that  all  the
public meetings and de-
monstrations of the SLL
and YS have dwarfed all
the CP’s public activities
in 19707 May Day, the
Lenin centenary meeting
"and the public lectures on
Lenin have shown unmis-
takably the superiority of
the Trotskyist programme
and policy and leadership
over Stalinism.

How does Matthews explain
the paradox of a ‘sect’
which publishes a daily
paper financed by its sales
and through the donations
of its readers?

Mr Matthews complains bit-
terly that we  advise
‘workers to vote against the
only Party which is con-
testing the election precisely
on this [socialist] pro-
gramme’. We see no reason
for Mr Matthews’ confusion
and anger on this question.

We made a clear and
uncompromising statement
which showed beyond a
shadow of doubt that the
CP election programme was
reformist and Utopian and,
therefore, could not assist
the development of revolu-
tionary consciousness in
the working class or expose
and undermine the right-
wing traitors.

To avoid any confusion we
reproduce some of the
salient criticisms made by
John Spencer in his review
called ‘A reformist pipe-
dream’. (Workers Press,
June 4, 1970.)

Referring to the motives for
intervening in the general

Trotskist policy

election, particularly - the
claim ‘to strengthen the
movement fighting for a
change to the left in the
Labour government’s policy,’
our correspondent com-
mented correctly:

‘Having totally failed through-
out the six years of Wilson’s
government to achieve the
slightest movement by their
brand of “pressure politics”,
the CP serves up this
threadbare reformist objec-
tive once again in an at-
tempt to head off any
development of a revolu-
tionary alternative.’

In dissecting the programme
for the economic crisis
Comrade Spencer pointed
out the hopelessly unten-
able nature of Stalinist
economic ‘theory’ i

more in common with
Keynes than with Marx:

‘Its {the policy document]

perspective is of an ex-

ing high-wage economy,
through the “curbing of
monopoly rule”.

‘. . . it implies that, suitably
reformed by the application
of “pressure”, capitalism
will be able to satisfy
workers’ needs.

‘According to this Fabian
tract, if the imperialists
would only stop being im-
perialists and listen to the

Gollan

CP’s expert advice, capital-
ism could satisfy every-
body’s needs.’

On the arms bill our analyst
stated:

‘And what does the CP pro-
pose to do with, for exam-
ple, military spending? Why

bill . . . by

‘The other half, acocording to
Gollan at his press confer-
ence introducing the mani-
festo, is to be applied to
“maintaining our [sic] com-
mitments to the United
Nations etc. . . .

‘Not a word about the role
of this “den of imperialist
thieves” in Korea, the
Congo or Suez! “Our”
commitments to world im-
perialism must ‘be main-
tained!’

Again on the CP proposal in
the CP document for a
new security alliance in
Europe, Spencer wrote:

‘In essence this is a proposal
for joint policing of the
European working class by
imperialism and the Kremlin
bureaucracy.’

We could mnot agree more
with John Spencer’s main
criticism of the CP docu-
ment that ‘not a single one
of these demands can be
achieved without revolution-
ary struggle to prepare the
overthrow of capitalism,
and yet the CP is careful
not to point this out'.

And we heartily concur with
his oconclusion:

‘At a time when workers are
turning towards a class
vote for Labour in order to

keep the Tories out, the
CP’s intervention can only
introduce confusion and
side-track sectioms of wor-
kers.

‘Its programme is a fraudulent
reformist sham.

‘Workers must vote Labour
against the candidates of
this Party and participate in
the real movement of their
class to keep the Tories
out.’

What is splenetic about this
very sober and concrete
analysis of CP policy, Mr
Matthews? And why do you
fulminate against Trotsky-
ism at a time when the
Polish  Stalinists  openly
collaborate with Franco?

We also pointed out the con-
sequences of trying to build
a reformist substitute to
the Labour Party in the
GLC elections and of ignor-
ing the real feelings of the
masses against the Tories.
How does Matthews ex-
plain the massive drop in
CP voting strength in
London?

Mr Matthews lyingly accuses
us of gloating over their
difficulties with the elec-
toral laws and the £150
deposit system. This is a
kind of demagogy which
cuts no ice with us—or with
his own Party members.
We confidently predict that
the CP candidates' will lose
their deposits because of the
false policy and tactic of
Matthews and Gollan.

This is not a sneer—it is a
prediction which will soon
be a regrettable fact, for
those CP members who are
working hard in the
election.

Mr Matthews sneers at the
fact that the SLL candidate
lost his deposit in the Swin-
don by-election and claims
that the SLL now contra-
dicts its past policy and
is giving the opportunists
‘aid and comfort’.

Coming from a person who
supported Wilson’s visit to
Nixon and unashamedly

defended the great oppor-.

tunist Stalin, this is grotes-
que.

What was important about
Swindon was the fact that
it was held against the back-
drop of a sinister threat
against the unions by Wilson
and Castle.

In order to frustrate the anti-
union manoeuvres of the
right wing and in order to
make our policy in relation
to the Stalinists and cen-
trists unmistakably clear,
we stood Frank: Willis.

Matthews

Although our candidate lost
his deposit, he got only 50
votes less than his Stalinist

rival, whose Party had
campaigned in the Swindon
parliamentary arena for

many years.
We think that Swindon was
a worthwhile political ex-
perience and retract nothing
that we said then or since.

Let it also be understood by
Mr Matthews that this tac-
tical sortie did not, in any
way, compromise or invali-
date our general strategy
which was, and is, critical
support of the Labour
Party against the Tories in
the General Election.

At the risk of appearing too
schematic, let it be stressed
that the conceptual frame-
work provided by Lenin,
from which our tactics to-
wards the Labour Party is
derived, is resilient enough
to admit of a situation
?)v:ieé're the le?enl parties will
] ee to openly compete
with the Labour Party in
elections.

‘Tactics must be based on a
sober and strictly objective
appraisal of all class forces
in a particular state (and of
the states that surround it
and of all states the world
over) as well as of the ex-

perience of revolutionary
movement.’ (‘Left - Wing
Communism’. Collected

Works Vol. 3, p. 63.)

.Anyone who, as Lenin used

to say, is not the inmate of
a lunatic asylum must surely
know that, from a ‘sober
and strictly objective ap-
praisal’, it is ridiculous at
present to contest the
Labour Party for seats in
parliament and hope to
make political capital out

of it.

Alas for the King St Stalinists,
having lost their political
reason, they are now on the
verge losing  their
deposits, for the dubious
compensation of seeing
themselves for a few
minutes on a TV screen.

The upshot of Gollan’s bur-
eauoratic folly is that when
there is a sharp shift in class
forces and a dramatic
change in the political sit-
uation—as is bound to hap-
pen—many CP members will
oppose a parliamentary in-
tervention: for fear of re-
peating the debacle of
June 1970.

We say vote Labour and de-
feat the Tories today so
that we can organize the
struggle against Wilson on
an ever broader basis to-
MOTrow.

We try to combine the anti-
capitalist mood of the
workers with their instinc-
tive distrust of the leaders
in a revolutionary way by
fighting for an alternative
leadership and policy.

The CP, however, by its
opportunist intervention and
its reactionary programme
aimed against a Socialist
United States of Europe
tries to short-circuit this
contradiction and direct the
feelings of the workers in a
reformist channels.

Thus, when Matthews accuses
us of ‘venting their anti-
Communist spleen’ he lies.

We are not anti-communists,
we are in fact, revolutionary
communists and anti-
Stalinists.

Only case-hardened Stalin-
ists and hatchet men for
the Kremlin cannot dis-
tinguish between ' commun-
ism and Stalinism which is
the bureaucratic negation
of everything that com-
munism stands for.

Mr Matthews may never live
long enough to learm this
but many members of his
Party are beginming to see
and learn through experience
and contact that Trotsky-
ism is synonomous with
communism and that Stal-
inism, as Trotsky pointed
out, is the political syphilis
of the labour movement.

Mr Matthews can fume as
much as he likes and
throw as many editorial
bolts as he can, but the
events of 1970 have shown,
and will continue to show,
that it is the CP that is
rapidly dwindling into a
reactionary dogmatic sect
and that it is Trotskyism
that is assuredly becoming
a mass movement and ful-
filling Lenin’s prophecy in
Britain.

out the political reasons for
Gomulka’s strike-breaking:
‘Already during my first
meetings with senior officials
of the Spanish Foreign
Ministry, I could perceive the

fact that my hosts sense
Spain’s isolation . . .
‘What is more important,

I could perceive a willingness
to get out of this isolation,
through the present initiatives
[i.e., contacts with Stalinist
governments) whose . real
value cannot be fully assessed
right now.’

ISOLATED

The Spanish fascists feel
isolated, says this- Stalinist
sympathetically.

At home they are under
attack from the working class,
youth, students and intel-
lectuals.

Abroad, problems of mili-
tary relations with the USA
(whose government maintains
bases in Spain under a treaty
which has just expired) are
growing acute.

What then is the response
of the Gomulka regime to
this crisis in Spanish fascism?

It offers its services as
strike-breaker to the same
dictatorship that butchered
countless thousands of work-
ers and communists—members
of the Polish Party included
—during and after the Civil
War of 1936-1939.

Just when the Spanish
workers are once more taking
on their class enemies with a
confidence not seen since the
defeat of the Republic,
Gomulka and the other East
European  Stalinist leaders
lend moral, political and
economic aid to the Franco
regime,

At all costs, Spanish fascism
must be presented as ‘liberal-
izing’ itself. So the Madrid
correspondent writes:

EVOLUTION

‘From this point of view
[that of ending Franco’s
‘isolation’], my Spanish inter-
locutors showed an awareness
that they are heralding an
evolution, that they open up
prospects which may only
come true in future.

‘I would define the situation
of Spain as a country at the
crossroads, for although form-
ally [sicl] that country still
bears the system that was
brutally imposed on it, yet
everything that happens to-
day indicates a different
future.’ .

We say once again to all
supporters and members of
the British Communist Party:
The regime ‘brutally imposed’
on the Spanish working class
by Franco remains fascist.

The working class has no
democratic, political or trade
union rights.

Workers who fight for them
—including, of course, mem-
bers of the persecuted illegal
Spanish Communist Party—
are victimized, 'imprisoned,
tortured.

How much longer are your
leaders to remain silent on
this utter betrayal of every-
thing the Spanish and inter-
national working class fought
for in the Civil War against
Franco?

Demand that Gollan and
Matthews publicly condemn
the E European support for
Franco fascism and the regime
of the colonels in Greece.

PUBLIC
MEETINGS

‘Political significance of
the General Election’

LONDON

Sunday, June 14, 7.30 p.m.
St Pancras Town Hall, Euston Rd.

Speakers: G. Healy (SLL national
secretary)

A. Thornett (ATUA), J. Simmance
(YS secretary)

SWINDON

Friday, June 12, 7.30 p.m.
Co-operative Hall, East Street

Speakers: G. Healy (SLL national
secretary)

Frank Willis (ATUA)
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