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MR. WILSON’S VICTORY

THE long expected Labour victory has been achieved, but only by the
narrowest of margins. With an overall majority in the House of
Commons of only four seats the Government of Mr. Harold Wilson has
no secure basis, and another General Election appears likely in the not
too distant future. We should note the following facts about this election.

Firstly, the Labour Party polled fewer votes than in 1959. 12,197,456
as compared with 12,208, 834. It was the fall in the Tory vote — from
13,734,276 to 11,989,130 —and the rise of the Liberal vote — from
1,636,291 to 3,086,609 — which led to the defeat of the Tories, and
Labour’s hollow victory. Disillusioned with the Tory Government’s
record, 1,745,146 of their former supporters did not vote for them. The
great majority of the “ deserters ™ voted for the Liberals. Some abstained
from voting altogether. The total poll fell from 78.9 per cent of the
electorate in 1959 to 77.0 per cent in 1964. Disillusionment, dissatisfac-
tion, was the keynote of the 1964 General Election. Positive enthusiasm
for the programmes of the main political parties was noticeably lacking.

CAPITALIST PARTIES

Since all three main parties agree on all essential issues, and differ only
marginally, this was scarcely surprising. They all accept the need to maintain the
capitalist system of exploitation in Britain, and throughout the world. They all
accept the need to maintain United States capitalist domination of Britain —
economic, cultural and military —in order to buttress the position of the British
capitalists, They are all determined to restore capitalist freedom within the
socialist lands, to reconquer these lands for exploitation of the people by capital.

It was not therefore surprising to find on page 5 of the Tory election manifesto
a large photograph of Mr. Khrushchev and Mr. Butler, the former foreign secretary,
holding hands over the 1963 Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, that bogus contribution o
world peace. It was not surprising to read in the Labour Party’s manifesto that
“the changes in the Communist world that followed Stalin’s death . . . are
gradually trensforming the relations between the Soviet Union, Eastern Europe
and China and rapidly changing the whole nature of East-West relationships.” It
was “Stalin’s brutal intransigence,” we read, that compelled “Labour’s Foreign
Secretary, Ernest Bevin,” in the years after 1945 to take “the lead in facing the
harsh realities of the cold war, and in creating the NATO alliance as the basis of
Europe’s military security.”

THE INDEPENDENT NUCLEAR DETERRENT

The only policy question which raised the slightest heat during this General
Election was the degree to which our British capitalist rulers should subordinate
themselves to the military domination of their United States allies. One section of
the capitalist class, with the Tory Party and Lord Hume as their mouth-piece,
advocated the retention of Britain’s independent nuclear deterrent. Another section,
speaking through the Labour and Liberal parties, advocated the scrapping of this
independent deterrent, and sole reliance upon the American bomb, so that British
capitalist resources could be switched into production of conventional arms, for the
suppression of the peoples of Asia, Africa, and Latin America. As the Labour
Party Manifesto put it: —

“The Government bases its policy on the assumption that Britain must
be prepared to go it alone without her allies in an all-out thermonuclear war
with the Soviet Union, involving obliteration of our people. By constantly
reiterating this appalling assumption the Government is undermining the
alliance on which our security now depends.

“We are not prepared any longer to waste the country’s resources on
endless duplication of strategic nuclear weapons. We shall propose the
Te-negotiation of the Nassau agreement. Our stress will be on the strengthen-
ing of our conventional TE?RI&T forces so that we can contribute our share to
NATO defence and also fulfil our peace-keeping commitments to the Common-
wealth and the United Nations.”

This happy phrase refers, of course, to the British capitalist wars of aggression
in South Arabia, and in North Kalimantan, and their naval, and military bases and
troops throughout the world — from Guyana to Singapore, from Southern Rhodesia
to Western Germany — defending British capitalist interests against the Tising
tide of national liberation.

Was it surprising that President Johnson, leader of United States imperialism,
E)lealgy fgvoured the return of a Labour Government. We read in the Guardian of

ctober 2: -

Nobody except his Republic opponents would accuse President Johnson
of being soft on Socialism, let alone Communism. However, there is some
evidence that the Administration is somewhat concerned at the effect of
Senator Goldwater’s eampaign on the possible outcome of the British elections.
Many officials believe that indications of Conservative gains in Britain are
related to alarm over Mr. Goldwater’s views on foreign policy.

It is felt that many people in Britain have come to believe beeause of the
Goldwater phenomenon, that the Atlantie alliance is a weaker tool than they
had imagined, with the United States a potentially unreliable ally, and that
therefore a position more akin to that of General de Gaulle, with an indepen-
dent nuclear deterrent at Britain’s beck and call, may after all be an
impertant factor in safeguarding Britain’s defence.

It is probably for this reason that President Johnson is emphasising the
United States commitment to the Western alliance, and his assoeciates are
privately assuring America’s friends in Britain that Senator Goldwater has
virtually no chance of winning the election.

Well, President Johnson and the United States capitalists have achieved their
aim. Wilson has formed a Labour Government, and that Labour Government is
committed to unilateral nuclear disarmament, within the framework of NATO, which
will assist in consolidating the military domination of U.S. imperialism over Britain.
That section of the British capitalist class whch favours leaning still more heavily
than in the past upon the United States alliance has gained a narrow victory over
the British de Gaullists.

FOR GENERAL NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT

The attitude which British Communists must adopt is clear. As we stated in
the British Communist Appeal, published in the October Vanguard :

“When two rival gangs are terrorising a neighbourhood the people aim
to disarm both of them; they gain nothing if the weaker gang joins forces
with the stronger, so that they can both Jointly continue their attacks upon
the people. The British working class and people demand general and com-
plefe nuclear disarmament, not “reliance ” upon the military forces of the
most reactionary and dangerous power in the world today. We must achieve
the complete banning and destruction of all nuclear weapons.

* Any move which increases the power of the United States ruling class to
dominate and subjugate Britain increases the danger of world war and is a
betrayal of working class interests, a betrayal of the British people, a betrayal
of our country.”

THE WILSON GOVERNMENT

The ruling class have obtained the government which they now require in order
to implement their policies of a%gression against the working class, at home and
abroad. We have already noted that Wilson aims at greater subservience to United
States imperialism, and a more aggressive policy towards the people of Asia, Africa
and Latin-America, in alliance with US. imperialism. He and his Labour Govern-
ment have also made no secret of their intention to deal ruthlessly with all those
workers who fight for higher living standards. Lord Gardiner, now the Lord
Chancellor, made this clear, during the election, with these remarks:

“We usually seem to have strikes at election time, and then the floating
voter thinks that a Conservative Government would be firmer with the
strikers. In fact, of course, if you looked at their record, they are not. I am
not blaming them; the prob is not an easy one. If you made strikes, or
even unofficial strikes, illegal, and 5,000 men came out, you couldn’t enforce
it, because there isn't room for thousands more in all our prisons put
together.”

Mr. Gunter, the new Minister of Labour, has followed up this pre-election talk
in no uncertain fashion, with a violent attack upon the dockers of PBritain for
pressing their pay claim with threats of strike action. We remember Mr. Gunter’s
recent remarks about the need to recognise the trade union movement—* or else.”
We recognise that this man, and the Government of which he is a member, so-called
. Left-wingers " and all, is the bitter enemy of the working class, the willing tool
of the capitalists, The Daily Worker joins in the vicious game of attempting to fool
the workers by talking about Mr. Gunter's “ Bad start,” and asking as if it did not
know the answer, “ Why should M+. Gunter, the new Minister of Labour, start his
career by accusing London dockers of anarchy because they plan a one-day token
strike? ” It then pretends that Gunter can be pushed into serving the interests of
the working class. “Surely, Mr. Gunier,” we read, “will not argue that it is
unreasonable for the dockers to ask for another 25/ a week? ”

Yes, Mr. Gunter will argue that it is unreasonable, as the Editor of the Daily
Worker knows full well, and he will act to prevent this pay increase being achieved.
Why? Because Mr. Gunter, Mr. Wilson, Mr. Cousins, and every other member of
this Labour Government is concerned with making capitalism work; he serves the
interests of the ruling class. In pretending that these men can be “ pushed to the
Left” the Daily Worker, and the C.P.G.B, leadership who control this paper, are
deliberately covering up for the Labour Government, and therefore for the capitalist
class.

Notice incidentally, how this leader in the Daily Worker is concluded: “ (The
dockers) are entitled to demonstrate against the employers refusal to concede their
modest demands. Such action will strengthen their negotiators, not lead to anarchy,
and it _should not be condemned.” Note that last phrase, “should not be con.
demned.” No firm support, only an absence of condemnation. This is revisionist in
practice; damning mass struggle with faint praise, fudging and twisting the class
issues, distorting the truth, covering up for the Labour Government with all the
cunning derived from decades of practice. :

OUR TASKS

The arrival of Wilson, the departure of Khrushchev, the first Chinese atomic
bomb; these developments must all be seen against the background of the
continuing disintegration of capitalism on a world scale, and the continuing rise
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and consolidation of the socialist world from the ruins of the old order. Communists
and militant workers in Britain recognise that the central task in this present epoch
is to unite against imperialism, and in particular United States imperialism, and
for its defeat. Only in this way can we advance the cause of national liberation,
peace, democracy and Socialism.

] It is essential, therefore, for Communists and militant workers and intellectuals
in Britain today, to give a lead to the people in isolating and exposing United
States imperialism and its economic, military and cultural domination of our
country.

This task involves the exposure of Mr. Wilson’s government in its underwriting
of the American alliance, and the NATO, CENTO, and SEATO pacts. It involves
mobilising the people fo struggle against every attempt by the Labour Government
to maintain and extend the United States domination of Britain. Prime Minister
Wilson is President Johnson’s friend and ally. He must be exposed as a traitor to
the working class and Labour movement.

A second, and closely related task, is to mobilise ever wider sections of the
working people against British imperialism’s attempt to maintain its economic and
military domination of overseas peoples. From Guyana to Kalimantan, from South
Africa to the Yemen, the British imperialists are only able to maintain their increas-
ingly precarious positions, with the economic and military assistance of the United
States. We must explain to the British people that every blow struck against
British imperialism overseas assists us in our struggle to free ourselves from
United States domination and exploitation.

The ending of United States capitalist domination of Britain, and the ending
of British capitalist domination of Asian, African and Latin American countries are
closely related tasks. Only the working class, led by a genuine Communist Party,
can lead the people in mass struggle to achieve these tasks. We must establish a
genuine unity of the Left —

® In defence of the liviﬁg standards of the working class and all working
people against the attacks of the employers and the Government.

® In defence of our trade union and democratic rights, which Mr. Gunter,
Lord Gardiner, and other members of the Government have made quite clear they
intend to attack.

® For the liberation of our country from the domination of United States
imperialism, and the liberation of overseas lands from the domination of British
and United States imperialism.

® For the defence of world peace, and the complete banning and destruction
of all nuclear weapons.

® For the destruction of the capitalist machinery of state, and the establish-
ment of working class power, which must rest upon the strength of the workers
own organisations.

® For the expropriation without compensation of the giant monopolies which
dominate the British capitalist economy, and the planning of production for social
use, in all the main industries of Britain.

MARXIST-LENINISTS UNITE

The working class in Britain is large, but those with a clear understanding of
what needs to be done are, at present, few. There is urgent need, therefore, for all
those who are seriously concerned with advancing the interests of the working
class in the struggle against capitalism and imperialism, to unite, whatever secon-
dary differences they may have, in order to mobilise the militant workers and
intellectuals in mass struggle for the achievement of these aims. This involves the
defeat of social-democracy — as represented by Harold Wilson and his Government;
and the defeat of modern revisionism — as represented by John Gollan and his
crew; who seek only to cover up for capitalism, and divert the mass of the people
from the path of advance, the path of mass struggle against all the attacks of the
capitalists and their state. The C.D.R.C.U. has planned a heavy programme of
public activity (meetings, sales of “ Vanguard ”, posters, leaflets, etc.) to take our
ideas to the militant workers and intellectuals in the coming months. We invite
all comrades and friends to join with us in this work, and allow whatever
secondary differences there may be among us to be ironed out in the course of
struggle against our common enemies — monopoly capitalism, social democracy,
and modern revisionism — and for our common goals —the liberation of our
country and the liberation of our class.

Communists and the elections

With the widespread feeling, among working people, of disillusionment with
existing capitalist politics and capitalist parties, one might have expected a massive
increase in the vote for the Communist Party of Great Britain. After all, this Party
claims to represent working class interests, and to stand for the Socialist alternative
to capitalism; as distinct from the other political parties. But in the event its 36
candidates did extremely badly. In West Fyfe and Rhondda East, the former once
held by the Communist Party, the Communist vote fell heavily. In the former from
3,828 in 1959 to 3,273. In the latter from 4,580 in 1959 to 3,385. In nearly all seats
contested the Communist Party obtained less than 3% of the votes cast, and in
several less than 2%. To give some examples: °

Hayes & Haslington ... 2.56% Mitcham ... e 122%
Swindon ... e 211% Luton e 1.19%
Willesden ... e 297% Coventry ... e 1.87%
Wigan s 22.39% Newecastle ... ... 183%
Liverpool (Scotland) ... 2.77% West Lothian ... o 123%
Nottingham . . 3.05% Kinross ... = ... 050%

In six out of seven seats previously contested in Scotland the Communist vote
fell sharply. In only two of these seats were the Scottish Nationalists contesting.
Thus in West Lothian the Communist vote fell from 1,511 in the 1962 by-election to
610; and in Dumbartonshire East from 2,200 in 1959 to 1,171.

Why this miserable performance? It can certainly not be attributed to hostil
propaganda from the capitalist press, BBC and Televisicn. In fact in this respect
the C.P.G.B. has never had it so good. Hugh Macdiamid was given immense
publicity in his fight to win 127 votes against the former Prime Minister; and
scarcely a day went by without Henry Fairlie, Randolph Churchill, and other
capitalist commentators writing favourable articles about the C.P.G.B.’s brave fight
to win time on television.

The truth is, of course, that the C.P.G.B. presents no real alternative to the
existing political parties. It is, as they are, a Parliamentary Party. It states that its
“ Socialist ” programme can be achieved through Parliament, in alliance with the
Labour Party, indeed only in alliance with the Labour Party. It stands for reform,
not for revolution. In effect it joins with the other parties in arguing about how
capitalism can best be reformed and improved. The militant workers do not find in
its programme a sharp call for a break with capitalist policies and capitalist
practices, for a break with all that is bound up in this rotten Parliamentary system.

In consequence it fails to mobilise the votes of those who reject capitalist society.

It appeals to the radicals, but not to the revolutionary working class.

The Committee for Communist Unity

It will not have gone unnoticed by the capitalists, the social democrats, and the
revisionist leadership of the C.P.G.B., all of whom have kept very quiet about it,
that almost exactly 900 votes (899) were obtained by the C.D.R.C.U. candidate in
Huyton, Lancashire—Wilson’s constituency. This vote was achieved without years of
electoral campaigning, such as lie behind the C.P.G.B. candidates; but simply on
the strength of one address, delivered to most of the electors in the week before
polling day, which presented a revolutionary alternative to the existing political
parties, and a revolutionary programme of mass struggle for working class demands.
In addition more than 40 posters were bill-posted outside the main factories in
the constituencies.

It is impossible to deny that almost exactly 900 working people voted for a

revolutionary rejection of capitalist Parliamentary politics, voted against the
capitalist system. This was 1.36% of the votes cast — a larger proportion than that
obtained by several C.P.G.B. candidates.

Khrushchev’s dismissal

And so Mr. Khrushchev, this traitor, has now been removed. And genuine
Communists throughout the world can only rejoice, for he symbolised all that is
rotten within the ranks of the working class movement. His departure shakes the
modern revisionists to the core in every country in the world. Desperately they
protest to Moscow: “ We demand a full explanation”; “ Unconstitutional ”; “ Un-
democratic! ” The political Committee of the Communist Party of Great Britain
states: “ The explanation of the changes so far given does not remove the natural
concern felt by Communisis abroad about this development.” For them it does not,
for the one thing these men fear above all else is the reuniting of the two greatest
socialist powers on the basis of Marxism-Leninism. And the removal of Khrushchey
means that the disintegration of modern revisionism within the U.S.S.R. has begun,
and that the great goal of international working class solidarity is now in sight.

The panic reaction of the revisionist leaderships of many Communist parties in
Europe, East and West, is, objectively, the panic reaction of imperialism, whose
interests the modern revisionists serve; whether they know it, and are paid for it,
or not. For the paper tiger of imperialism has been desperately building up the
revisionist network within the ranks of the world Communist movement in the
hope of stemming the tide of victorious advance against imperialism. And now, in
a moment, the man who has co-ordinated this revisionist campaign for a decade, has
gone. Is it any wonder that the imperialists, and all their agents, are afraid of the
future?

~ We British Communists welcome the dismissal of Khrushchev, and urge those
who have replaced him to reunite the Communist Party of the Soviet Union with
the international Communist movement with all possible speed.

The developing struggle to defeat
revisionism in Western Europe

IN this month’s Vanguard we reprint the recent statement issued by the Political
Committee of the Communist Party of Belgium, following the recent elections in
Belgium. The reconstituted Communist Party, under the leadership of Jacques
Grippa, has made immense progress in recent months in the struggle to win the
militant workers and intellectuals for a Marxist-Leninist policy, in face of bitter
opposition from the social democrats and the modern revisionists. Communists in
Britain have derived immense encouragement from the firm and open challenge to
revisionism which Belgian Communists have made during this last year. It is to
their great honour that they have led the way in Western Europe in the struggle
to re-establish Marxist-Leninist principles and practice.

But they no longer stand alone. The struggle against revisionism has now
spread throughout Western Europe. In Italy, in Switzerland, in Denmark, in Austria,
Marxist-Leninist journals are now being published. In Spain the Communist Party
has been re-established this last month. Their communique has been reprinted on
page 16. The Spanish comrades, working under exceptionally difficult conditions,
under a Fascist government, who have now reconstructed their Party will undoubt-
edly achieve great successes in the near future in their struggle to free Spain from
its vile, United States-backed Franco dictatorship.

In France, too, Marxist-Leninists are making headway in the struggle against a
strongly entrenched revisionist leadership. We welcome, in particular, the informa-
tion bulletins which we receive from the Secretariat of the Marxist-Leninist groups
in the Paris region. Marxism-Leninism is invincible. Its principles are international.
Even in Western Europe imperialism is incapable of preventing the truth being
seized upon by ever more milifants who have seen through the lies and deceptions
of modern revisionism. Marxist-Leninists, unite!
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SINCE the formation of Mr. Harold Wilson’s Labour Government the
British wars of aggression against the people’s of South Arabia and
North Kalimantan continue. Indeed, recent reports indicate that they
have been stepped up. Thus the National Liberation Front of occupied
South Yemen (the Aden Protectorate) reported on October 20th that a
British military vehicle was destroyed and four British soldiers were
killed and several wounded in a recent engagement in South Yemen.
On October 25th Omani commandos reported that three British soldiers
were Kkilled and several others wounded in a clash with British forces in
the Daffar region. On October 25th the Indonesian Kalimantan military
district reported that 18 British soldiers were killed when they intruded
into Natukov, in Eastern Kalimantan, and attacked an Indonesian frontier

The British military occupation of South-East Asian and South Arabian
countries, and the wars of aggression against their peoples, are intended to main-
tain the positions and the profits of the British monopely capitalists (and in par-
ticular their oil, plantation, and mining interests). In Malaya, for example, British
capitalists have at least £350 million invested in immensely profitable tin mines and

rubber plantations.

(Dunlops is perhaps the best-known of the giant monopolies

that operates in Malaya.) In North Kalimantan there are rich oilfields controlled

by Shell.

“Malaysia ” is a desperate attempt to
maintain military and political control
over Singapore, Malaya, and North Kali-
mantan (Sarawak, Brunei and North
Borneo) by bringing them all under the
Malayan Prince Abdul Rahman's govern-
ment, which is itself tightly controlled
from London. Under treaties dictated
to this Prince the British ruling class
station in these countries more than
60,000 Army, Navy and Air Force per-
sonnel. Nearly one-third of the whole
Royal Navy is based in Singapore.

Qil

Even more vital to the British mono-
poly capitalists are their oil interests in
the Arab lands of West Asia, and par-
ticularly along the Persian Gulf; with
Aden the main military base from which
British forces operate against the Arab
peoples who are fighting for the libera-
tion of their homelands. Only the Direc-
tors of Shell and British Petroleum
know exactly how many thousands of
millions of pounds they have invested
in oil production in Arabia, for the
greater profit of the few thousand capi-
talists who own most of the shares in
these giant companies. For a veil of
secrecy conceals the extent to which
British imperialism is looting the Arab
peoples, in ever closer alliance with
United States imperialism.

One fact may, however, be cited. The
Financial Times, in January, 1959, re-
vealed that 21 British oil firms (all of
them subsidiaries of Shell and British
Petroleum) made more profit in the pre-
ceding year than all 456 British engin-
eering, iron, steel and shipbuilding firms
put together. And the Persian Gulf area
is the main field in which these com-
panies operate. The overall position has
not drastically changed in the interven-
ing. years.

British imperialism is using force, as
it always has, to maintain its hold over
South-East Asia and the Arab countries.
But its aggression is meeting with grow-
ing resistance from the peoples of these
lands. Since 1952 the amount actually
spent overseas for military purposes has
more than doubled to about £300 million
each year. (The total military budget
is, of course, much larger.) It is becom-
ing more and more costly for the British
ruling class to maintain their imperial
bases. At the same time capital exports
continue to increase, for the competition
with rival imperial powers forces the
British capitalists to search ever more
feverishly for cheaper raw materials and
for surplus profits within the economic-
ally under-developed lands. These capital
exports are now running at record levels;
between £300 million and £400. million,
according to conservative estimates.

Imperialist crisis

Taking overseas military spending and
overseas investment together, perhaps
£700 million is being spent overseas each
year which must be paid for in foreign
currency. This is imperialist expenditure
pure and simple; and is, of course, over
and above what is spent on importing
goods for British industry and the British
people. It is no coincidence that the gap
in the balance of payments, about which
Mr. Wilson is now talking, is somewhere
around this same figure—£700 million.

British monopoly capital must invest
for profit overseas, or it will be defeated
by its foreign competitors. The  safe-
guarding ” of its overseas investments in
face of the rising national liberation
movements in Asia and elsewhere re-
quires ever greater military expenditure.
The demand for foreign currency, there-
fore, steadily increases. How can this
be obfained? Only by exporting more
British goods than would be necessary to
pay for British imports. How can these
additional exports be obtained? Only
by squeezing the living standards of the
British people, by making sure that they
buy fewer British goods. Alternatively,
of course, if the demand for imported
goods can be cut back then foreign cur-
rency is saved. But, either way, the
standard of living of the British people
must fall.

This is where Mr. Harold Wilson’s

Labour Government comes in. For it has
now taken over the direction of the
British capitalist state precisely in order
to force down the living standards of
the British people so that British capital
exports and overseas aggression can be

maintained. It is easier for a govern-
ment which pretends to stand for Labour
to get away with attacks. upon the
people than it would be for a Tory
Government (which stands openly for
the capitalist class).

In fact, Mr. Wilson's strategy involves
two complementary lines of action; the
forcing down of British living standards
will be accompanied by a policy of still
greater subservience to United States
imperialism. He aims to cut down on a
good deal of “unnecessary” British
capitalist spending on nuclear arms, and
other equipment, which United States
capitalism can produce more efficiently,
and therefore more cheaply.

How will Mr. Wilson reduce the
amount of goods that we buy, to “re-
lease” them for export? Firstly, by im-
plementing his “incomes poliey.” This
high-sounding phrase means nothing
other than the freezing of wages, so that,
when prices rise, real wages (what we
can buy with our money) fall. For this
purpose Mr. Wilson must seek to carry
the trade union movement with him.
Most of the right-wing leaders of the big
unions present no problem. The most
powerful * Left-winger,” Mr. Frank
Cousins, of the T.G.W.U., has been

For British monopoly capital the Arab lands mean
huge cil profits

COUSINS

WILSON

The Labour Government represents the interests
of monopoly capital

drawn into the Cabinet. (He might have
been expected to cause some trouble if
he had not been given one of the plums
of office.) And since the leadership of
the C.P.G.B. is pursuing its usual line of
causing no more embarassment to the
Labour Government than is necessary
for ‘appearances sake, Mr. Wilson is
likely to make fairly easy headway
among official trade union leaders to his
wage-freezing “ incomes policy.”

Industrial action

The one thing that can disrupt the
Labour Government's plans to force
down real wages is mass action by the
industrial working class—strike action.
It is for this reason that our Trade Union
rights are likely to come under sharpen-
ing attack. Mr. Gunter, the Minister of
Labour, has already made this plain. The
full force of the law will be used by this
Labour Government against “ unofficial
strikes—if the Government can get away
with it. United action by the working
class, linking industry with industry, will
be needed to defeat their plans.

Another move against our living stand-
ards has already been announced; the
3/- in the pound levy on all imports,
except for food, basic raw materials, and
tobacco. A growing range of consumer
goods has been imported in recent years,
particularly from Western Europe; this
measure will therefore mean sharp in-
creases in the prices of many clothes,
shoes, cars, cameras, wines, and other
goods, bought by the housewife in every
High Street. But the effects will not end
there. The industrial capitalists of
Western Europe can be expected to re-
taliate against our exports, in order to
protect their"own balances of payments.
The result? Rising unemployment in
several British export industries, and a
further fall in the living standards of
many British workers.

Sell-out to U.S.A.

The reaction to Mr. Wilson’s move,
among West European governments, has
been generally hostile. It further con-
firms their belief that the British capi-
talist class, whom the Labour Govern-
ment represent, are becoming still more
subservient to United States imperialism.
The abandoning of Britain’s independ-
ent nuclear bomb, and the projected
scrapping of the Anglo-French Concorde
airliner also point along the same road
of servility to the United States ruling
class. President Johnson has - already
made known his full approval of the
measures which our ‘““ Socialist” Prime
Minister Wilson has announced.

The *left-wingers™ in this Labour
Government can be under no illusions
about the role which it is playing on
behalf of British imperialism. Cousins,
Barbara Castle, Antony Greenwood, to-
gether with all the members of the
Government,. will be held responsible to
the working class for the death of every
Asian patriot and every British soldier
in these wars of aggression against
South Arabia and South-East Asia. They
will be held responsible, along with their
colleagues, for every attack by this Gov-
ernment upon the living standards, and
the Trade Union and democratic rights
of the British working class and people.
Whatever the superficial political com-
plexion of any individual members this
Labour Government is the instrument
through which the British capitalist class
now rules. All its members must be
treated accordingly.

The only way forward for the British
working class and people in this period
of deepening crisis for British imperial-
ism is through resolute struggle against
all the attacks of the employers, and
the Government. We must reject their
policies of overseas aggression. We must
fight to liberate our country from United
States domination. To this end we must
challenge the ruling class in the only
way that it understands; by mass aetion,
and in particular by industrial aetion.

MICHAEL McCREERY

U.S. PRAISE BRITAIN’S “SPEEDY”

STEPS

American reaction to Britain’s new
economic moves was generally favour-
able.

U.S. officials are said to have praised
the speed and vigour shown by Mr.
Wilson's Government.

And the Treasury in Washington gave
their full official backing to the British
moves.

This is an encouraging atmosphere
for the talks which Mr. Gordon Walker,
Britain’s Foreign Secretary, is having
with Mr. Dean Rusk, American Secretary
of State, and Mr. Douglas Dillon, Treas-
ury Secretary.

In Europe last night the general
attitude was more- critical.

AND IT'S OK BY THE CITY

The City 1liked the Government’s
economic measures to deal with Britain’s
balance of payments difficulties.

The Sun, 27/10/64
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ELECTIONS IN BELGIUM-—

Statement by the Communist Party

Communists have cause to be satisfied
with the results of the local elections.

We have conducted an electoral cam-
paign on the line of the denunciation of
the misdeeds of the Lefevre-Spaak Gov-
ernment and of the politics of the P.S.B.
(The Belgian Socialist Party) in parti-
cular, calling the workers to action for a
Popular United Front programme.

Despite the attempts of the Govern-
ment parties to  depoliticise” the
elections, the Lefevre-Spask Government
has been clearly rejected.

A considerable number of workers
have turned away from the P.S.B. whose
treacherous policy they have constantly
condemned.

The Communist victory is indisputable.

And the Diversion of the Revisionist
Khrushchovites cannot conceal that fact.

They presented no programme. They
took care to hide their real aims which
resemble those of the P.S.B.

Their activity has been entirely
directed against us, with the intention
of reducing the votes of our supporters,
of the workers who approve our pro-
gramme.

The Khrushchovite Revisionists do not
hold back from any provocation. They
poured out the most ignoble slanders
against us—with the help noticeably of
the radio and television at the orders of
the Government—presenting them with
five programmes in ten days while we
were not allowed to speak.

They made use of the most revolting
pressure and blackmail against the elec-
tors who presented our lists. They tried
to deceive the voters by sticking fraudu-
lently their list numbers on our pro-
grammes.

Beyond any possible doubt, it is OUR
PROGRAMME—and not the void of the
Khrushchovite revisionists —that the
workers want to approve in criticising
the policy of the P.S.B.

For our part, we have denounced the
governmental policy, a policy of:—

—devaluation of the purchasing power
of wages;

—application of the ‘“ Single Law ”;

—reinforcement of the unitary bourg-
eois State;

—the anti-strike laws;

—the war in the Congo;

—subservience to American politics.

We have affirmed our PROGRAMME :—
—the demand for work;

—for liberty;

—for federalism;

—for national independence;
—for internationalism.

We can be proud of the results ob-
tained by our Party, reconstituted on the
basis of Marxism-Leninism less than ten
months ago.

The Political Bureau must congratu-
late all the militants of the Party and
sympathisers who have made an
immense effort with courage, tenacity
and a great spirit of devotion.

A considerable number of workers
have been alerted by the Party and
have realised the necessity to fight for a
POPULAR UNITED FRONT PRO-
GRAMME.

- And now, more than ever, let us
intensify the struggle against this
wretched P.S.C.-P.S.B. Government.

DOWN WITH THE LEFEVRE-SPAAK
GOVERNMENT! ! !

Workers, into action for the realis-
ation of the immediate programme of
the Communist Party :

1. Stop the War against the Congo-
lese people!

2. National independence. Let us get
out of NATO! Liberation from the
yoke- of the exploiting aggressor—
American Imperialism!

3. Realisation of the comprehensive
programme of demands for all
workers. 10 per cent inecrease on
wages and pensions without supple-
mentary tax retentions. The 40-
hour week. Lowering by five years
of the retiring age; pension to be
at 45,000 francs, while the cost of
living index stands at 110. )

4. Against the rising cost of living
and the reactionary tax system.
For a National Health Service, to
ensure free medical and pharma-
ceutical treatment.
Democratisation of education.
Defence of democratic liberties.
Self-determination by means of
federalism.

Stop the aggression and blackmail

"~ of the Imperialists.

10. Solidarity with the eclasses, the
peoples and naiions in struggle
against the exploitation, oppression,
and aggression of the Imperialists.

The Political Bureau of the Com-

"irg%zist Party of Belgium, 12th October,
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From the Caribbean and -
Latin America

NICARAGUA
U.S. Imposed Treaty Repudiated

The Nicaragua Congress (both houses)
repudiated as unconstitutional the
Bryan-Chamorro treaty of 1916'Wh1(:‘h
gave U.S. imperialism the option in
perpetuity of a route from the Atlantic
to the Pacific.

The Panama riots in January gave the
project a further push. Nicaragua, gener-
ally regarded as a complacent ally of the
U.S. has shaken the Yankees.

Nicaraguans described the treaty as
repugnant to the national constitution . ..
a treaty which would injure our sover-
eignty. Costa Rica and El Salvador have
protested previously along similar lines.

JAMAICA

Bustamente and the Chiang Kai-shek
Formosa Gang

Some weeks ago when gsailors from
the 600 million strong People’s Republic
of China were among other nationals on
a ship bound for Cuba which stopped
at Jamaica, Bustamante’s Government
allowed all the other sailors to go ashore
but prevented our Chinese brothers from
landing.

Now the Bustamante Government is
on the verge of establishing trade rela-
tionship with the Chiang Kai-shek For-
mosa Gang and have further sent con-
gratulations to them on the so-called
53rd anniversary.

The Jamaica Gleaner of 14/10/64 says:
“ If the Republic of China has something
to offer us and we have something to
offer China in way of trade, then by all
means serious talks should be held, and
this holds good for other countries as
well.”

How farcical can Bustamante and the
Imperialist Jamaican Press get. 1. the
Chiang Kai-shek TU.S. stooge gang op-
presses 10 million Chinese who will
eventually win their struggle and rejoin
their brethren of 600 million represent-
ing the omnly China there is; 2. pure
commonsense should tell Bustamante
that there is more to be gained in trade
and other relationships with the real
China than with the U.S. backed
Formosa gang.

THE FACT HOWEVER, IS THAT
BUSTAMANTE IS A STOOGE OF U.S.
IMPERIALISM AND MUST DO THEIR
BIDDING. THE JAMAICAN WORKERS

AND PEOPLE WILL SOON SORT HIM
AND HIS MASTERS OUT !

CHILE

U.S. marines participating in the 5th
joint manoeuvres in Latin America,
which is usually intended to be a show
of might to frighten our peoples, met
with rebuffs by the Chilean people and
especially the students.

At Talcahuano, Chile’s biggest military
base, the people demonstrated against
the Gringoes and in Santiago where they
(the Yankee Gringoes) had intended to
hold a concert at the College of Philoso-
phies, students drove them away amid
'Isélguts of “CHILE YES— YANKEES

TRINIDAD

Eric Williams’s McCarthyite and Other
Imperialist Committees and Commissions

For over a year now Dr. Eric Williams,
Prime Minister of Trinidad and Tobago,
has responded to the call of his U.S.
masters and established a MeCarthyite
Committee to ‘“investigate subversive
activities,” and their main job has been
so far to try to drag before it militant
politicians and trade unionists. Having
brought some persons before the courts
and having failed to get judgement
against them, Eric’s witch hunt con-
tinues, but will be doomed to failure just
z{t}ssn‘gcCarthy eventually failed in the

The doctor is well-known for his * we
are with the West > (imperialists) state-
ments and now it would appear that he
is likely to be the chief spokesman for
the continuation of the export of labour
to England and elsewhere on a “selective
basis,” which is a stooge method of fight-
ing the British Colour Bar Immigration
Laws. Of course the exportation of the
Caribbean’s best sons and daughters to
foreign lands is no solution to our
colonial problems.

The Police and the Minister Fiasco

Recently ten senior officers and other
members of the Trinidad Police force
were suspended and a commission set up
to examine their “gun and licence run-
ning” activities. During the investigation
Pat Soloman, Minister of Internal Affairs
(Security) it was alleged, had released
one of his relatives from police custody
in a dictator’s fashion. He resigned
from his position, but within weeks had
got another ministerial position as Mini-
ster of External Affairs.

People’'s Republic of China
— Government Statement

CHINA exploded an atom bomb at 15:00 hours on October 16, 1964, and
thereby conducted successfully its first nuclear test. This is a major
achievement of the Chinese people in their struggle to increase their
national defence capability and oppose the U.S. imperialist policy of
nuclear blackmail and nuclear threats.

To defend oneself is the inalien-
able right of every sovereign state.
And to safeguard world peace is
the comimon task of all peace-loving
countries. China cannot remain
idle and do nothing in the face of
the ever increasing nuclear threat
posed by the United States. China
is forced to conduct nuclear tests
and develop nuclear weapons.

The Chinese Government has consis-
tently advocated the complete prohibi-
tion and thorough destruction of nuclear
weapons. Should this have been realised,
China need not develop the nuclear
weapon. But this position of ours has
met the stubborn resistance of the U.S.
imperialists. The Chinese Government
pointed out long ago that the treaty on
the partial halting of nuclear tests
signed by the United States, Britain and
the Soviet Union in Moscow in July,
1963, was a big fraud to fool the people
of the world, that it tried to consolidate
the nuclear monopoly held by the three
nuclear powers and tie up the hands
and feet of all peace-loving countries,
and that it not only did not decrease but
had increased the nuclear threat of U.S.
imperialism against the people of China
and of the whole world. The U.S.
Government declared undisguisedly even
then that the conclusion of sueh a treaty
does not at all mean that the United
Staes would not conduct underground
tests, or would not use, manufacture,
stockpile, export or proliferate nuclear
weapons. The facts of the past year
and more fully proves this point.

During the past year and more, the
United States has not stopped manufac-
turing various nuclear weapons on the
basis of the nuclear tests which it had
already conducted. Furthermore, seek-
ing for ever greater perfection, the
United States has during this same
period conducted several dozen under-
ground nuclear tests and thereby more
perfecting the nuclear weapons it manu-
factures. In stationing nuclear sub-
marines in Japan, the United States is
posing a direct threat to the Japanese
people, the Chinese people and the
peoples of all other Asian countries. The
United States is now putting nuclear
weapons into the hands of the West
German revanchists through the so-
called multi-lateral nuclear force and
thereby threatening the security of the
German Democratic Republic and the
other East European socialist countries.
U.S. submarines carrying Polaris mis-
siles with nuclear warheads are prowling
the Taiwan Straits, the Tonkin Gulf, the
Mediterranean Sea, the Pacific Ocean,
the Indian Ocean and the Atlantic
Ocean, threatening everywhere peace-
loving countries and all peoples who are
fighting against imperialism, colonialism
and neo-colonialism. Under such circum-
stances, how can it be considered that
the U.S. nuclear blackmail and nuclear
threat against the people of the world
no longer exist just because of the false
impression created by the temporary
halting of atmospheric tests by the.
United States?

The atom bomb is a paper tiger. This
famous saying by Chairman Mao Tse-
tung is known to all. This was our view
in the past and this is still our view at
present. China is developing nuclear
weapons not because we believe in the
omnipotence of nuclear weapons and
that China plans to use nuclear weapons.
The truth is exactly to the contrary. In
developing nuclear weapons, China’s
aim is to break the nuclear monopoly of
the nuclear powers and to eliminate
nuclear weapons.

The Chinese Government is loyal to
Marxism-Leninism and proletarian inter-

nationalism. We believe in the people.
It is the people who decide the outcome
of a war, and not any weapon. The
destiny of China is decided by the
Chinese people, and the destiny of the
world by the peoples of the world, and
not by the nuclear weapon. The develop-
ment of nuclear weapons by China is for
defence and for protecting the Chinese
people from the danger of the United
States launching a nuclear war.

The Chinese Government hereby
solemnly declares that China will never
at any time and under any circumstances
be the first to use nuclear weapons.

The Chinese people firmly support the
struggles for liberation waged by all
oppressed nations and people of the
world. We are convinced that, by relying
on their own struggles and also through
mutual aid, the peoples of the world will
certainly win victory. The mastering of
the nuclear weapon by China is a great
encouragement to the revolutionary
peoples of the world in their struggles
and a great contribution to the cause of
defending world peace. On the question
of nuclear weapons, China will neither
commit the error of adventurism nor the
error of capitulationism. The Chinese
people can be trusted.

The Chinese Government fully under-
stands the good wishes of peace-loving
countries and people for the halting of
all nuclear tests. But more and more
countries are coming to realise that the
more the U.S. imperialists and their
partners hold on to their nuclear mono-
poly, the more is there danger of a
nuclear war breaking out. They have it
and you don’t, and so they are very
haughty. But once those who oppose
them also have it, they would no longer
be so haughty, their policy of nuclear
blackmail and nuclear threat would no
longer be so effective, and the possibility
for a complete prohibition and thorough
destruction of nuclear weapons would
increase. We sincerely hope that a nuc-
lear war would never occur. We are con-
vinced that, so long as all peace-loving
countries and people of the world make
common efforts and persist in the
struggle, a nuclear war can be pre-
vented.

The Chinese Government hereby form-
ally proposes to the governments of the
world that a summit conference of all
the countries of the world be convened
to discuss the question of the complete
prohibition and thorough destruction of
nuclear weapons, and that as a first step,
the summit conference should reach an
agreement to the effect that the nuclear
powers and those countries which will
soori become nuclear powers undertake
not to use nuclear weapons, neither to
use them against non-nuclear countries
and nuclear-free zones, nor against each
other. v

If those countries in possession of
huge quantities of nuclear weapons are
not even willing to undertake not to use
them, how can those countries not yet in
possession of them be expected to be-
lieve in their sincerity for peace and
not to adopt possible and necessary de-
fensive measures?

The Chinese Government will, as
always, exert every effort to promote
the realisation of the noble aim of the
complete prohibition and thorough de-
struction of nuclear weapons through
international consultations. Before the
advent of such a day, the Chinese Gov-
ernment and people will firmly and un-’
swervingly march along their own road
of strengthening their national defences,
defending their motherland and safe-
guarding world peace.

We are convinced that nuclear
weapons, which are after all created by
man, certainly will be eliminated by
man.

How about that for running a Carib-
bean Government in the interest of the
people?

(BRITISH) GUYANA

In Guyana a BOGUS IMPERIALIST
IMPOSED AND DEVISED GENERAL
ELECTION will take place on December
7, whilst the country is still under mili-
tary occupation by the British Imperi-
alist enemy’s troops called in by Dr.
Jagan, a Socialist (sic), and the P.P.P.
Government. Nominations have closed
on October 26 last and it is expected
that over 200 persons from about eight
parties and groups will be putting up
candidates.

The main parties which will be stand-
ing are: The People’s Progressive Party
(the present Government, a puppet
without power); the People's National
Congress (the main opposition party,
whose fetish is to oppose in a stupid and

destructive manner); the United Force,
with its “ Highway to Happiness” pro-
gramme—the local agent of British and
U.S. imperialism. The election will be
held under proportional representation
—the whole country will be regarded
as one constituency. 222,750 voters have
registered; there are 53 seats; therefore
a candidate must get approximately
4,203 votes. No date is fixed for Inde-
pendence, no constitution is agreed and
Dr. Jagan keeps harping on tying our
country to the apron strings of a “treaty
with the great (imperialist) powers to
safeguard our sovereignty ” as he claims.

Anarchy continues in the country. Re-
cently British troops shot and killed an
unarmed farmer and seriously wounded
another. But yet the P.P.P. Government
would not correct their blunder by de-
manding their withdrawal.

A united front of struggle against the
main enemy is vitally necessary in
Guyana.



Cuban people.
History of the Revolution

The history of the Cuban people and
their country bears many similiarities to
the history of many colonial lands.

Cuba was “discovered” by Columbus in
1492 at the very beginning of the con-
quest of overseas territories by the
Europeans which was to lead eventually
to the formation of vast empires. These
early Spaniards found there the true
people of the land, the Carib Indians,
but over the years they have died out
through disease and repression by the
early colonialists. This is exactly what
has happened in many other countries.
Later in the 16th-i8th centuries, Spani-
ards began to bring African slaves into
the country. They treated the slaves in
a way we know about—keeping them in
compounds like cattle, working them
like animals, breeding them to produce
more and stronger slaves, and generally
completely abusing their human dignity.
The descendanfs of these form a large
proportion of the Cuban people. Finally,
many Europeans, particularly of Spanish
origin, settled in Cuba from very early
times. These are the main groups who
have lived and worked together and
intermarried to form the Cuban people
as they are today.

Until 1898, Cuba remained a Spanish
colony. But for the preceeding 30 years
the people had fought for their indepen-
dence from Spain. Their fight had been
led at first by wealthy liberals, later by
those progressives who were able to
rally the whole people—men such as the
great patriot José Marti. Although suc-
cessful in their battle against the
Spanish Imperialists, the Cuban people
were merely taken over by U.S. Imperi-
alists, as Marti had foretold. Cuba be-
came an American colony in all but
name.

The people of Cuba were to learn
between 1898 and 1959 about the kind
of “ democracy” they would be allowed
by America, of the true nature of the
ballot box and elections. Time and time
again promises would be made, elections
would be held, but the people would
find themselves betrayed to U.S. Imperi-
alism. -

Batista was a clear example of the
type of ruler they found themselves
under. At the beginning of two terms of
office in 1933 and 1940 he made con-
cessions to the people but for the
greater part of his total term of office he
ruled as a brutal dictator, backed by a
U.S.. trained and equipped army, spend-
ing 22% of the budget on military ex-
penditure. Batista was not only openly
supported by the U.S. but also by the
Catholic Church which was in a very
corrupt state. The people were unable
to protest effectively. U.S. capital con-
trolled the Cuban economy. This control
was finally broken by the people in arms
led by Fidel Castro.

There were several aspects of the
Rebel Army and of the later achieve-
ments of the ‘ Rebel ” People’s Govern-
ment which contributed forcefully to the
success of the Revolution. The leaders
and fighters in the Rebel army were
from various backgrounds ranging from
the urban unemployed and peasantry to
student and professional types. But they
were united towards a common goal —
the ousting of foreign imperialists who
were exploiting the masses of the Cuban
people. The rebel army worked at first
among the peasantry gaining their sup-
port. In the end these two forces could
not be separated. As Mao Tse-tung has
pointed out, “ If the guerilla fighters are
fish, the rural population which hides
and sustains them is the water in which
the fish swim and without which they
cannot live.”

Then when Batista had fled and con-
trol had passed to the People’s Govern-
ment, all the diverse groups of the ex-
ploited—the urban working class, the
vast army of unemployed, the rural
workers, the poor peasants, worked to-
gether and are still doing so— again
united by a common aim: that of build-
ing a socialist society. Here there are
no factions. All the previously oppressed
classes have come together to work
together; had this not happened the
revolution could not have been success-
ful and this is another lesson for us.
All exploited peoples must see what they
have in common—an enemy, the "im-
perialists. Only in united action can- we
be successful.

Measures of Reform — Agriculture

The Imperialists had run the Cuban
economy purely for their own benefit
and this was reflected in the one crop
nature of it prior to the revolution.
Imperialists are not concerned with
building a working and self-sufficient
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CUBA SI!-YANKEE NO!

THE STORY of the Cuban Revolution is well known. Between 1956
and 1959 the 26th July Movement carried out guerilla warfare in the
mountains and underground struggle in the city and were able by New
Year’s Day 1959 to seize control of Cuba from the foreign imperialists
and their local stooges. The entry of the rebel army, led by Fidel Castro,
into Havana marked the handing over of control of their country to the

economy in their “ possessions.” They
are concerned with how this land—for it
Is no more than land and a supply of
cheap labour to them—can be best used
to increase and safeguard the profits of
the capitalists in the “ mother ” country.
Before the revolution 92% of the farms
only occupied 28% of the total area
under cultivation. Moreover, the
majority of those who worked these
small farms were not even the owners
but were tenants, sub-tenants, share-
Croppers, squatters, ete.

Meanwhile, the best land was in the
hands of U.S. companies, e.z. Cuban
Atlantic Sugar Co., Cuban American
Sugar Co., United Fruit Co., West Indies
Sugar Co., ete. Most of their plantations
were greater than 7,500 acres and some
were greater than 12,000. acres in extent.
However, U.S. ecapital was not confined

to the sugar industry as this table
reveals:

Direct U.S.

Ownership
Sugar Industry 40%
Non-Sugar 23%
Telephone & Electronic -
Services 90%
Railways 50%

Nevertheless this only gives an indi-
cation of U.S. domination, for the so-
called Cuban firms were in reality
American subsidiaries completely depen-
dent on U.S. capital for their existence.
Thus the U.S. capitalists drained the
country’s wealth. However, the problem
was even greater than the outflow of
profits from Cuba. It was utter distortion
of Cuban agriculture to suit the Imperi-
alists needs with the corresponding
neglect of the people’s needs. Thus, the
land which was owned by U.S. big
business for sugar cane cultivation was
not all used—probably no more than
50% was in use at any one time, for it
was necessary to keep the demand for
sugar at such a level that high prices
and fat profits could be gained. While
this fertile land lay fallow Cuba was
importing $18 million worth of food-
stuffs a year. What food was being
grown in Cuba came from small farmers
—tenants and sub-tenants mainly. The
local large landowners devoted their vast
farms to uneconomical cattle breeding.
The imperialist distortion of agriculture
was shown by the fact that in 1957, 44%
of all land was devoted to pasture and
only 22.5% to crops (and not all of that
cultivated).

This situation necessitates the anti-
imperialist basis of the Cuban agrarian
revolution. Changes began in the rebel
held Sierra Maestra in 1958 when a law
was passed that all who worked less than
150 acres should become the owners of
the land they worked. Then after the
people’s seizure of state power, in March
1959, the Agrarian Reform Law was
passed. As a result the foreign and
Cuban big landowners were eliminated.
About 100,000 farm workers became the
owners of the land they worked and
about 40% of rural land became state
farms.

It will be noticed that there remains
a strong private sector in the economy.
These small and middle private farmers
are given state help, including the grant-
ing of low interest credits, the setting
up of adequate prices for their produce,
assistance in ploughing and other mech-
anical tasks: furnishing of insecticides,
fertilisers, etc. Nevertheless, the pre-
sence of this private sector remains a
serious drawback to the effective and
methodical planning of crop production
and this disadvantage will become all
the more obvious as the state farms
develop and become even more efficient
and productive. Yet it is one of the
most admirable features of the Cuban
Revolution that both the small and
middle farmers are being won over to
the revolutionary cause. It is hoped
that eventually they will wvoluntarily
enter into the collective, co-operative
forms of production.

Of course, the main problem for the
revolution is to eliminate Cuba’s depen-
dence on one crop and to diversify
agricultural production. As the President
of the National Institute of Agrarian
Reform commented: “The import of
food is truly shameful in a country as
fertile as ours.” And this probably holds
true for many of the Caribbean-Latin-
American ferritories (e.z. Guyana,
Jamaica and Trinidad, etc.). In Cuba all
under-utilised land has been brought
into full production while swamps have
been drained, and scrubland cleared for
farming. As regards diversification the
production of food crops has been
stepped up, e.g., 1963 produced the big-

gest potato crop in the history of Cuba.
New crops have been introduced, parti-
cularly industrial crops such as cotton.

In the field of livestock production
there have been problems but the cattle
industry, hog production, poultry and
egg production all continue to progress.
Some problems arose through lack of
experience but the setting up of experi-
mental stations will prevent the occur-
rence of serious mistakes in the future.
We can learn from the Cuban agricul-
turalists, and indeed from the Cuban
people in the way they admit their mis-
takes, study them and ‘are thus able to
overcome them and prevent their recur-
rence.

Industry

A country is not economically indepen-
dent until it possesses its own heavy
industry (have we never wondered why
no colony has developed heavy manu-
facturing and processing industries?).
But this is difficult to achieve—it needs
capital, resources, manpower and tech-
nical skill. At the moment the Cuban
econemists have wisely decided that—
on the one hand the sugar industry is
the main source of income: on the other,
diversification of the economy must take
place in a realistic way. Thus the
emphasis at present is on the develop-
ment of industries based on agriculture,
e.g. textiles based on cotton, leather and
spare parts manufacture, die-casting of
non-ferrous metals, glass-ware, diesel
electric plants and anti-biotics plants. In
short in the last few years, $203 million
have been invested in 50 new factories.
There are valuable mineral deposits in
Cuba especially Nickel and the People’s
Government is undertaking their sys-
tematic exploitation: the U.S. Imperi-
alists had owned these deposits but had
never sought to use them, keeping them
instead as a reserve!

The Budget

In 1964 $2,399 millions will be spent
on the people of Cuba. This is not only
Cuba’s 1argest budget in history but aiso
the largest national budget for ail Latin
American countries, $342 per head of
population compared with $61 per head
in Peru, $114 in Puerto Rico, $46 in the
Dominican Republic and about $42 in
(British) Guyana (figures in U.S.
dollars). Where is this money coming
from? The biggest contribution of
$1,800 million comes from the surpluses
(profits) of state enterprises. Colonial
territories  with one crop systems
have to be content to get the major
share of revenue from the taxes paid
by the imperialists on the sugar industry,
etc, on tneir immense profits, while the
vast bulk of the money earned by the
industry, etc., goes outside of the coun-
try. For example, in (British) Guyana
Bookers made a trading profit of
£15,988,209 in 1962. Only a small portion
of this will remain in Guyana, as taxa-
tion levied by the Government.

It has been said that the budget of a
country reflects the society, its priorities,
its outlook for the future. When we
examine the Cuban budget we see a
nation concerned above all with human
welfare and progress. The greatest part
goes to developing the national economy.
Thirty per cent is earmarked for increas-
ing productive capacity, diversifying ex-
ports and expanding Cuba’s foreign
trade. Over a quarter of the budget is
to be used for social services, research
and cultural activity., Less than 10%
needs to be spent on national defence
and internal order as the people them-
selves are armed—an organised militia,
ready to defend themselves against the
Imperialist’s mercenaries and those
Cuban renegades expropriated by the
revolution who are ceaselessly plotting
against the Cuban people to no avail.

Other Changes

Before 1959 Tourism was a very big
industry in Cuba. Cuba was the play-
ground of the rich U.S. capitalists with
all the accompanying abuses. The most
beautiful parts of the country were used
for luxury hotels and private beaches,
etc., while racial discrimination abound-
ed. Brothels and gambling salcons lined
Havana’s streets. Again all this has been
changed. Cuba has been restored to the
people of Cuba—to all the people of
Cuba whatever their physical appear-
ance. And in this new Cuban society
every Cuban is given his opportunity
to work with his fellow Cubans for the
greater good of all. No man or woman
has to degrade himself or herself any
more in the service of foreign tourists
to earn his or her bread.

There are three fields in which the
work of the Revolutionary Government
has been rapidly and effectively success-
ful—namely Education, Public Health
and Housing. Prior to_ the revolution
illiteracy was very high. Now it has
been almost wiped out. Not only the
children, but also previously illiterate
adults have been taught to read and
write. Much of the teaching during the
1961 Campaign Against Illiteracy was
done by young men and women volun-
teers after they had finished their
normal day’s work. Compulsory free

education, including free books and
materials, up to the third year of secon-
dary school, is now given. Worker-
Farmer education programmes have en-
rolled thousands more students than
were expected. The present total of
students in technical training is 5,200,
many of them factory workers. In the
field of other special education, progress
continues; schools of Music, Modern
Dancing, Fine Arts have been estab-
lished and the training of specialists
takes place in buildings which formerly
housed Californian ranch-owners and
wealthy Cuban families. The Batista
Army barracks also have been turned
into primary schools.

In the field of Public Health, the
training of doctors, the building of hos-
pitals, national campaigns of vaccina-
tions against polio, have been organised.
The doctors trained with the help of
scholarships, must afterwards work for
the state. Meanwhile, in auxiliary
medical schools, nurses, technicians,
radiologists, etc., are being trained to
staff the new hospitals. The Cuban
Revolution will not be defeated by the
fact that the American Imperialists
entice away their most highly trained
technicians, including many doctors.
Those who left for reasons of personal
gain would not have had the aims of the
Revolution at heart and their places will
be taken hy others who are revolu-
tionary.

U.S. Aggression

The Cuban people  have not been able
to build their society peacefully without
outside interference. The U.S.—that
large, rich imperialist country finds it
impossible to ignore what is going on in
Cuba, but must actively thwart the
Revolution. Revolutions such as this
strike at the very roots of the Imperi-
alist system. They show to the world
that it is evil, unnecessary. The means
used by the U.S. state to interfere are
diverse. The Guantanamo Base serves
as a cenfre for subversive activities,
sabotage, etc., within the country. They
consider it their right to violate the
Cuban air-space, to have their warships
standing off Havana, even to inspect
Cuba for missile bases. They do not
hesitate before such acts as bombing
Cuban sugar-plantations and schools.
They shamelessly provide money and
arms for invasions of Cuba—they cannot
hide from the world the major role they
played in the unsuccessful invasion of
Cuba in April 1963, by mercenary forces.
Their ignominious defeat forced the
imperialists to use different tactics.

They have collected together all the
reactionary  governments of Latin
America into the Organisation of
American states in order to try and
isolate, on the one hand the Cuban
people, on the other the oppressed
masses of the Caribbean and Latin
America. In their Alliance for Progress
they put forward revolutionary sounding
aims, which they do not mean. They
are merely empty words and we must
not be misled by them. American mono-
polists are not going to hand over money
peacefully to the Caribbean and Latin
American people whom they despise. As
it says in the Bible: “ By their deeds ye
shall know them.”

The struggle against imperialism is
not an easy one. We must be united,
conscientious and selfiess.

Working people throughout the world
hail the heroic achievements of our
Cuban brothers and sisters. .

A. NOONE
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INDIA : 1964

Kamalesh Sen

India is a country
India is a bunch of sobs
India is a calling river
India is a man

A woman.

India has a lot of men
Many planets

And stars

India has a lot of betrayers
Many traitors

And murderers.

If there be a sincere heart
In India

Call it freedom ‘

If there be any love

In India

Call it red-rose

If there be a sacred day
In India

Call it

Comrade Lenin
Comrade Stalin.

Translated from Bengali
by Mihir Bhattacharya.
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NEWS
COMMENT

The London Daily Sketch (October 7),
carried a picture of Mr. Maxwell-Hyslop,
a Tory candidate, cordially shaking
hands with Mr. Mitchard, Labour candi-
date, after a jolly game of ping-pong.
In our opinion, the British General
Election has never been summed up
with such a scintillating (albeit un-
intended), cameo of candour.

“Socialism would ruin Britain. Russia
really experimented with it. Having
learnt their lesson, they are now gallop-
ing back to the system of enterprise and
reward.” (Sir Alec Douglas-Home, Octo-
ber 6) We always understood that to
“ gallop back” from Socialism means to
gallop on to the restoration of capital-
ism. What else could the Tory leader
have meant? Any comments?

We are informed that the manufacturing
output in South Rhodesia has inereased
by 8.6% and that the number of Africans
in employment remained static, despite
the ever increasing number of Africans
on the labour market. This is indeed a
novel way of describing plain unemploy-
ment. White colonialists run South
Rhodesia. The African liberation leaders
are jailed. Their Press banned. Africans
without work in their own country. This
adds up to only one thing. The speedy
defeat of colonialist rule in S. Rhodesia.

U.S. lackey, Tshombe, angry at the
gggosition of Mr. Kaunda, N. Rhodesian
Premier to him, has claimed “that the
majority of the population are anti-
Kaunda.” It is pertinent to ask Tshombg
—* how many Congolese voted for you?
“Were you not installed as a paid puppet
of U.S. imperialism?

The dismissal of Khrushchev from the
Soviet leadership brought forth this
classic from John Gollan, General Secre-
tary of the C.P.G.B.: “ This will make
no difference to British Communist
policy.” In the long run, Mr. Gollan,
British Communist policy will be de-
cided by thousands of British Marxist-
Leninists and not by you and your anti-
Leninist cronies.

“I shan’t live much longer, but I hope
to see the Labour Party in power, then
I can depart fulfilled.” (Earl Attlee,
October 13.) Attlee headed a Labour
Government in 1945 with a tremendous
Commons majority. His Premiership
was marked by serving capitalism and
opposing the working-class at home and
abroad. Now, presumably, his Lordship
wants to look down on the * peaceful
transition to Socialism ” in Britain, from
some Valhalla, no doubt specially re-
served for “Social-Democrat” leaders
who have died from exhaustion serving
the working-class. Better a crust in this
world, Earl Attlee, than a pie in the
next!

So an Australian syndicate has offered
Khrushchev £70,000 for a lecture tour of
Australia and the USA. (¢ polltl’CS
barred and for pure entertainment ”.
We won't disagree with this. We are
against unemployment on principle, and
are sad at the thought of Mr. Khrush-
chev and his deposed son-in-law sharing
one pair of trousers and eating cabbage
soup from a common bowl.

MR. RAY GUNTER, new Minister of
Labour, has described his job as “ a bed
of nails.”” A strong enough comment by
a supposed “ Socialist ” in this particular
position. British dockers, railwaymen,
electricians and many others are de-
manding higher wages in order to at
least maintain existing living standards.
We warn British workers not to be fob-
bed off by some pseudo “incomes policy”
which the Government has in mind, but
to press with all their power for their
just demands. Let Gunter_’s bed of nal.ls
get sharper—his ministerial salary will
prove to be ample compensation for some
physical discomfort. TOM FLINT

CONCORD

The British Ambassador in Paris, Sir
Pierson Dixon, saw the French Prime
Minister, M. Pompidou, this morning,
and told him that the British Govern-
ment wished to re-examine with the
French the Concord project as quickly as
possible. - [

This was in the context of a general
outline of Britain's balance of payments
difficulties and how the. British Govern-
ment proposed to cope with it.

The news concerning the Concord was
received calmly by M. Pompidou. In
fact, the general reaction in French
government circles and aeronautical
circles is more of incredulity than dis-
may.

Politically the implications of British
rejection of the Concord will be seen as
an indication that the British Labour
Government is prepared to recede more
and more from Europe, more and more
from any independent role that Britain
itself might play, into a total dependence
on the US.A.

Evening Standard, 26/10/64.

VANGUARD

Notes on the Election

MORALE in the Communist Party of Great Britain has never been so low, vet it is
a sure sign of social democratic degeneration, that the Party only comes to life at
election time. After the election, the C.P.G.B. returns to its somnolent torpor.

We know well enough that the Trotskyists are always exaggerating the militant
mood of the proletariat, making out that we are on the verge of a revolutionary
situation. That is left wing opportunism in the working class movement. But what
about right wing opportunism, which is at the present time the more serious
danger? The Daily Worker and the C.P. press paint an absolutely false picture of
the mood of the electorate. They are supposed to be fighting mad, determined to
get rid of the Tories at all costs. On October 10, Saturday's Daily Worker headlines
screamed, “ Tories Shaking in Shoes. Final push for a Labour and Communist
Majority.” Who did they think they were kidding? In Monday’s editorial (12/10/64)
we get this characteristic example of the subjective thinking of the revisionists -

“If Mr. Wilson were to say he will
lead a campaign to prevent the M.L.F.
coming into existence and to stop any
schemes with the same aims, the tide
against the Tories would turn into a
raging torrent.”

Apart from anything else, most people
don’t even know what the M.L.F. is.
Where is the evidence to support such
wishful thinking? We spoke to some
Party members who had been out can-
vassing for Sid French in the Mitcham
(Surrey) constituency, and they most
certainly did not share the Daily
Worker’s absurd optimism. Obviously,
then, the Daily Worker writers are stat-
ing as realistic facts what are merely
idealistic hopes. They are dreaming.
Like the notorious subjectivists they
have become and in common with their
brother opportunists, the Trotskyists,
they are substituting subjective wishes
for objective facts.

What is really the mood of the elee-
torate? The plain fact is, and this was
especially true among the youth, the
General Election was a big bore. There
was very little to choose between the
three main parties, and the young voters
knew that whoever got in, it was not
going to make much difference to them.
One paper claimed that only 25% of new
voters would go to the polls. Another
paper interviewed some women, who
said that they would vote if it was a nice
day and if somebody looked after the
children, but that the household chores
came first. The indisputable fact is that
there was widespread cynicism about the
election, in spite of all sorts of gimmicks
which were dreamed up in order to put
some life into if.

Nor was it true that the capitalists
were shaking in their shoes at the
thought of a Labour vietory. This was
utter nonsense. Actually, they were quite
cool, calm and collected. My mate was
reading the Daily Express (Monday,
12/10/@4}. After looking through it, he
threw it down saying, “I always thought
this was a Tory paper, but now it is
difficult to tell who it favours. It is
getting harder and harder to tell the
difference between the various news.
papers and parties.” The FEconomist
came out in favour of a Labour govern-
ment, while The Times was non-com-
mittal until the very eve of the election,
when it almost apologetically declared
itself for the Tories. The oldest and
craftiest capitalist elass in the world are
no mugs, and they knew they were on
a4 winner, no matter who got in.

Let us, therefore, ask ourselves why
the revisionists vie with the Trotskyists
in painting such a false picture of the
Tories shaking in their shoes, cowed
and unhappy, with the working class
ready for a left lead, and eager and
anxious to defeat the Tories. The first
answer which comes to mind is- that
they are trying to rally the troops, to
boost the low morale of the activists.
This is an old trick of the C.P.GB.
leadership. We remember how in one
election after another they told us that
if we worked our fingers to the bone, we
could get Pollitt or some other candi-
date into Parliament, when there was
not the remotest possibility that they
would even save their deposit. But this
is not the whole story. The fact is that
the C.P.G.B. has completely lost faith in
the working class. Therefore, they are
no longer concerned about power: like
other pefty bourgeocis elements in the

Labour Party, for example, they want
to use their following to win them
offices’ and positions, particularly in
Parliament. They have no revolutionary
perspective; the sum total of their am-
bition is to merge themselves in the
Labour Party by becoming a left-wing
ginger group. The only trouble is that,
grovel as they might, the Labour Party
doesn’'t want them or need them yet. In
other words, the revisionists have de-
generated into left-wing social demo-
crats, and as such, they are behaving
more and more like parliamentary
cretins. All their criteria is social demo-
cratic criteria, so electoral success is
{mw of supreme and overriding impor-
ance.

We are not saying anything new when
we state that bourgeois ideology is the
prevailing ideology—this is particularly
so in this country. Revisionism is the
contamination of proletarian ideology
by bourgeois ideology. In these circum-
stances, 1t is not particularly difficult to
achieve a measure of electoral success
by submitting to bourgeois pressure, by
abandoning one’s principles, and by
adapting oneself to the already deep-
rooted bourgeois ideas and petty bourg-
eois illusions of the masses. This is
success for a social democratic party,
but it is not success from the standpoint
of working class power, from the stand-
point of Marxism-Leninism. The reform-
ists and revisionists both get their votes
by exploiting the subjective hopes and
aspirations of the masses, by pretending
to be what they are not and by sacrific-
ing principles. But the reformists have
most of the cake—the revisionists are
left with the tiny crumbs. What they
are after is a bigger slice of the cake,
and so they vainly hope to get it by
trying to push the reformists to the
left. Right throughout the period of
this election campaign, they have made
grovelling appeals to the Labour Party.
“ Wilson must do this,” screams the
Daily Worker editorials, *“ Wilson must
do that.” He takes not a blind bit of
notice of them, nor is he ever likely to
except to rub their noses in the dirt, yet
they stubbornly persist. They go in for
wishful thinking in huge doilops. Dear
Harold, if only you would adopt our
policy, you would sweep into power.
Dear Harold knows different. He doesn’t
live in fairy land. Harold knows where
the votes are, and he can rake them in
all right without the assistance of the
revisionists.

Some of the C.P. canvassers with
whom we spoke agreed with the nature
of our criticism, but maintained that,
with conditions as they are at present,
a Marxist-Leninist policy would gather
even less votes than a revisionist policy.
This may be s0. We do not behave in
the unprincipled manner that the re-
visionists do. We do not say, “adopt
our policy and everybody will vote for
you, and you will make spectacular
gains.” What we do say, however, is
that gains made by compromising prin-
ciples are no gains from a Marxist-
Leninist standpoint, and such victories
are only pyrrhic victories. But truth is
invincible, even though it may take a
long time for truth to triumph. Successes
gained by abandoning principles are
ephemeral successes —they will not
endure. Hard-won successes gained by
standing by principles are real successes
—they will endure.

JACK ANGEL

You can help to develop the
struggle against monopoly capitalism, the Labour Government
and modern revisionism

.
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by

Winning annual subscribers to “ Vanguard .
Helping to sell “ Vanguard ™ at public meetings.
Asking your local newsagent to display “ Vanguard ”.
Contributing reports or articles to “ Vanguard” on

any aspect of the class struggle in Britain and inter-
nationally. (We need reporters in every main indus-
trial centre, and every main industry.)

If you wish to help please contact one of the following

addresses :

A. Major, 57 Manchester Road, Manchester 21.
K. Jennings, 12 Moorfield Avenue, Bradford 3, Yorks.
A. Cross, Flat 3, 33 Anson Road, LONDON, N.7.
K. Houlison, 21 Castle Road, Newton Mearns, GLASGOW.
M. Baker, 29 Lingholm Crescent, Scarhorough, YORKS.
C. Roberts, 14 Caerau Park Road, Ely, Cardiff, SOUTH WALES.

DOCKERS
LEADER TO
| DIE

Vuyisile Mini, Secretary of the African
Dock Workers’ Union, of Port Elizabeth,
South Africa, together with two others,
Wilson Khayingo and Zimanile Mkaba,
were sentenced to death in Port Alfred,
South Africa, on March 17 of this year,
as leaders in the struggle for freedom of
the South African workers against their
Fasecist Government.

Their appeal was rejected on October
2, and only a world-wide campaign of
protest can now force the South African
Government to commute the death sen-
tences on these three leaders of the
African National Congress.

V. Mini is a well-loved figure in South
Africa, who has been active in the fight
against apartheid most of his life. A
talented composer and singer, he was
working for the local committee of the
South African Congress of Trade Unions
at the time of his arrest, and active both
among stevedors and dockers; and in
general trade union work. In 1952 he
was jailed for three months in the
Defiance Campaign, and he was also one
of the accused in the Treason Trial,
which dragged on for four years before
all were acquitted.

& x .

More than 1,200 people have been
tried in South Africa in the last eighteen
months on political charges in 97 trials,
most of them under the Sahotage Act.
The Government is determined to crush
all opposition, and is attempting to break
the Trade Union movement by its re-
strictions on African frade union offi-
cials, almost all of whom are in prison,
exiled, or under banning or house-arrest
orders. The Bantu Laws Amendment
Act, now law, is designed to control all
African labour rigidly, and ensure that
it is only allowed outside the Reserves
so long as its labour is needed by the
mining and industrial companies and
the capitalist farms.

The Fascist policies of the South
African Government have aroused pro-
tests and boycott actions from working
people throughout the world, and these
undoubtedly played the decisive part in
saving the lives of the accused in the
recent Rivonia sabotage trial. They can
play the same part again, to save the
lives of Mini, Mkaba, and Khayinga.

We, the working people of Britain,
have a vital part to play. British capital-
ism, with its investments of more than
£1,000 million in South Africa, dominates
the economy of South Africa. The profits
of the British shareholders in the mining
and industrial companies, and the banks,
of South Africa flow back to Britain
each year to strengthen the ability of
these same shareholders, the ruling
class, to exploit the working people of
Britain. This flow of loot from South
Africa to Britain is obtained at the cost
of untold suffering among our African
brothers. Their struggle for freedom is
our struggle; we have a common enemy.

* # #*

With Mr. Harold Wilson now heading
a Labour Government for imperialist
Britain, let us step up our pressure upon
this Labour Government to implement
the British vote at the United Nations
for the release forthwith of all political
prisoners in South Africa.

Let us step up action by the Trade
Union movement to this same end. The
AE.U. National Committee has already
passed an emergency resolution calling
on the British Government to “imple-
ment a diplomatic, economic and arms
boycott of South Africa in accordance
with the decision of the U.N. General
Assembly,” and has called on the
General Council of the T.U.C. “to use
its influence to ensure that an inter-
national boycott be carried out by
organised workers.”

The T.U.C. and many individual trade
unions have now protested at the death
sentences to the South African president,
along with protests from workers’ organ-
isations from many other lands.

We must give full support to the
November campaign of the Anti-Apart-
heid Movement (89 Charlotte St., W.1.
Telephone LAN 5311) designed to mobi-
lise mass support for the freeing of the
South African political prisoners, and
to save the lives of Mini, Mkaba, and
Khayinga. This will commence with a
poster-parade and vigil outside the South
African Embassy in Trafalgar Square on
October 31. It will continue throughout
the month of November with similar
demonstrations on succeeding Saturdays,
and public meetings will be held on
Sunday, 1 November, 2.30 p.m., at the
N.U.R. Unity Hall, Euston Road, and on
Monday, November 3, at the Central
Hall, Westminster, at 7.30 p.m.
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Unite against U.S. Imperialism

UNITED STATES imperialism is the greatest menace to the peace and
well-being of all peoples throughout the world.

Through the transparent facade of democracy—Ilatest American style
—at play in Congress and Senate, can be seen the monstrous figures of

two of them—the American Telephone and Telegraph Co. and

General Motors each made over 600 million pounds profit. Their annual turnover,
running to about 10 times this amount, reaches a combined figure of no less than
12 thousand million pounds, greater than the national product of many countries.
The finance houses of Rockefeller and Morgan alone control capital, at a conser-
vative estimate, to the extent of some 150 thousand million dollars. To these
enormous concerns must be added other combines such as Standard 0il, Westing-
house, U.S. Steel, Du Pont. Twenty-five to thirty of these monsters of capitalism

form the nerves and muscles, indeed the

Not even the most hypocritical de-
fender of “ private enterprise” could
claim that these are “mere” industrial
undertakings whose activities are con-
fined to their own area of product manu-
facture. Their tentacles reach out to
every vital point of the American scene.

They have their own pet Congressmen
and Senators; extra pressure by way of
lobbies from such firms individually, or
in unison, or through some supported
organisation is an everyday occurrence
in the passage of legislation.

The White House is their playground,
the Pentagon is their strong-arm pen,
and Wall Street is the register for their
success.

They not only produce nuclear fissile
material but dictate who it may be given
to, and who to threaten with their hydro-
gen bomb missiles. They not only manu-
facture guns, tanks, TNT, napalm, but
have already used them—at the cost of
million of lives and untold suffering in
Korea and Vietnam.

Not a single country in the vast South
American sub-Continent is untouched by
the maraudings of American capital; be-
hind the investments of thousands of
millions of dollars stands the American
military machine; when threats and
blackmail are insufficient, the open use
of force and the participation of Ameri-
can military personnel have been quickly
resorted to, as the suffering people of
Guatamala and Panama in recent
years can well testify. But the American
Goliath is not invincible.

The people of North Korea, actively
assisted by the Chinese, resisted the
might of the American Colossus; they
lost two million men, women and child-
ren, but their united strength and un-
dying heroism forced the Americans
back, behind the 49th parallel.

With a million of its inhabitants
slaughtered in years of self-sacrificial
struggle, South Vietnam continues to
display untold courage in a war_ the
American imperialists can never win.

The wvaliant Cuban nation, led by
Fidel Castro, have made the first Social-
ist breach in the western imperialist
hemisphere; they have withstood severe
trials without retreat.

These countries, together with the
countries of Socialism, are the outstand-
ing examples of a broad world front of
opposition to the plans of American
imperialism. This opposition takes many
forms; it has strength and weakness, and
it has gaps in the most vital areas. It is
our duty to examine the key area in
the capitalist sector—DBritain.

very life-blood of the American economy.

American capital investment has pene-
trated extremely wide branches of the
British economy.

DOMINATION OF BRITAIN

Vauxhall, Frigidaire (both controlled
by General Motors), Ford, Hoover, Otis
Elevator, Thos. Hedley, British Home
Stores, Woolworth, Champion, Standard
Oil (Esso)—these are names that give
only a small indication of the American
owned or American controlled firms
whose area of activity can deeply affect
the entire British economy.

Of course, British capitalism too, has
large overseas investments including the
United States itself, but the eriterion of
judgment is which is the dominant
capital; which is extending further and
faster; which is the major threat to the
independence of countries throughout
the world. The answer clearly, is that
American  imperialism, above all,
menaces independence and peace every-
where.

The strident voice of aggression is
heard in the highest ranks of the
American oligarchy. Goldwater, in his
book, Conscience as a Comservative,” de-
manded that the “ United States should
refuse to recognise all the countries of
the Socialist camp, that arms should be
supplied to the underground anti-Com-
munist organisations in those countries,
and that armed forces supplied with
atomic weapons should be held ready in
the event of a rebellion breaking out.”

These are not the ramblings of a
lunatic in the wilderness. Both Gold-
water and Johnson answer the needs of
aggressive U.S. imperialism. The Central
Intelligence Agency of Allen Dulles,
himself a director of J. Henry Schroeder
—American banking concern with Anglo-
German links—and many other com-
panies, has already used its liberally
supplied U.S. Government funds for sub-
versive and sabotage activities against
the Socialist countries. Chaing Kai Shek,
thrown out of the mainland by the
Chinese people, has for some time had
“tactical ™ nuclear weapons in his pos-
session,

Goldwater has been thrust forward to
head the Republican candidature for the
United States Presidency. Open advocate
of racist and Fascist ideas, he has
already secured the support of many
Southern Democrats. President Johnson
and his advocates endeavour to show by
their policies of aggression throughout
the world that the fate and interests of
American imperialism are better served
by the Democratic Party.

The servility of successive Labour and

ZAMBIA

JAMES ROBERT CHIKEREMA, Deputy-
President of the Zimbabwe = African
People’s Union (ZAPU), said: “ The vic-
tory of the Zambian people’s struggle
against imperialism and colonialism is
ours too. We are looking forward to
celebrating the independence of free
Zimbabwe in the near future in Southern
Rhodesia.”

Zimbabwe Review, organ of the ZAPU
head office in Lusaka, in its latest issue
called on the people in Zimbabwe to re-
double their efforts in order to liberate
themselves;

“The independence of Zambia is a
source of inspiration and encouragement
to us,” said the Pan Africanist Congress
of Seuth Africa in its organ, Izwe-Lethu
(Our Motherland). . :

‘“ African nationalism is sweeping like
a hurricane right through Africa. Let
those forces of darkness still represented
by the settlers be warned. No one can
stem the tide of freedom. The white
settlers can keep our bodies in concen-
tration camps but never our minds,” it
said.

The independence of Zambia was an

encouragement to the nationalists and
freedom fighters as well as to the masses
of South Africa, said Thomas T. Kkobi,
representative of the African National
Congress of South Africa.
. “We hope that this will be repeated
in South Africa in the near future. We
have to work harder for the solemn aim
of liquidating imperialism and colonial-
!SI}’E from the African continent,” he
said.

People from outside Zambia who were
not yvet free would be encouraged not to
spare any efforts in fighting the imperial-
ists and colonialists until they obtain
victory, said Resolute Combat, organ of
the Mozambique National Democratic
Union.

Romalho Domingos Gil, representative
of the Angolan People’s Union, said:
“We have greater confidence and en.
couragement now to fight against the
colonialists and liberate our motherland
which has been ruled by the Portuguese
for more than four hundred years.”

) (Hsin-hua News Report)

HELP MAINTAIN “VANGUARD?”

We ask all those who believe that ““ Vanguard ” has a role to play
in the class struggle to guarantee a regular sum each month.

To “ VANGUARD ”, Flat 3,
I will guarantee £ : S.
of the month.
NAME 4. ek ibarat®s
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33 Anson Road, London, N.7.
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Tory governments in Britain to Washing-
has never before been
matched in British history, and in the
Iight of American designs, this consti-
tutes an enormous danger to peace and
independence for the British people.

Now that the General Election is over,
now that a third post-war Labour Gov-
ernment has been returned, can we hope
for better things to come?

George Brown, leading Cabinet Minis-
ter, has stated. “Far from leading us
into war, NATO has been probably the
most potent force in maintaining free-
dom from further ageression in Europe.”

Patrick  Gordon Walker, Lahour
Foreign Minister, has stated, almost
before the ink was dry on his confirm-
ation of office, that the cornerstone of
British Foreign policy lay in its alliance
with the United States.

We should thank these gentlemen for
avoiding any confusion as to what we
may expect from them or their
colleagues.

For many years the objective needs
of the people of Britain have demanded
a mighty movement in this country
against the exponents of hate propa-
ganda against the Socialist countries;
against the engineers of the cold war;
against the self-styled “patriots” who
would sell Britain for a minority share-
holding.

The Peace Movement, headed by CND
and Committee of 100, has an honour-
able place in Britain for awakening the
desires of the common people, to live in
a world ,secure from war. Many thous-
ands of the best representatives of our
youth in particular, have engaged in
enthusiastic and courageous actions to
back their ardent feelings for peace.

But the history of these last few years
has demonstrated yet again that without
the active participation of the organised
working class, movements such as these
must fail. Furthermore, without the
inspiration and leadership of a Marxist
Party, dedicated to its revolutionary
tasks, the working class itself will not
respond spontaneously to the needs and
demands of peace.

The Communist Party of Great Britain
has been faced with the greatest chal-
lenge of our time, and—thanks to its
leadership—has failed to meet it.

Its parliamentary outlook—supposedly

to be backed by mass struggle—has pro-
duced all outlook and no struggle, Its
attitude is the complete antithesis of
Lenin’s concept of a Marxist Party de-
signed to inspire lead and organise the
masses.
. The urgent task of the C.D.R.C.U. and
its organ Vanguard is to help unite all
the best revolutionary elements in the
country, inside and outside the Com-
munist Party around a common pro-
gramme,

The dominant aspect of this pro-
gramme must be the struggle against
United States imperialism in all its
forms and expressions—in its economic
penetration of Brifain, in its policy inter-
ference, in the military pacts, in the
Polaris and other bases in this country.

Continuous, persevering and tireless
efforts to secure the involvement of the
working class, above all, in militant
struggle will be the keystone of success.

That_this will not be achieved over-
night is certain. It is equally certain
that not to strive for this goal is to lose
in advance the battle for peace and
independence. To prepare for, and to
win this battle will open the road for
the final onslaught against capitalism.

JACK SEIFERT

EAST AFRICA

A CORRESPONDENT from Mombasa,
Kenya, points out that a part of the
Editor’s reply to him in the August
Vanguard (see “ Rose-coloured glasses ™)
was based upon a misunderstanding, in
that the Arab-dominated Nationalist
Party was quite distinct from the Afro-
Shirazi, which represented the majority
of the African population. He also
stresses that there is need to make a
most careful examination of what in
fact would be the alternative to any
African nationalist leader, were he de-
posed, before rushing in with bitter
attacks upon such leaders.

It is, indeed, obvious that the imperial-
ists wish to see every African country
run by men who will act as their agents.
There are many Tshombes waiting in
the wings. Thus unbridled attacks upon
nationalist leaders who are still opposing
imperialism in varying degrees may well
assist the rise to power of outright re-
actionaries, rather than advance the
cause of national liberation and social-
ism.

Our correspondent writes: “. . . it is
necessary to have a politically conscious
and mature leadership prior to, and dur-
ing, the revolution. If the leadership is
not important how has it come about
that in a Socialist country like the Soviet
Union a revisionist leader like Khrush-
chev has come to power representing the
interests of, at most, ten per cent of the
Soviet people?

*“ (This) in a country devoted to build-
ing Socialism over the past four decades,
where the population is given a thorough
grounding in Marxism-Leninism. . . .”

FROM THE
PRESS

SUBJECT: How TO MAKE A SUCCESSFUL
REvVOLUTION.
SOURCE: Peking Review, 15/5/64..

The experience of a small number of
advanced elements must be turned into
the experience of the whole people. This
takes time and even requires a payment
of “tuition fees” in the form of big or
small setbacks. .

Renmin Ribao, 6/5/64.

SUBJECT: LIVING IN THE PAST.
Source: P.R. 15/5/64.

One cannot vindicate onself by boast-
ing of one's revolutionary tradition
while deviating from the revolutionary
stand at present.

Rodong Shinmoon, organ of the C.C.
of the Korean Workers’ Party, 19/4/64.

SUBJECT : INTELLECTUALS.
SOURCE: P.R. 10/7/64.

They can play a positive role in re-
volution and construction only when
they accept the leadership of the work-
ing class, serve the workers and
%)}?asants, and identify themselves with

em.

Report delivered by Hu Yao-Pang at
the 9th Congress of the Chinese Com-
munist Youth League, 11/6/64.
SUBJECT :

U.S.
BRITAIN.
SourceE: P.R. 12/6/64.

According to the Daily Mail, one out
of every 30 workers in Britain is paid by
U.S. firms, which make one shilling out
of every pound’s worth of British goods.
In all, the Americans have 1,600 million
pounds invested in over 500 U.K. firms,
with 300 million in ears, 260 million in
petrol, and 119 million in stores, food
and domestic goods: They invest 15
shillings of every pound coming into
Britain from foreign countries, and take
out around 80 million pounds a year in
profits.

INVESTMENT IN GREAT

SUBJECT: U.S. INVESTMENT IN INDONESIA.
SOURCE: Report delivered at the Higher
Party School of the C.P.C, by D. N.
Aidit, Chairman of the Indonesia C.P,
2/9/63.

The actual situation now is that im-
perialist capital, first of all US,. capital,
has in recent years steadily increased its
investments in Indonesia. Since 1945,
the United States has increased its
investments in oil enterprises as follows:
Investment in the Shell 0il Company
has increased by 84 million dollars; in
Standard Vacuum, by 46 million dollars;
in Caltex, by 47 million dollars. Jones,
U.S. Ambassador to Indonesia, said in a
speech at the American Men’s Associa-
tion that US. “economic aid” since
1950 has already reached 639 million
dollars.

Since Dutch imperialism was driven
out from almost every branch of our
economy. and from West Irian, U.S.
imperialism has replaced Dutch imperi-
alism to become the most dangerous,
the No. 1 enemy of the. Indonesian
people.

Source: Washington Post, 6/3/63.

The Chief of the U.S. military opera-
tions for Vietnam has stated “that the
guerillas are neither reinforced or sup-
plied from North Vietnam, China or
any place else ” and depend for weapons
on what they capture.

SoURCE: Bertrand Russell in letter to
The Times, 26/8/64.

The U.S. maintains the only foreign
troops in Vietnam, refuses elections
provided by the Geneva agreements, has
placed nearly eight million people in
barbed wire camps with machine-gun
turrets and patrolled by dogs, conducted
50,000 air attacks on the villages in 1962
alone, razed the country with chemicals
and napalm, killed 160,000, maimed
700,000, and imprisoned 350,000. The
South Vietnamese Government and Army
are American puppets financed by
1,500,000 dollars daily. When the US.

‘ceases its war of atrocity against a

popular national movement and accepts
the neutrality agreed 10 years ago, the
war will end.

The U.S. should be condemned as an
aggressor by the United Nations for its
atrocity-ridden war of annihilation in
Vietnam.

m— =
SUBJECT : MODERN REVISIONISM.
SOURCE: The Economist, 3/10/64.

EAST MEETS WEST

“John Maynard Keynes, who contri-
buted so much to our knowledge of the
functioning of the modern economy "—
a conventional enough tribute, one would
think, except that it comes from a noted
Hungarian economist on an official mis-
sion. It gives the tone of the remarks
Professor Imre Vajda, the chairman of
the British section of the Hungarian
Chamber of Commerce, made recently to
a joint meeting organised in London by
the Federation of British Industries and
the London Chamber of Commerce. Pro-
fessor Vajda was urging British com-
panies to go into joint ventures with
Hungarian “firms,” if necessary on a
profit-sharing basis. The Hungarians are
thus offering to partner the British in
penetrating eastern markets in return
for the markets Britain could help them
to win in the West.
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Lord Brookeborough, former Prime Minister,
typifies the British rulers of Northern Ireland

The British flag still flies over Belfa

FOR THE LIBERATION (

FOR many hundreds of years the English ruling elass have plundered and
despoiled Ireland, murdered thousands of her people, and allowed millions
to die by famine, or to be driven abroad in search of the work they could not
find at home. The suffering which British imperialism has inflicted upon the
Irish nation during the last two centuries is immeasurable.

Important victories have been won by the Irish people during the 20th

R LR

Ireland is still, in part occupied by British imperialist forces.

Century, under leaders such as the great James Connolly, in the struggle
to free their land from British imperial rule and oppression, and to build
Socialism in Ireland. But Northern Ireland remains occupied by British
troops, and all of Ireland remains dominated by British and United States
capitalism. '

Before long the Irish people—workers, intellectuals and peasants—led

A police launch of the 'Royal Ulster Constabulary
returning from patrol on Lough Erne
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st, Ireland’s greatest industrial city Religious teaching obscures many political

issues in Ireland

by a genuine working class party, will succeed in freeing Ireland from
British and all foreign oppression, and will move on to the building of
Socialism in Ireland. English, Scottish and Welsh workers must, and will,
give full support to the Irish workers and peasants in their struggle for
freedom and Socialism. ‘“ A nation which oppresses another cannot itself
be free.” :

blin Bay from Howth Head ' ; Belfast docker. The industrial working class
£ will lead the Irish people in winning full
.. liberation from British imperialism



People’s Republic of
Albania
November 1944 -64

November 1964 witnesses the
20th anniversary of the liberation
of Albania from foreign oppression.
Led by the Aibanian Party of
Labour and comrade Enver Hodja,
the Albanian people are advancing
with seven league strides in the
construction of Socialism in
Albania.

Greetings to a gallant party and
a gallant people from British Com-
munists and militant workers.

May Day in Tirana, 1964

ECONOMIC PROBLEMS IN THE U.S.S.R.

IT IS A well-known fact that the collective farms in the Soviet Union
represent an alternative form of Socialist property and production
relations to that of the State-owned industries—a form reflecting the
particular features of the peasantry as a class inherited from feudalism,

and that such collective, i.e., group,
its corresponding production relatio

or communally-owned property and
ns constitute an incomplete, not fully

Socialist form, designed to assist this peasant class, with its more back-
ward level of class consciousness and understanding, to achieve the
transition to a fully Socialist form of property and relations, i.e., owner-
shipby«the whole people through the State.

Co_n.se%uently, at a stage when

the development of Socialist soci-

ety has reached a point where the
overall level of production and the
degree of consolidation and growth
of Socialist relations, culture and
ideology make possible the first
practical steps towards the gradual
and planned transition to a fully
Communist society, the first pro-
blem to be faced is that of elimina-
ting the last vestiges of commodity
circulation and exchange, and of
transforming collective forms of
property—the main sphere where
commodity circulation still takes
place—into forms of ownership by
the whole people. Stalin recognised
this basic truth with absolute
clarity and with a profound grasp
of the fundamental and objective
contradictions of the Socialist tran-
sition period and of its laws of de-
velopment. Here is what he had to
say on the matter in 1952:

“. .. It is necessary, in the second
place, by means of gradual transitions
carried out to the advantage of the
collective farms, and hence, of all
society, to raise collective-jarm property
to the level of public property. and,
also by means of gradual transitions, to
replace commodity circulation by a sys-
tem of products-exchange, under which
the central government, or some other
social-economic centire, might conirol
the whole product of social production
in the interests of society.

Comrade Yareshenko is mistaken
when he asserts that there is no con-
tradiction beiween the relations of pro-
duction and the productive forces of
society under Socialism. Of course, our
present relations of production are in a
period when they fully conform to the
growth of the productive forces and
help to advance themn at seven-league
strides. But it would be wrong to rest
easy at that and to think that there are
no contradictions between our produc-
tive forces and the relations of produc-
tion. There certainly are, and will be,
contradictions, seeing that the develop-
ment of the relations of production lags,
and will lag, behind the development of
the productive jforces. Given a correct
policy on the part of the directing
bodies, these contradictions cannot de-
velop into antagonisms, and there is no
chance of matters coming to a conflict
between the relations of production and
the oductive forces of society. I
would be a different matter if we were
to conduct a wrong policy, such as that
which Comrade aroshenko recom-

mends. In that case, -conflict would be -

inevitable, and our relations of produc-
tion. might beeome a serious brake on
the further development of the produc-
tive forces.

The task of the directing bodies is
therefore promptly to discern incipient
contradictions, and to take timely
measures to resolve them by adapting
the relations of production to the growth
of the productive forces. This, above all,
concerns such economic factors as group,
or collective-farm, property and com-
modity circulation. t present, of
course, these factors are being success-
fully utilised by us for the promotion
of the Socialist economy, and thev are
of undeniable benefit to our society. It
is undeniable, too, that they will be of
benefit also in the near future. But it
would be unpardonable blindness not to
see at the same time that these factors
are already beginning to hamper the
powerful development of our productive
Jorces, since they create obstacles to the
extension of government planning to the
whole of the national economy, especi-
ally agriculture. There is no doubt that
these factors will hamper the continued
growth of the productive forces of our
country more and more as time goes on.
The task, therefore, is to eliminate these
contradictions by gradually converting
collective-farm  property into public
property, and by introducing — also
gradually—products-exchange in place of
commodaity circulation.” (J. V. Stalin,
* Economic Problems of Socialism in the
USSR.”, pp. 7576, F.LP.H,, Moscow,
1952). [Italics are mine, M.B.]

What were these “basic errors” of
Comrade Yaroshenko that Stalin so
clearly revealed in this section of his
book? They were precisely those of
underestimating the role of the produc-
tion relations in the development of
Socialist society, and of advocating a
superficial, pragmatic manipulation of
surface and transitory economic factors
(in the place of genuine Socialist plan-
ning) which would lead inevitably to the
tremendous strengthening of the sphere
of eommodity circulation, to the reversal
of the trend of development of collective
agriculture towards ownership by the
whole people - through the State, with
products-exchange as the basic form of
distribution of goods. In short, he advo-
cated precisely those wrong policies,
infinitely harmful to the development
of Socialism and to the transition to
Communism, which Khrushchev pursued
ever since he gained full control of the
C.PS.U. and the Soviet State.

On the specific question of the role of
the Machine and Tractor Stations and
the future of the collective farms, this
is what Stalin had to say:

“. .. What . . . would be the effect of
selling the M.T.S’s to the collective
farms as their property? The effect
would be to involve the collective farms
in heavy loss and to ruin them, to under-
mine the mechanisation of agriculture,

and to slow-up the development of col-
lective-farm production.” ;
The conclusion therefore is that, in

proposing that the M.T.S.’s should be

sold to the collective farms as their
property, Comrades Sanina and Venzher
are suggesting a step in reversion to the
old backwardness and are trying to turn
back the wheel of history.

Assuming for a moment that we
accepted Comrades Sanina’s and Venz-
her’s proposal and began to sell the
basic implements of production, the
Machine and Tractor Stations, to the
collective farms as their property. What
would be the outcome?

The outcome would be, first, that the
collective =~ farms would become the
owners of the basic instruments of pro-
duction; that is, their status would be
an exceptional one, such as is not shared
by any other enterprise in our country,
for, as we know, even the nationalised
industries do not own their instruments
of production. How, by what consider-
ations of progress and advancement,
could this exceptional status of the col-
lective farms be justified? Can it be
said that such a status would facilitate
the elevation of collective-farm property
to the level of public property, that it
would expedite the transition of our
society from Socialism to Communism?
Would it not be truer to say that such
a status. could only dig a deeper gulf
between collective-farm property and
public property, and would not bring
us any nearer to Communism, but, on
the contrary, remove us father from it?

The outcome would be, secondly, an
extension of the sphere of operation of
commodity circulation, because a gigan-
tic quantity of instruments of agricul-
tural production would come within its
orbit. What do Comrades Sanina and
Venzher think —is the extension of the
sphere of commodity circulation calcula-
ted io promote our advance towards
Communism? Would it not be truer to
say that our advance towards Commun-
ism would only be retarded by it?

Comrades Sanina’s and Venzher’s
basic error lies in the fact that they do
not understand the role of commodity
circulation under Socialism; that they
do not wunderstand that commodity
circulation is incompatible with the pro-
spective (transition from Socialism fo
Communism. They think that the
transition from Socialism to Communism
is possible even with commodity circula-
tion, that commodity circulation can be
no obstacle to this. That is a profound
error, arising from an inadequate grasp
of Marxism.

Criticising Duhring’s ““ economic com-
mune,” which functions in the con-
ditions of commodity cireulation, Engels,
in his “ Anti-Duhring,” convincingly
shows that the existence of commodity
circulation was inevitably bound to lead
Duhring’s “ economic communes ” to the
regeneration of capitalism. Comrades
Sanina and Venzher evidently do not
agree with this. Al] the worse for them.
But we, Marxists, adhere to the Marxist
view that the transition from Socialism
to Communism and the Communist prin-
ciple of distribution of products accord-
ing to needs preclude all commodity
exchange, and hence, preclude the con-
version of products into commodities,
and, with it, their conversion into value.”
(J. V. Stalin, ibid., pp. 101-102.) (Italics
are mine, M.B.)

The tragic experiences in the develop-

ment of the Soviet Union under Khrush-
chev since 1956 have clearly demon-
strated that the “ profound errors” of
all the Duhrings, Yaroshenkos, Saninas
and Venzhers are also the errors of
Khrushchev, the ardent pupil of Tito.
For has not Khrushchev declared, in so
many words, that Communism will be
attained precisely through an intensifica-
tion and widespread extension of the
role of commodity exchange —and by
1981 at that! And has not Comecon
been created as an instrument of un-
equal trading and economic coercion of
the less advanced Socialist nations in
the interests of the stronger, and in
order to further the extension of com-
modity exchange on an international
scale within the Socialist Camp of
Nations?

A point is reached where mere “error”
and pragmatic bungling turns into
conscious betrayal. The inexorable
force of spontaneous, uncontrolled de-
velopment of petty, small-scale produc-
tion rapidly asserts itself once the firm
guiding hand of the Marxist-Leninist
Party and the proletarian dictatorship
are removed, and this development
moves relentlessly towards the restora-
tion of capitalism, as Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Stalin all demonstrated.

It must be grasped by all Communists
that the only possible alternative to the
continued strengthening and growth of
Socialist relations to the point where
fully Communist relations become a real
possibility, is the return to commodity
relations, the increased and increasing
sphere of operation of the law of value,
of economic and social inequalities, lead-
ing finally and inevitably to the restora-
tion of capitalism in one form or
another. g

Either Socialism moves forward to-
wards the new, fully classless and really
free society of Communism—or it slips
back into the yawning and hoestile maw
of that dying but still powerful society,
capitalism, with its exploitation, in-
security, poverty and war, ifs cultural
fetishism and moral degeneracy. Im-

- mobility, a state of rest, is impossible,

movement itself is the only possible
“ state of being” for Socialism, as for
all other societies.

It is for this fundamental reason that
the founders of Scientific Socialism,
Marx, Engels and Lenin, all emphasised
that, during the epoch of Socialist con-
struction and development the demo-
cratic dictatorship of the working class
and all working people, lead by its

vanguard, the Communist Party, is
essential,

The Soviet working eclass, their
Marxist-Leninist vanguard, and the

entire World Communist Movement will
never permit the restoration of capital-
ism in the Soviet Union or any other
Socialist Nation. The victorious sweep
of the revolutionary peoples of the world
towards Socialism and Communism can-
not be thwarted. Modern Revisionism’s
futile attempt to reverse history’s ver-
dict on capitalism will most surely end
in ignominious failure.

The Marxist-Leninists of the Soviet
Union, its Bolshevik cadres, will most
certainly, and in the not too distant
future, destroy Modern Revisionism and
its representatives, root and branch.

MIKE BAKER
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Inner Party Struggle?

(A TRANSLATION FROM NUOVA UNITA)

WE have received a letter from some Marxist-Leninist comrades in
Naples. Because its content touches upon several central points of the
policy of our journal and the activity of our movement, it deserves to be
published as a contribution towards the common political work of
Marxism-Leninism. Nevertheless, it is also necessary that we who are
responsible for what is published in the paper, state our point of view

on the observations of the Naples comrades.

THE LETTER

WE must always remember that
the most advanced part of the pro-
letariat except the youth, are organ-
ised in the P.C.I, and it is to them
that we must speak. We can only
do this with language, clear but not
sectarian, with attitudes, definite

but not provocative.

We all know that the most difficult
thing for our revolutionary conscience
to accept is the necessity to conduct the
struggle inside the Party. The revision-
ist splitters have in their hands the
instruments of propaganda and organ-
isation, and it is therefore necessary to
counterpose to them Marxist-Leninist
instruments of propaganda and organi-
sation. This is the role which “Nuova
Unita” must play, never forgetting that
it directs its words to the members of
the Party, who, although ideologically
convinced, are sometimes put off by the
wrong, sectarian and provocative atti-
tudes of some anti-revisionists, at times
schematic and infantile. It would be
erroneous to ignore the dialectic actually
taking place in the Party, and our job
is to furnish sufficient themes (respon-
sible ones) to cause a defeat for re-
visionist positions by arousing the full
consciousness of the healthiest elements
in the Party.

Most of our work is that of debate
conducted inside the Party, truth is with
us, and therefore, we can win the argu-
ment through discussion with individual
comrades. In our city, we have been able
to reawaken the debate in the Party
after a long battle, in spite of the fact
that the Federation does everything pos-
sible to evade it, and today we gather the
first fruits. )

It is certainly more difficult to work
in this way because it requires that
“ infinite patience ” which Comrade Mao
Tse-tung so often told us to have. It is
much easier to organise public meetings
like the one in Genoa, but the first way
is the right way. We must not assume
the airs and graces of a big party, with
public demonstrations, red flags flying,
etc.,, because in this way we will only
make the revisionists smile, while we
engender the hostility of comrades who
will say we are attacking the Party, and
therefore think that they are fighting
for and defending the unity of the Party.
It seems to us that this public activity
hinders the debate and that possibility
of a split down the middle between
Leninists and the revisionist positions.

Actions like those of the comrades
who distributed leaflets to workers out-
side the Milan factories do not take
account of Italian reality. They pre-
suppose that the most advanced part of
the proletariat are among those who
after long years of hard struggle still do
not feel the need to join the Party which
has represented their interests. We must
be able to convince the Communist
workers that we can perform an effective
function, as guide to the masses. It seems
to us that this particular leaflet was
very unconvincing; we cannot see how
one strike of 8 hours duration is more
effective than 4 strikes of 2 hours dura-
tion each. We do not think that the
polemic with the revisionists should be
based on such triviality, but must go
deeper. We must be able to indicate the
alternative line with clarity, and to fight
for it inside the Party.

It would be illusory to believe that
ideology is sufficient for the mobilisation
of the working class, without organisa-
tion. It would be just as illusory, how-
ever, to suppose that the actual condi-
tions exist now for the formation of
another party.

Comrades who because of their just
Marxist-Leninist position have been ex-
pelled from the Party, do mot have to
feel themselves “ outside,” but can con-
tribute to the debate through the ex-
ternal pole, “ Nuova Unita.”

The Marxist-Leninist comrades, then,
have a very precise job to do inside the
Party. They must remain inside with-
out surrendering any principle, so win-
ning over the maximum number of com-
rades by words and by example.

THE REPLY FROM
NUOVA UNITA

This letter from the Naples comrades
constitutes a contribution to the develop-
ment of our work and to the elaboration
of the tactics of our movement. It demon-
strates how the practice of working in-

side and outside the Party for the victory
of the Marxist-Leninist line against re-
visionism and reformism, has been
almost completely accepted by authorita-
tive and consistent groups inside the
Party. This acceptance is manifested in
the close collaboration and fraternal dis-
cussion which has taken place and is
being ever more extended, between those
comrades who have been expelled from
the Party for their anti-revisionist activ-
ity kand those who are still inside the
ranks.

It is, moreover, a new confirmation
that within just six months of its exist-
ence, “ Nuova Unita” has not only come
to constitute the ideological and political
organ of the Italian Marxist-Leninists,
but also their national centre. Correctly,
the Naples comrades affirm that *the
revisionist splitters have in their hands
the instruments of propaganda and
organisation, and it is therefore neces-
sary to counterpose to them Marxist-
Leninist instruments of propaganda and
organisation.” Their support of most of
the material published by ¢ Nuova
Unita,” proves that we adequately ex-
press the needs of the comrades who are
gghting for Marxism-Leninism inside the

arty.

The Naples comrades criticise the
autonomous political actions and initia-
tives taken by Marxist-Leninist com-
rades in diverse localities, outside the
political actions and initiatives of the
r.C.l. They affirm that to encourage
them is harmful to the Marxist-Leninist
work carried out by comrades inside the
Party. We are perfectly aware that our
actions of clarification and criticism re-
quire time, caution and patience. Re-
visionism and reformism constitutes a
deeply rooted, complex texture, which
must be burned piece by piece. The
Naples comrades say that “we must
always remember that the most advanced
part of the proletariat, except the youth,
are organised in the P.C.I., and it is to
them that we must speak.” We fully
agree.

But where we think they go wrong is
in their conception that all the work of
the Marxist-Leninist movement must be
exclusively directed inside the Party.
They forget that the revisionist leaders
are using disciplinary measures against
all those comrades who coherently carry
on the struggle inside the Party, and are
thus constituting ever more numerous
groups of comrades outside the Party.
'These comrades are outside not because
they want to give up the class struggle
against the class enemy, but because
they want to carry on the struggle in the
most effective way possible. They can-
not submit to revisionist blackmail, by
tolerating the revisionist leadership or
withdrawing from the struggle. They
intend to struggle harder and better. To
do this, they must be able to organise
just those political and T.U. actions and
initiatives which the P.C.I. leadership
has blocked. -

We have been extremely cautious in
recognising the groups who are organis-
ing and expounding their political
actions, calming the impatience of many
comrades and sometimes attracting bit-
ter comments for our caution. But we
are convinced that to block mature poli-
tical and organisational initiative, incurs
the risk of demoralising the comrades
expelled from the Party and subduing
their revolutionary spirit. Therefore, it
is our duty to give these comrades our
full and unconditional support. If we
do not, this means sacrificing the most
combative vanguard of the Marxist-
Leninist movement in favour of the more
backward sections.

The Naples comrades correctly ask the
Marxist-Leninists kicked out of the Party
to give the maximum aid to those who
are still fighting inside the Party. But
they forget to say that it is also neces-
sary for Marxist-Leninist comrades inside
the Party to give all their support to
those who are outside.

Our experience of struggle outside and
inside the Party is an experience which
has very few precedents in the history
of the workers’ movement. It is a new
experience. It is a much more difficult
way to bring victory for a political line
than any other way. For this reason, we
have had a lot of discussion on this
question. “ Nuova Unita” would never
have been published if the group of
comrades who produce it, did not organ-
ise independently placing themselves
outside the discipline of the revisionists;
neither would we have been able to
carry out the task, which the Naples
comrades recognise that we have carried
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A Curious Attitude

THE Daily Worker editorial of October 17th, headed “ Ban all Bombs ” is marked

by contradictions and a lack of realism.

It attempts to deal with some factors which arise from China’s first atomic test
and, since it proceeds from the erroneous position of the C.P.G.B. regarding nuclear
weapons and the relations between Socialist States, it slithers in the quicksands of

opportunism. =

It calls on the “Labour” Government to break completely with the nuclear

policies of the Tories and the U.S.A.

These aggressive nuclear policies are the product of monopoly-capitalism—
both American and British—and the Wilson Goverment is commitfed plainly to
make capitalism work. Its very name, “ Labour ” is a big fraud and even to suggest
that it will modify its own nuclear policy in the interests of the working people is
pure wishful thinking and a dangerous deception. The Gordon-Walker-Dean Rusk
conversations will certainly clarify matters on this point.

The Editorial goes on to say that
“China has developed nuclear weapons
for defensive and not offensive pur-
poses.”” We agree.

It continues then: “that most friends
of China will regret that this step has
been taken, because it adds to the dan-
ger that these weapons will spread to
other countries.” We disagree 100%.

The Chinese explosion restricts the
brazenness of imperialism and adds to
the worker’s arsenal of just retaliation,
should imperialism dare to make this
ultimate necessary. Therefore we hold
that nuclear weapons in the hands of
People’s China are an important contri-
bution to world peace, to the morale of
the national liberation struggle and the
struggle for Socialism in all countries—
all three endeavours forming, objective-
ly, one whole and directed precisely
against the imperialist war-positions—
primarily those of U.S. imperialism.

So, from the point of view of the real
peace forces, what is there to * regret”
and who will “regret”—save the war-
mongers themselves and those, who, con-
sciously or not, cater to their interests?

The Editorial continues: “ The Soviet
Union’s nuclear strength is sufficient to
shield the Socialist camp—this will con-
tinue to be the position for years—since
it will be a long time before China is a
nuclear power.” Again we disagree
100%. First of all, the latter few words
are a prophesy, which has a queer affin-
ity with the U.S. State Department’s
prediction. We would venture that nei-
ther the Daily Worker nor the U.S. State
Department is exactly in the close confi-
dence of the Chinese High Command and
that, therefore, to guess is not to know.

Socialist States quite correctly con-
clude Treaties of Alliance. This does
not absolve a Socialist State from adopt-
ing a policy of self-reliance in national
defence similar to the policy of self-reli-
ance in economic construction. Especi-
ally so, in the case of China, the largest
nation, by far, in the world and one
which has been subjected to military
threats from the U.S.A.

To put it bluntly: How could any sin-
cere friend of China insist-that her
Government entrust its national defence
to the Soviet Government which, under
the renegade, Khrushchev, conducted an
active policy of outright hostility to her?
In this despicable chapter of (to put it
at its mildest) a distinctly shady career,
Khrushchev was backed to the hilt by
the leaders of the C.P.G.B. and the Daily
Worker. What impertinence is this, to
“advise” China to depend on the modern
revisionists. “ The utmost hostility has
been shown towards China,” says the
Editorial. Yes, indeed, gentleman. You
ought to know.

“ Wild men like Goldwater have openly
threatened her with H-weapons.” And
what of the Johnson-McNamara-Rusk
gang? Are they less “wild” because

they are less overt in their intention?
Why do you make this distinction, un-
less it 1s to try to justify your opportun-
ist policy vis-a-vis U.S. imperialism—a
policy accepted uncritically from the un-
1amented Khrushchev. Did you not swal-
low, hook, line and sinker the fraudulent
Test Ban Treaty? What was this a * first
step ” to, except to attempt to perpetu-
ate an exclusive “nuclear club” who
intended to lay the law down to the rest
of the world and divide it into spheres
of influence? When are you going to
exercise a degree of modesty in the top
ranks of the C.P.G.B. and indulge in
self-criticism, so that the entire Party
can participate, draw correct conclusions
and return to a principled road?

. You state that ‘““it is this policy of
imperialist aggression, which is at the
root of tensions in the world.”

What then, do you propose to do about
it? Try to make the imperialists draw
their own teeth so that we can have
toothless imperialists?

Convert them to Christianity, so that
they become pacifists—or what? Or will
you now call for an uncompromising
struggle against imperialism on a world
front (including Britain) on the basis of
the Moscow Statement (1960)—since so
long as imperialism remains then the
grave danger of world nuclear war also
remains. Is it not clear, by now, that
only a tremendous and historic world
campaign to Ban and destroy all H-
weapons will prevent many other States
from acquiring them in due course? That
no exclusive ‘“nuclear club” will ever
be able to forbid other States to test and
acquire them?

You mislead your readers when you
say that the Soviet proposals for a
Summit Conference were the same as the
Chinese proposals vis-a-vis the outright
banning of H-weapons (printed in full
in this Vanguard).

This is to cling to your pro-Khrushchev
position, which wanted only a Summit
of the nuclear powers—and which ex-
cluded China.

If you still regard the H-weapon as the
be-all and end-all of everything then you
definitely depart from the Marxist-Lenin-
ist standpoint as to the real social forces
which determine historical change.

The working people will destroy all
nuclear weapons since these things con-
stitute an obstacle to their advance.

The spring of -all influence, power
and decision in this, the era of rapid
decay for capitalism, lies with the work-
ing peoples.

They will yet end both exploitation
and every and any weapon which can be
invented in the dialectical process of
vanquishing reaction.

Herein is the bright hope for the
future, and it remains, after the Chinese
test, not only bright—but brighter than

before.
DAVE VOLPE

out successfully. It is a very positive
feature that, today, around and at the
side of “ Nuova Unita,” other new organ-
isms are emerging and carrying out
autonomous political actions. We believe
that the Naples comrades will agree with
us when we say that because of the
actual structure and positions of power
of the revisionist leaders, we cannot re-
form the Communist Party, we can only
reconstruct it.

In our opinion, this reconstruction of
the Marxist-Leninist Communist Party of
the Italian proletariat demands more
than just ideological debate. It demands
the elaboration of a new policy of
struggle against capitalism in our coun-
try, and that means putting over our
policy to the masses, especially when
they are engaged in struggles. If we
hold that in these struggles, the re-
visionist slogans are incorrect, that
means that we must fight inside the
Party for correct slogans. But we can-

-not limit ourselves just to this. Where

Marxist-Leninist groups exist, such as to
enjoy an influence over the masses in
the factories and other places of work,
not only can_they, but they must pro-
claim- the correct slogans. If through
our work among the masses we manage
to get them to accept our slogans, that
is the most decisive proof that Marxism-
Leninism transforms printed paper and
verbal discussions into political action.
That will be the moment when we can
say that the reconstruction of the Marx-
ist-Leninist Communist Party has com-
menced.

To arrive at this point, we must
strengthen the links and the unity be-

tween comrades inside and outside the
Party, recognising the indispensable role
of each detachment, and actuating the
most constructive co-operation between
them. To arrive at this point, we must
go further than participating in ideologi-
cal debate and putting forward a general
political line. Both inside and outside
the Party, among the rank and file and
the masses, in the course of class
struggle at the place of work, we must
translate concrete and immediate issues
into Marxist-Leninist slogans and actions.

NGUYEN VAN TROI

On October 15 the agents of United
States imperialism shot Nguyen Van
Troi, a young Vietnamese patriot, alleg-
edly for attempting to kill McNamara,
United States Secretary of Defence, in
Saigon last May. Before he was shot
Nguyen Van Troi pulled the blindfold
from his eyes, and shouted: *“ The
American imperialists come here bring-
ing death. Long live Ho Chi Minh! Long
live Vietnam.” He was 24 when he died.

The United States imperialists will
suffer complete and total defeat in Viet-
nam at the hands of the people; and
before very long. It will then be possible
to begin the reconstruction of South
Vietnam; and the building of a society
in which happiness will be won by all
the people. It is for this glorious future
that men such as Nguyen Van Troi lay
down their lives, in Vietnam and
throughout the world. Their memory
will never die.
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parliamentary system.

VANGUARD

WORKERS DICTATORSHIP

This is the revolutionary programme which The British Road to Socialism
replaced. Part 1 was published in the October Vanguard.

FOR SOVIET BRITAIN

The Programme of the Communist Party adopted at the XIII Congress
February 22nd, 1935.

II. WORKERS’ DICTATORSHIP IS DEMOCRACY FOR THE WORKERS

WHAT kind of a Government. will the British workers establish when
Capitalism has been overthrown? They will not maintain the present

Does this mean that the workers will abolish democracy? It does
not; for the parliamentary system has not brought any real democracy
to the overwhelming majority of the British people. What the parliamen-
tary system really is, as any worker may learn from his own experiences,
is a form of political organisation which the capitalist class of Britain
has worked out to serve its own needs. While Parliament registers
formal decisions, it is the whole elaborate machinery of Government,
from the Cabinet at the top to the Public Assistance Committees at the
bottom, and including the Civil Service, the Military, Naval and Air

_ High Commands, the Judges, the Magistrates and the police, by which

the capitalist class manages its affairs and maintains its rule over the

working class.

How can this whole machinery,
officered by the boss class, be ex-
pected faithfully to serve the
interests of the working class? How
can policemen, drilled in bludgeon-
ing the workers, and kowtowing to
the gentry, be expected to act as
protectors of the workers’ common
property? And the highly-paid
upper-class judges? As well ask—
how can the leopard change its
spots? How can Government offi-
cials, bred up to despise “ the com-
mon herd” and to take their orders
from * well-bred gentlemen,” build
Government departments whose
first care has to be the strengthen-
ing of the rule of the “ill-bred,”
“ badly-educated,” “rough” work-
men? How, finally, can the present
Parliament be the national leader-
ship of a people engaged in social
revolution, where a thousand new
problems arise in every little
locality, and the power of the new
order is to be found, not in a cen-
tral talking-shop, but in the mass
organisations of the workers in
every town?

It is quite impossible for the workers
to take over this machine and use it for
their own entirely different purposes.
The workers will have an altogether
different job in hand, and they will
have to fashion different tools for the
doing of it. They will not be content
with a body which merely registers
formal decisions, but will want a
machinery of government which actually
carried out the decisions of the workers.

The British workers have built up
trade unions. They have built Co-oper-
ative Societies. In a century of struggle,
the working class, first of all in Britain
and then throughout the rest of the
world, have built up forms of organisa-
tion for the purpose of fighting for its
interests. When the fight for the
interests of the working class bhas
reached the stage when capitalism is
being overthrown, then, in order to do
it, and in the doing of it, the British
workers will create the organisation
necessary for this purpose.

Already in each locality the workers
have had the experience of running
Trades Councils, composed of delegates
from Union Branches, Co-operative
Guilds and Branches of Political Parties.
But where from time to time Strike
Committees have been formed, com-
posed of delegates from each factory on
strike, these committees in times of
stress have proved capable of undertak-
ing something much beyond their first
limited purpose. Since the War, on two
occasions (in 1920 and in 1926) there
have been formed nation-wide Councils
of Action, which the capitalists them-
selves looked upon with fear, and as an
alternative form of Government to their
own cherished parliamentary system.

In the moment of need that will arise
when the workers are getting ready to
take over power, the British working
class will create its own instruments to
hold and maintain its power.

These, too, will be Workers’ Councils,
made up of delegates elected demo-
cratically from every factory, workshop
and mine, and from every other group-
ing of the men and women of this
country who have to work for their
living. These Workers’ Councils are the
bodies which will be created by the
working class as it takes power into its
own hands; and these Workers’ Councils

will break up the capitalist machinery
of government and take the place of it.

HOW WILL THESE COUNCILS WORK?

As they grow in strength, so will they
grow in their capacity to represent truly
—not in the mock parliamentary fashion
—the needs of those who elect them.
Using all their experience of Trade
Unions and Co-operative bodies, of shop
stewards’ committees and pit commit-
tees, the British workers, through their
Workers® Council, will run the affairs
of their own localities. And these local
‘Workers’' Councils will choose their best
members as delegates to the National
Workers’ Council, which will carry on
thﬂa lGm'ernmoant of the Counfry as a
whole.

These Workers’ Councils therefore
mean in practice for the overwhelming
majority of the population democratic
rights and privileges to an extent never
known under capitalism.

For the essence of the power of the
Workers’ Councils will consist in the

have been taken from the capitalist
employers and the conditions of work
put under the control of the responsible
delegates of the workers themselves; it
is only after our houses have been taken
from the landlord and put under the
control of our own house committees,
that a democracy which has much mean-
ing for the workers can begin.

TRUE DEMOCRACY

Nor will this true democracy be con-
fined to the industrial workers alone.
Those substantial sections of the popu-
lation, such as technical and professional
workers, whose interests are today being
sacrificed by the present dictatorial rule
of the great capitalists, will play their
part in the Workers’ Councils.

Besides the Workers’ Councils, the
workers in a free Socialist Britain will
have their Trades Unions and Co-oper-
ative Societies — not as they are now,
but rid of capitalist influence, streng-
thened and enlarged. In Britain now,
less than a quarter of the workers are
organised in Trade Unions, but after
the Revolution has broken the power of
the capitalists, the vast mass of the
whole working class will be organised in
Trade Unions, the officers of which will
be democratically elected from top to
bottom, and which will be in a position
to take over the whole work of social
insurance and look after the interests of
their members in a way they cannot do
at present. The Co-operative Societies
similarly will be enormously expanded,
their methods improved, and their mem-
bership enabled to play the fullest part
in organisation of distribution, especially
of the necessaries of life. The Co-oper-
ative Commonwealth that has been the
aim of generations of working-class co-
operators in this country will attain its
full meaning and realisation only with
the ending of capitalist rule and the
establishment of Workers’ Councils.
These transformed Trades Unions and
Co-operatives will be an essential part
of the whole workers’ democracy.

But when the present capitalist dic-
tatorship which operates so harshly
against the working class has been over-
thrown it will be necessary for these
democratic Workers’ Councils to exer-
cise a severe dictatorship over the de-
feated capitalist class.
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fact that the sole basis of all State
machinery, of all public authority rests
on the mass organisations of just those
classes who are oppressed by capitalism.
Those very masses who, though posses-
sing equal rights in law, are in practice
kept from all participation in political
life and from the enjoyment of demo-
cratic rights and liberties will be
brought permanently, continuously and
effectively into touch with the demo-
cratic administration of the Workers’
Councils State.

It is the absence of this genuine parti-
cipation in the work of administration
which makes the present capitalist form
of “democracy” so empty and useless
from the workers’ point of view. The
right to elect members of Parliament
has turned out to be of comparatively
little use to the workers since all the
real control over both the public services
and industry have remained in the
hands of the capitalists and their paid
agents. So long as the employer is the
dictator in the factory, so long as the
landlord is the dictator in the street, so
long as the capitalist class evervwhere
holds the positions of real power in its
hands, there can be no real democracy.
It is only after the factories and mines

For the Communist Party would be
deluding the workers if it pretended that
all need for struggle and for safeguard-
ing the workers' position would be over
as soon as capitalism was overthrown.
On the contrary, the capitalist class,
which is very strong, very well organised
and very determined, will certainly try
and get back all that it has lost even
after it has been overthrown. Experience
has shown that a capitalist class which
has had its factories, banks, land, rail-
ways, shipping, etc., taken from it takes
the most desperate measures tc destroy
the Workers’ Government which has suc-
ceeded it. The Russian capitalists in-
vited (and still invite) the armies and
guns of foreign Powers to be .used
against their own countrymen. The
capitalists who may still be in power
will not Thesitate to betray their
country to them. Hence it is essential
that the workers establish and maintain
their dictatorship over the capitalists so
long as there is any remnant of capital-
ism left in the country. This workers’
dictatorship, however, being “of a
special type,” will not suppress the small
men, the petty bourgeoisie, or treat them
as though they were big capitalists. On
the contrary the British working class

will act towards the small men as their
organiser and guide on the path that
leads to a classless Socialist society.

PRODUCTION FOR USE

What will this dictatorship of the
workers mean in practice? It will mean
that the capitalists will be deprived of
their ownership and control of the fac-
tories and workshops, mills and mines,
shipyards and transport. All these means
of production which they have used and
misused will be taken from them. The
workers’ dictatorship will make an end
of production for profit and will carry
on production for use. The needs of ail
will be met, and new needs and
pleasures now denied to the working
class will be created and satisfied by a
socialist organisation and extension of
production.

What else will the workers’ dictator-
ship mean? It will mean that the mil-
lionaires who now own the big news-
papers will be deprived of their
“liberty” to put forward the voice of
their purses as “public opinion” and
to spread lies and dope amongst the
masses of the people. On the other hand,
the mass of the people will for the
first time enjoy “the freedom of the
Press,” because they will have at their
command the material factors (printing
press, telegraph facilities, and all the
elaborate plant of modern newspapers)
which are at present denied them.

It will mean that the big capitalists
will have their monopoly of the best
halls and premises taken from them. No
Oswald Mosley then will be able to
secure with his money (and the help of
the police) the Albert Hall, which is at
present refused to the workers. But the
mass of the people will be able freely
to use the best halls for meetings and
S0 _enjoy in practice as well as theory
“the right of assembly.” It will mean
that the big capitalists will be deprived
of their monopoly of the best transport
and facilities for travel and that workers
will no longer be thrust into “workmen’s
trains.” It will mean that the monopoly
of the best means of education and cul-
ture will be taken from the capitalists
and handed over to the Trade Unions to
administer, together with the Workers’
Councils.

The Communist Party is able to speak
with confidence of the type of organisa-
tion which the British workers are
certain to set up as they overthrow
capitalism, because we have before our
eyes the great example of what the Rus-
slan workers have done in similar
circumstances. The Russian workers,
too, developed their Councils or Com-
mittees in their struggles with the
capitalist class. These were the famous
Soviets (the Russian word * Soviet”
means Council). The Soviets or councils
of workers’, peasants’ and soldiers’ dele-
gates overthrew Russian capitalism and
established the rule of the Russian
workers. And it is these Soviets which
have ever since governed the country.
By means of this system of Soviets or
Councils the Russian workers have both
secured for themselves the realities of
democracy and have maintained their
dictatorship over the defeated capitalists.
How necessary this dictatorship has
been we may judge from the fact that
the Russian capitalists have made, and
are still making, desperate attempts to
recover their position, to overthrow the
workers' rule, and to re-establish their
own capitalist dictatorship.

But the rule of the Russian workers,
exercised by this method of Soviets or
Councils, has become more and more
firmly established, drawing in millions
of the population as conscious builders
of Socialism. It is now so secure that
many former capitalists have genuinely
accepted the new state of things and
are being transformed into workers. This
example shows that in time the workers’
dictatorship over the capitalists becomes
an all-inclusive workers’ democracy. For
every citizen of the new society becomes
a worker, and, because there is then no
longer any class division, the need for
dictatorship of one class over another
disappears.

And then, in still further course of
time, when everyone is a worker, the
laws and regulations of that all-inclusive
workers’ democracy becomes the habits
and customs of the whole people and
the need for any State whatever, includ-
ing * democracy,” begins to disappear.

These Councils or Soviets are the form
of Government, the type of politieal
organisation, which the British workers
must set up in order to rid themselves
of their present conditions under capital-
ism and organise, as they undoubtedly
can, the whole gigantic productive re-
sources of Britain for their own use.
By this means they can not only end
their present sufferings and avert the
grave dangers which threaten them;
they can also establish conditions incom-
parably better, both materially and
culturally, than have ever existed in
Britain before.



GUYANE

Now let us turn to an examination of
the P.N.C. Burnham and his type of
socialists (sic!) who have vacillated from
one position to another and behaves
generally in an opportunistic manner,
are bitterly anti-socialist, anti-commun-
ist and anti-everyone who is not a P.N.C.
member. In this latter respect they are
no worse or better than the P.P.P.

Ezxtract from the Report of the Con-
stitutional Committee, July 1959: L. F.
S. Burnham, W, 0. R. Kendall and A. L.
Jackson of the P.N.C. were against the
resolution that B.G. should become an
independent state now. To support their
attitude and actions, they issued the
following statement in the reservations
they made on the Constitution Commit-
tee’s Report : ~

“It is our considered view that the
Constitution at this point, should pro-
vide for Full Internal Self-Govern-
ment, as against a mere improvement
of a colonial constitution on the one
hand and full Independence on the
other. British Guyana has the oppor-
tunity of sharing the expenses and
commitments of an independent nation
with the larger unit of the West Indies
Federation with the members of which
it has natural ties.. If there were no
such opportunity of joining with
others to form a larger Independent
Unit, we would have favoured Inde-
pendence for British Guyana as a
separate country. Further, we consi-
der it idle and unrealistic to propose
that B.G. should first attain independ-
ence and then consider the advisa-
bility of joining the West Indies
Federation.”

At that time we made these remarks,
as comments: NO DOUBT THE MAJOR-
ITY OF GUYANESE WOULD DECIDE
WHICH PROPOSALS ARE “IDLE &
UNREALISTIC” OR WOULD IT BE
THE COLONIAL OFFICE? WITH THE
HELP OF GUYANESE STOOGES.

By 1960/1961 the P.N.C.,, Burnham
and others, were changing their minds
gradually about the W.I. Federation and
beginning to accept the “independence”
idea for B.G., but they were also begin-
ning to think of ways and means to
change the electoral system. Finally they
produced a new fad “ Proportional Rep-
resentation ’during 1961/1962.

*“The forthcoming elections are of tre-
mendous importance. They usher in a
new constitution under which elected
Ministers will have absolute power and
responsibility for all internal affairs, and
which is but a prelude to full untram-
melled independence within a matter of
months. Yes. Guyana will be independ-
ent by 1962.” P.N.C. New Nation, 7th
April, 1961.

BURNHAM’S ANTI-COMMUNISM

We say it is usually very difficult to
pin down political opportunists, vacil-
lators to anything concrete for very long
and this is also true of Burnham’s and
the P.N.C. anti-socialist, anti-communist
statements. Let us just examine ex-
tracts from a single speech made by
Burnham on August 9th, 1963, in the
Legislative Assembly, and observe what
we mean:

Addressing the P.P.P. Government:
“If you really want to come to terms
with the rest of the community—the
“ grease-machine guns ” which are being
distributed . . . are not going to save
you from coming to terms. You have got
to come to terms, because once you start
with machine guns, other people can get
better machine guns. Don’t behave like
a pious set of hypocritical prostitutes
masquerading as virgins, You have got
to come to terms, and the means of
coming to terms is not the shipping of
arms from Cuba; not by saying at a
public meeting that you have friends
with rockets and guns; not by threaten-
ing to arm the workers and peasants and
clerks. When you come to arming the
peasants and the clerks, you are arming
your opponents. ... We are told, towards
the end of the Governor’s Speech, that
neutrality in international matters is the
object of this government. Excellent!

. . . Let us be realistic. If you are neu-
tral, seek to improve your trade rela-
tions with all parts of the world. Let
me say it clearly and categorically: the
Peoples’ National Congress does not be-
lieve, except in the case of South Africa
and later perhaps, Portugal, in ideo-
logical interference with trade. If you
can trade with Russia to the benefit of
Guyana, the People’s National Congress
makes no quarrel. We made a quarrel
with your bringing in Russian Gasolene
to try to break the strike and put money
into the pockets of GIMPEX. After all,
we in the P.N.C. are not fools. We
know that GIMPEX pays 40% of its
profits to the P.P.P. coffers. ... . How
realistic is it, in the circumstances of
Guyana, for the Government to commit
itself to the Eastern Bloc? As a matter
of sheer power politics neutrality is
neutrality; you do not commit yourself
and say you are neutral. Whether Cuba
was right or wrong, that fact that Krush-
chev moved back, with the result that
Mao Tse-tung is now lambasting him for
having deserted the movement. Do you
think that Khrushchev will make a fight
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here, and even if Khrushchev wishes to
engineer a fight here, are we going to
make Guyana a battleground for Khrush-
chev on the one hand and the Americans
on the other? What will we achieve
after that even if we become a satellite
of either of them with no opportunity
to exercise our independent thought on
any question. Either way you put it,
whether you succeed or fail—and you
are sure to fail—British Guyana will be
poorer.

Let us understand that the majority
of the people in this country would like
this country to be independent. The
majority of people in this country would
like this country to develop its own per-
sonality and not to become a minute rep-
lica of one or the other of the great
nations. I abhor becoming an American
satellite. . . . The Government says it
wishes Guyana to be a neutral state,
but staves off a tirade here this after-
noon; it tells us of all the evils of the
American imperialists. I do not quarrel
with that, but tell us of the evils of
Russian Imperialists too. Is it that you
do not read about them or because if
you do, your sponsors would not give
you the $500,000 ostensibly for P.P.P.
activists to do agriculture, but really
to learn guerilla warfare in Moscow?

It is too late, for instance, to ask you
to stop this nonsense as appears in the
last paragraph of the Governor’s Speech
about asking that the “ territorial integ-
rity and sovereignty of the country
should be guaranteed.” Whom does that
fool? . . . This is the sort of puerility
which one finds: in the midst of a crisis
when people are talking about tensions,
this government says: “ We will get the
major nations to guarantee the terri-
torial integrity of Guyana.” ... We have
to do it; we have to guarantee ourselves
and our country against these things.
. .. We want equality. We want neutral-
ity. We agree to revolutionise our
economy and our social structure. But
we do not agree to a Communist dic-
tatorship of a Fascist dictatorship. Get
that straight, and if you try to impose
either, if you try to impose a Commun-
ist dictatorship, we are going to oppose
it ruthlessly. And may I remind you
that for us it could be a matter of life
and death.”

Winifred Gaskin, Chairman, P.N.C,
addressing the Tth Annual Conference.
Sunday, 5.4.64, showed total disregard
for the intelligence of the workers and
people when she said in the usual dema-
gogic manner to the audience: ‘ There
is therefore no time for hesitating, for
doubting for questioning every step of
the way. Yours is not to reason why,
yours is but to do or die. This is the
discipline that has carried great armies
to victory. Only this sort of discipline
will put your party into Government.”

We say, when members of political
organisations are reduced to this, where
organisational democracy is reduced to
this sort of demogogic remonstrations as
is the case in both the P.P.P. and P.N.C.
it can be clearly understood that the
followers are anything but ideological.

The United Force. D’Aguiar and his
clique, the local agents of foreign im-
perialism, has said and done everything
that is expected of these types but one
outstanding general statement of theirs
is enough to give you a picture of these
lackeys of imperialism.

This clique, under a different name,
had entered the 1957 general elections
and the workers and people as a whole
rejected them completely. In anger they
had then said “ THAT THE GUYANESE
MASSES WERE ASSES.” Notwithstand-
ing this smearing of the workers and
people as a whole, because of the irre-
sponsible behaviour and continuous in-
fighting between the P.N.C. and P.P.P.
between Burnham and Jagan, these very
people under a new name, as the

London demonstration for Unit

UNITED FORCE camé back four years
later to capture four seats and 16% of
all votes cast.

Is this not adequate proof that there
is need for a raising of the political con-
sciousness of the Guyanese workers and
people? Is this not adequate proof that
there is need for the development of
proper political party organisations and
propaganda machinery to give to the
workers and people generally an ideo-
logical grounding in their fizht against
the main enemy, IMPERIALISM? Is this
not more than adequate proof that there
is urgent need for the creation of a
UNITED FRONT OF STRUGGLE
AGAINST IMPERIALISM in the interest
of the workers and people and thus in
the national interest?

SUMMARY

Today in our beloved Guyana we are
still very much colonials. We indulge
in self-deceit if we believe the drivel
about internal self-government with im-
perialist devised systems and constitu-
tions and Premiers, Vice-Premiers, etc.
liéo}fe we got a government at all now?

(T

Thousands of the imperialist enemy’s
troops are walking tall and proud on
our land doing as the main enemy in-
structs, terrorising our people, imprison-
ing leaders without charge or trial. The
dictator that is the Colonial Governor
has now begun to disarm our people,
encouraged by some fools who have no
self-respect, and have introduced the old
slave-whip to demoralise the Guyanese
people. OUR PEOPLE WILL NOT AND
CANNOT ACCEPT THIS HARK BACK
TO SLAVERY.

The Deputy Premier, other M.P.s from
the. Government Party and Opposition
are lying in jail. You may well ask how
it is that the imperialist troops have not
taken in the Premier Jagan? Why
haven’t the government resigned in pro-
test from this puppet position they now
occupy, they have no power; why don’t
they expose the main enemy and struggle
for the creation of the UNITED FRONT
OF STRUGGLE against imperialism?

To ask these correct objective socialist
questions and to expect proper answers
or actions from the right and left oppor-
tunists is to believe in miracles.

Today in' our beloved country because
of the main enemy, imperialism, because
of right and left opportunism, sectarian-
ism and sectionalism which has led to
further divisions among the workers and
people, to communalism and racism,
ANARCHY has developed. Because on
one hand leaders are under the baton of
revisionism and on the other under the
baton of right social democracy, with
imperialist agents coming into promi-
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nence, the imperialists are doing their
best to lay the base for neo-colonialism,
and endeavouring to create Guyanese
Batistas and Titos.

Herein, lies a serious danger to life
and limb for all true Guyanese socialists
and patriots. Comrades we must expect
that the left and right opportunists
among us and the imperialist agents
can be eventually used by the imperial-
ists to put us in jail, to trump up charges
against us, to even go to_the ends they
have gone to get rid of Lumumba and
other socialists and patriots in the
Congo and elsewhere. NO TRUE
GUYANESE SOCIALIST AND PAT-
RIOT MUST LOSE SIGHT OF THIS
EVER PRESENT DANGER, to do so is
to lose one’s head.

Today in our country we witness the
flourishing of the local lackeys and run-
ning dogs of imperialism, ably supported
by U.S. and British, C.ILA. and other
agents. Today sadly, we witness Guyan-
ese using viclence against their own
countrymen, this is Anarchy NOT REVO-
LUTION and it is not in our national
interest but in the interest of the main
enemy.

WHAT MUST BE DONE

It is therefore clear to us comrades
and countrymen what must be done. We
must create a UNITED FRONT OF
STRUGGLE AGAINST THE MAIN
ENEMY, IMPERTIALISM on the basis of.
the 5 POINTS DECLARATION AND
DEMANDS put forward by Guyanese
over a year ago. ...

We must undertake the difficult but
practicable task of fighting against im-
perialism, the main enemy, and its
various counterparts of right and left
opportunism, revisionism, anarchy, and
prevent the establishment of the base
for neo-colonialism which is being
ushered in via the coming FRAUDU-
LENT ELECTIONS under a constitution
and system devised by our enemies. WE
MUST EXPOSE THE COMING ELEC-
TIONS TO OUR PEOPLE FOR THE
SHAM IT IS, and inform them of the
dangers that lie ahead. . . .

We must be prepared to give leader-
ship in co-operation with others in a
united front of struggle in every form
as the objective conditions dictate,
against the main enemy—imperialism.
. . . We must sort out who are false
friends and true friends, nationally and
internationally. . . .

‘Imperialism is like rottem rope — it
cannot bear real strain. ONCE THE
GUYANESE WORKERS AND PEOPLE
DEDICATE THEMSELVES TO THE
'(I‘)%SII% WE WILL RID OUR COUNTRY

The Guyanese workers and the people
as a whole regardless of the disgraceful
betrayal on the part of the leadership
and the role of the Imperialist agent
D’Aguilar and his gang, will win their
struggle against imperialism, against
sectionalism, racism and anarchy, against
the establishment of a neo-colonialist
foundation in Guyana.

Guyanese workers and the people as
a whole are re-establishing the Guyana
National Liberation Movement. They will
cast off the present rotten leadership,
they will find new militant socialist
leaders, they are examining and eriticis-
ing their own errors of the past and
correcting them, they are organising and
reorganising for the all out struggle
against the main enemy — Imperialism.

The Guyanese workers and the people
as a whole have a history of struggle,
sometimes peaceful, at times revolu-
tionary, against the main enemy and we
shall follow in the footsteps of our noble
ancestors and our working class brothers
and sisters in other lands, who fought
and won their battles against imperial-
ism.

WE SHALL WIN, TIME, HISTORY
and the REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS
OF THE WORLD ARE ON OUR SIDE!

From a lecture by Johnny James to
advanced cadres of the Guyana National
Liberation Movement. Edited by the
Provisional Secretariat of the Movement.
(Parts I and II of this article appeared
in the September and October issues of
“ Vanguard ”.)

READ The
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The Chinese bomb

Amidst all the hubbub of the general
election, I heard the news that the
People’s Republic of Chma had exploded
an atomic device.

I speak not only for myself, but also
on behalf of three others in my depart-
ment (all engineering Trade Unionists),
when I say that we were highly delighted
that the valiant Chinese people, relying
on their own strength, are now better
able to resist imperialist nuclear black-
mail.

In spite of the anti-China hysteria of
the past two years, we are more than
ever convinced that China is a peace-
loving country dedicated to the interests
of exploited people all over the world.
‘When an arrogant, aggressive bully like
the US.A. has such a weapon, it is
undoubtedly a threat to peace and to the
independence of peoples everywhere.
But when a peaceful country like China
has it, this fact is very comforting and
reassuring, and improves the prospects
for peace.

Finally, may I say that I am very
proud that I stood by the great Chinese
people through thick and thin, at a time
when all the enemies of China did every-
thing they could to blacken her good
name, and even her so-called friends
tried to stab her in the back.

Your sincerely,

On behalf of a group of A.E.U. mem-
bers in Surrey.
(Name and address supplied.)

N. Khrushchev

The Editor, Vanguard,
Sir,

The Central Committee of the C.P.S.U.
has at last plucked up courage and
given Nikita Khrushchev notice that his
disservices are no longer required. How
he managed to remain in his lofty posi-
tion for so long completely baffles and
mystifies me. His outrageous revisionist
policies had become so blatant that he
must have been exposed to the purist
political duffer in the Komsomol. A
complete dolt who made enemies out of
friends and tried in vain to make friends
out of enemies, giving millions of roubles
to such as Nasser, who fills his jails with
thousands of our Egyptian comrades, and
would not give a kopeck to the Albani-
ans. He has swallowed insult after insult
from the insolent Yankee bullies.

‘What Brezhnev and Kosygin’s policies
are going to be remains to be seen, but
the fact that Adjubei and other reci-
pients of Khrushchev’s nepotism have
also got their marching orders makes
the outlook fairly healthy. But let us
sing a hymn of praise to our Chinese
and Albanian comrades who, in spite
of every foul slander, lies, distortion,
economic and political blackmail, have
stuck to their Marxist-Leninist guns and
refused to wunderwrite Khrushchev’s
phoney communism. Had they weakened
and succumbed the whole communist
movement of the world would have fall-
en prey to out and out revisionism.
When revisionism comes in the door,
Marxism-Leninism flies out of the win-
dow. The people lose their fighting spirit
and the will to overcome all difficulties;
social injustice creeps bhack, Commun-
ism falls into disrepute, and the road is
open for counter-revolution. The Khrush-
chev era has not been all setback for
us (although a tremendous amount of
damage has been done we have learned
many sharp political lessons, the main
one being ‘‘ how to spot the revisionist.”)
Therefore I say: Long life our dear
Albanian, Belgian, Chinese, and Korean
comrades, upright, honest and noble,
without them keeping alight the torch of
truth, we surely would have been lost
in the darkness of despair. We have seen
the last of Khrushchev, let us hope we
never see another like him again.

C. E. Graham,
Manchester.

Dear Comrades,

I expect your reaction to the news
about Mr. Khrushchev was much the
same as mine, treated with a certain
amount of reserve, but things could
hardly be worse than they were when he
was in power and treated by so many’ as
a kind of super Father Christmas who
could do no wrong. What an obituary
the capitalist press gave him!

“ He achieved a subtle and vital rela-
tionship with President Kennedy which
made the world a safer place.” “ He car-
ried his battle with China into the open,
splitting the Communist parties of the
world into two snarling camps.”

No wonder the leaders of the West
thought so much of him. I hope this
will open the eyes of the honest mem-
bers of the C.P.G.B. to the kind of
leaders they have. At least they will
begin to think for themselves instead of
believing all the eye-wash that is dished
out in the so-called Communist Press.

Yours fraternally,
Rosalie Gray, London.

VANGUARD

Break with
revisionism

I WANT to fight for a Socialist Britain,
and within the C.P. I can only fight by
selling the Daily Worker, which dares
not even print the facts on the inter-
national situation, let alone the facts of
the class struggle in Britain, and isn’t
even read by many comrades who prefer
to buy The Times in order to have some
idea of what’s going on. Or I can fight
by pushing election leaflets through
letter-boxes at election time, which only
outdo those of the Labour Party in prom-
ising a gleaming Uutopia, which comes
about without struggle, or challenge to
capitalism, simply by the cross on the
ballot paper, and glossing over the
realities of the class struggle.

Didn’t the C.D.R.C.U. candidate poll
900 votes on a programme which pulled
no punches, which didn’t offer pie in the
sky and a cushy future, which offended
no one but those who deserved to be
attacked? And isn’t this just why the
C.P’s vote is falling? The people of
Britain can smell a rat, and especially a
Social Democratic one, and they have not
been promised Utopia by each and every
candidate, a bigger and better one each
time running from Tory to Labour to
Communist Party, in that order of over-
glowing, for years and years and years
without becoming shrewd enough to dis-
trust each party which does this and
lies in the face of facts and their own
real experience,

To offer liberation through rose-
coloured glasses is the greatest crime
that can be committed against the work-
ing class. It is the road which disarms
the working class and leaves them de-
fenceless against the rise of Fascism.
The nierarchy of the British Communist
Party is a part of the establishment, just
as self-interested in its own welfare and
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the retaining of its cushioned existence
as the ruling classes. Not a threat to
them, not a fighting force. This revision-
ist leadership which seeks to protect its
jobs and its soft seats away from the
tough realities of the class struggle will
nol reunguish its power easilv, and it
must be rought and overthrown In the
interests cf the working clacs.

[ kave rever cupported the British
Road. While- I was stulying Marxism
T could see 1he blatant contradiction he-
Marxism and the policy of the C.P.G.B.
Is the fire and integrity of Marxism re-
vealed in the crafty glossing over of
issues in that document, The British
Road to Socialism? It is really the British
road of capitulation to the ruling classes.
Opportunists will always go the way
Khrushchev went. It is the way Gollan
and Co., will go. For opportunism is a
bubble which can be pricked by the
truth, as the movement for the emanci-
pation of the working class gains mo-
mentum and weeds out its traitors.

I have supported the Committee since
its statement in November, and its
Marxist-Leninist stand, although still a
member of the C.P.G.B. But I have now
decided to make an open stand. As a
Marxist I owe no allegiance to a Party
which is in the grip of a revisionist
leadership, who have sold out and be-
come the dangerous enemies of socialism.

The time has come for a firm stand on
principles, so that a beginning can be
made in building a strong Marxist Party
which is steeled and equipped for its
tasks, which is a threat to the ruling
classes, and not a stool pigeon, a safety
valve, a laughing stock.

Action comrades! Draw on your re-
sources which have been crushed through
years of having to keep quiet “ for fear
of upsetting people,” for fear of upsett-
ing the tender feelings of the ruling
classes, who might turn round and make
life unpleasant for us unless we are care-
ful.
will eventually be won. Support the
fight for Socialism in Britain, real social-
ism, not pious Fabianism which turns
its cheek to the vicious attacks of capital-
ism, the lost cause of Gollan and his
friends, now so irrevocably exposed.

Revisionism is being combated inter-
nationally, but we must not lag behind.
Out for ever with the King Street poli-
cies, and forward in the fight. Support
the Committee which is the basis for a
Marxist-Leninist Party in Britain, pledged
to fight for Socialism.

M. Morby,
London.

Wake up and fight a battle which

From West Germany

Dear Comrades,

This morning I received the October
issue of Vanguard, and I can tell you
only that Vanguard is getting better with
every coming issue! And how right you
always were on Khrushchev’s evil re-
visionism! But history decided to Pre-
serve the Heritage of the October
Revolution by doing away with Khrush-
chev in the very October which gave
birtht 'to the now already great historical
event!

West Germany.

A criticism
Dear Comrades,

I am hoping that the points of view
and general analysis as put forward by
Jim Roberts and Tom Flint do not
typify the views held by other Vanguard
comrades.

I am hoping that I speak for a good
percentage of comrades in criticising
them.

In the article entitled “ Wishful
Thinking, Mr. Holmes,” comrade Roberts
begins by criticising an article which to
a great extent slanders the C.D.R.C.U.
The way he goes about this is bad
enough and shows his lack of words and
understanclmv But in the next breath
he starts mudslmgmg in the true Daily
Worker fashion. As if it’s the C.P.G.B.’s
fault that they have very few councillors
or trade unionists. The tendency of the
working class in Britain today is more
towards the “Right” than the “ Left”
and no Marxist-Leninist party in Britain
today no matter how good can hope to
have the masses behind them. Comrade
Roberts also goes about his' criticism of
the relationship between the C.P.G.B.
and the C.P.C. in the same petty way by
mentioning the great victories for Marx-
ism-Leninism won by the C.P.C. But this
is a cheap criticism and as Mao Tse-tung
will himself undoubtedly admit they
were won by the masses with the guid-
ance of the C.P.C, which is a point
comrade Roberts seems to have missed.
The masses and the class struggle are
primary and the party secondary. Please
remember this next time, comrade
Roberts.

The C.P.G.B. and comrade Khrushchev
have done a great deal contrary to
Marxism but let us fight them in a truly
Marxist way and not, I repeat not, in
the ink pellet fashion pursued by com-
rades Roberts and Flint.

Yours fraternally,
John Reavey, ex-Y.C.L.
Durham.

Peaceful transition

THE policy of a Communist Party is
based on its analysis of society, i.e., on
the differing aims and relative strength
of internal class forces, and their rela-
tionship with external forces. If the
analysis is correct, the policy will cor-
respondingly be correct, always provid-
ing, of course, that the C.P. remains true
to its principles.

The heart and soul of a C.P.s policy
is on its attitude towards the state. It
is the essence of Marxism that the capi-
talist state cannot be “taken over” by
the working class, it cannot be trans-
formed into a workers’ state, it- must be
smashed. The primary task of the bour-
geois state is to defend the governing
capitalist class against both internal and
external enemies. To carry out this task,
it always has a coercive apparatus includ-
ing armed forces, police force, judiciary,
prisons and other organs of power.
There is also a large bureaucratic state
machine which carries out the instruc-
tions of the ruling class. At the top of
this state machine is usually parliament,
with its cabinet of Ministers, the Execu-
tive Committee of the bourgeoisie, which
runs the capitalist system in the best
overall interests of the ruling class.
Parliament exists, firstly, to discuss and
resolve differences of emphasis and
method of running the existing system
and, secondly, to deceive the people by
spreading the illusion that it is possible
to change things through capturing par-
liament. By proposing the capture of
Parliament as the only road to Social-
ism, C.P.s like the Italian and British
ones participate in this deception.

They claim that because the working
class in these countries have certain ad-
vantages, such as the right to organise
in T.U.s, legal parties, control of muni-
c1pa11t1es “free ” elections and so on, it
is possible to use these advantages to
change society. What they conveniently
forget is that, as Lenin pointed out,
bourgeois democracy is an indication of
the strength, not the weakness, of the
bourgeoisie. It means they can permu-
tate their bourgeois coalitions ad infini-
tum. It means that no matter what crises
occur, no matter how much discontent

there is, the powerful bourgeois state”

can ride the storm and keep on going.
There are various forms through which
the bourgeoisie exercises its dictatorship,
fascism, military junta and bourgeois
democracy. The latter is by far the most
convenient form through which the capi-
talist class can go on exploiting the
working class. T.H.

From Spain
Dear Comrades,

Permit me to send you enclosed some
copies of our publication Mundo Obrero
Revolutionario (Revolutionary Workers’
World) in Spanish. Perhaps among our
comrades there may be some who read
Spanish and would like to know the
development of our struggle. In any
case, we would be grateful if in your
public meetings when you show your
own publications you were able to pre-
sent our bulletin, which is, of course,
gratis for the present.

Revolutionary greetings, J.
(Communist Party of Spain, Marxist-
Leninist.)

All those comrades and friends who
read Spanish and would like to obtain
the bulletin of our Spanish comrades
should contact us.—Ed.

Dutt and the elections

Marxist-Leninists take part in elections
in order to expose the fraud of bourgeois
democracy. Not so the revisionists. Their
object is to adorn Parliament. Just
when the youth are beginning to
see through the 3-Party fraud, the
administer First Aid. ‘ Parliament with
a Punch” is their slogan; “let us put
some life into it,” they shout.

The working masses still regard the
Labour Party as their party. It will be
utterly impossible for them to achieve
socialism until it is proved beyond all
possible shadow of doubt, that this is not
so. Under a Labour government, the
working class can see more clearly that,
in essence, the Labour Party is just as
rauch a party that stands for capitalist
rule as the Conservative or Liberal
parties. Therefore, now that we have a
Labour government, the working class
can learn this lesson and draw the
necessary conclusions. Our job as Marx-
ist-Leninists is not to prettify Parlia-
;ile.nt but to expose it for the dirty fraud
it is.

Does R.P.D. do this? Not on your
life. In the October issue of Labour
Monthly, our old friend -characteristi-
cally magnifies the importance of the
vote. Of course, we can’t really except
anything better from people who claim
that even socialism itself, can be
achieved via the ballot box. “ We must
use our vote,” declaims R.P.D. in italics,
“it is the sacred right of every elector.”

And this is the advice he gives to
Party workers:

“In the 594 constituencies where there
is no Communist candidate every effort
should be exerted to win victory for the
Labour candidate against the Tory, what-
ever the opinion of the defects of the
Labour official programme, or the critic-
ism of the record of some particular
Labour representative.”

I showed this quotation to one Party
member. “ Read this, Jock,” I said, “ do
you know what it means? It means that
you are expected to offer to canvass and
lick stamps for such as George Brown,
Desmond Donnelly, Ray Gunter and
Woodrow Wyatt.” Jock’s reply was sharp
and direct—‘ Palme Dutt can go and get

stuffed,” he said.
JIM WALTON

The Daily Worker

Not much attention has been paid to
the treacherous activity of the Daily
Worker, through its bolstering up of
illusions about the strength of the
Labour movement. Undoubtedly this will
grow as a powerful force as objective
conditions change, but it is not particu-
larly strong at the present time. Al-
though there are signs that the mili-
tancy of the working class is increasing
(the Postmen’s struggle), its fighting
spirit is mainly confined to groups in
industry like the dockers, who, to their
eternal credit, are traditionally militant.

As far as I can ascertain, in most
factories, my fellow members of the
Amalgamated Engineering Union pay
their subscriptions reluctantly and then
only because Shop Stewards are pre-
pared to collect dues on the job. They
do not feel involved at all. They don’t
attend Branch meetings. They think
that A.E.U. officials should be able to
wave magic wands and solve all their
problems for them. Of course, workers
will learn and be drawn in, as the class
conflict sharpens.

Serious Marxists analyse situations in
accordance with the facts. They do not
live in cloud cuckoo land, like the Daily
Worker does. Trotskyists portray the
masses as straining at the leash to fight
capitalism. The C.P.G.B. attempts to
show the Trade Unions as well prepared
to back a Labour and Communist
majority of MPs in forcing Socialism on
the capitalists. It is not only pathetic
but laughable. The similiarity between
these two types of adventurers, is
obvious. Gollan and Company are indulg-
ing in sheer opportunism, playing games
with the hopes and aspirations of the
working class.

One is surprised at the reluctance of
leading Trade Unionists in the C.P.G.B.
to denounce the behaviour of these
traitors. Don’t these honest militants
realise the inherent danger in pious
wishes and daydreams?

P.T. (Waltham-on-Thames.)



martyr.

Son of a small farmer, Jim Connell
was born in County Meath in 1951, the
final year of the Great Famine, when
British Government criminal irrespon-
sibility had caused the death of over two
million Irish people. Having reached
manhood his mother had plans for Jim,
as is often the way with peasant women,
to become a priest. But he politely
declined, leaving home for Dublin City
where his intelligence and passion for
social justice brought him into contact
with socialists. Soon he was a member
of a group which divided its time be-
tween lectures on class struggle and
brisk, stimulating walks to the beautiful
Dublin mountains.

Later Jim joined the revolutionary
Fenian movement and what evolved
from it, the oath taking, Republican
Brotherhood (forerunner, with James
Connolly’s Citizen Army, of the 1916
uprising).

But, in those days in the mid-eighties
Jim, as a docker, found it increasingly
difficult to obtain steady employment in
Liffeyside; with the result that, like
some two million Irish workers before
him and some threeé million since, he
was compelled to emigrate. He was
pushing thirty-five when he arrived In
London.

THE SONG IS WRITTEN

Having found a job he quickly made
contact with socialist and Marxist
groups, in a short period becoming a
leading industrial and - propaganda
fighter against capitalism. He was one
of the founder members of the Socialist
Democratic Federation and, in 1890, was
the S.D.F.s Parliamentary candidate in
Finsbury. But he stood little chance of
being elected even with Finsbury’s large
Irish congregation; the idealistic and, of
course, religious Irish working class
elected a Liberal. The Liberal promised
them “ Home Rule” and, as so often,
they got befuddled by nationalism and
alarmed at the thought of Socialism.

The “Red Flag” first appeared in
“ Justice,” the weekly journal of the
S.D.F. in December, 1889. The air of
the song was from the German hymn,
“Tannenbaum.” Jim Connell wrote the
first two stanzas of the “ Red Flag™ and
the chorus during a 15-minute train
journey from Charing Cross to New

YANGUARD

THE RED FLAG AND
ITS AUTHOR

ALTHOUGH millions of workers throughout the world have sung it on the picket
line and in the trenches and, as is frequent in Britain, at the termination of Trade
Union and political rallies, surprisingly few people know much, if anything, about
the origin of the “Red Flag™ and its author, Jim Connell. In his own country,
Ireland, his name is mostly unknown and when it is ever mentioned it is invariably
confused with that of James Connolly, the internationally known Marxist, and

Cross. The Sunday following the pub-
lication of the song groups of socialists
were singing it in Glasgow and Liver-
pool. In a few weeks, like a ‘“ pop”
tune nowadays, its glorious notes had
covered the whole land.

RAMSAY MACDONALD OBJECTS

In 1925, the Labour Party leader,
Ramsay MacDonald, condemned the Red
Flag — “it is too extreme” —and de-
manded that a new song be written for
the workers. The Daily Herald (R.I.P.)
took up this challenge and arranged a
contest to see if “a more appropriate ”’
song could be composed. John Mec-
Cormack, the noted Irish tenor, and
Hugh Robertson, conductor of the Glas-
gow Orpheus Choir, agreed to judge the
contest. No less than 300 songs were
entered but the judges, assisted by the
Herald’s editor, could find none, not even
one, to outmatch the “ Red Flag.,” Ram-
say MacDonald, it is said, on hearing
this news ‘“was extremely angry.”

JIM — THE POACHER

Among his many activities Jim Con-
nell was a keen poacher and game
hunter. He kept seven or eight grey-
hounds and would with his friends sally
forth at weekends into the Surrey hills
to hunt against the law, of course, on
their noble Lordships’ big farms and
demesnes. He once wrote a book, “ Con-
fessions of a Poacher,” which sold
80,000 copies. It was a daring tale and,
as well, an indictment of the avaricious
landed classes and feudal throwbacks
who are still today, witness Sir Alec
Home, very much a formidable power in
Britain.

When Jim died in 1929 hundreds
attended his funera] at Golders Green
Crematorium, where his coffin was
draped in a great red flag. Tom Mann,
amongst others, spoke and, as the re-
mains of the Irish proletarian dis-
appeared into the flames, the assembled
mourners sang this and the other verses
of the “Red Flag”:

“ With heads uncovered swear we all
To bear it onward till we fall.

Come dungeons dark, or gallows grim,
This song will be our parting hymn.”

PAT O'DONOVAN
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- JANACEK

THE music of the Moravian composer, Leos Janacek (1854-1928) is steadily gaining
popularity, and its creator is now recognised as true heir to the glorious inheritance
of music bequeathed to us by his illustrious predecessors and compatriots, Smetana
and Dvorak. This recognition is due, in no small measure, to the modern L.P.
record, that resuscitator and maker of many a composer’s reputation. The Czech
Philharmonic Orchestra, under Kavel Anceul, has recorded two of Janacek’s best
works, the Sinfonietta and the Rhapsody: Taras Bulba, on Supraphon, SUA 10320.

The former—perhaps Janacek’s finest
orchestral achievement—was played at
this year’s Edinburgh Festival, and also
formed part of the international concert
held on United Nations Day, October 24.
Written in 1926, when the composer was
72, it surely ranks as one of the greatest
compositions of this century. Intensely
national in feeling, tuneful, brilliantly
(and erratically) scored, the Sinfonietta
is in five movements, the first of which,
an augmented fanfare for trumpets and
tympani, serves as an introduction to
the whole work. This fanfare was origi-
nally intended to serve as music for the
opening of the Sokol Festival, held in
Brno. Instead it became the germ from
which the whole idea of the Sinfoniefta
grew. In Janacek’'s own words, “The aura
of liberty glows above the city (Brno).
The peal of victorious trumpets, night
shadows, the breathing of a green hill—
the vision of elan and greatness, out of
this vision was born my Sinfonietta.”

_The fanfares are followed bv a dance-
like movement, somewhat reminiscent
of Dvorak’s Slavonic dances. This in
turn, brings us to the deeply-felt opening
pages of the “ moderato ™ 3rd movement,
where sorrowful mood is interrupted by
shattering brass declamations before the
elegiac strains are once more heard.
The fourth movement is a theme and
variations, once more dance-like in
character, very brief. Hesitation and
doubt are felt in the opening of the
Finale, but excitement and tension are
soon generated, and the work ends in a
blaze of glory, triumphantly assertive,
as the whole orchestra takes up the fan-
fare theme of the first movement. Won-
derful, exhilarating, uplifting music!

Designed, in the composer’s own words,
to exult Czech man in his beauty, joy
and strength, it is indeed “ the outcry of
a soul which had closed accounts: with
everything and wants to cleave only to
the simple Czech man.”

The Rhapsody: Taras Bulba, is a
three movement work, based on Gogol’s
famous story. Janacek had a great re-
gard for the Russian people and besides
Taras Bulba he set to music works by
Ostvousky and Dostoyevsky. The music
faithfully reflects Janacek’s impressions
of Gogol's tale. Of how Bulba, a leader
of the Zapovozhye Cossaks fighting the
imvading Poles kills his son Andviy be-
cause he fell in love with a Polish girl
and betrayed his people; of how Bulba
in disguise, witnesses the public torture
and execution of his other son, Ostap,
by the Poles, and of how Bulba himself
is captured by them, tied to a tree and
burned, shouting defiance to his captors
and prophesying a great future for his
native land. “ There shall arise a ruler
from Russian soil, and there shall be no
power on earth that shall not. yield to
him! > Stirring stuff, and prophetic
enough!

Written during the years 1914-18, the
music is, like the Sinfonietta, intensely
national in feeling, and abounds in
memorable tunes. “I composed the
Rhapsody because I wanted to show that
the strength of the Russian people can-
not be destroyed,” said the composer.
Such faith found its true reward in the
victories of the great October Revolution,
the victorious outcome of the Civil War
and the resistance to Nazi aggression.

V. WILSON

CORRECTION

_ September “ Vanguard ” :—“ State monopoly capitalism,” page 12, third column,
line 43, should read: “today, as in 1916, roughly £1 in every £4. . .”

October “ Vanguard ” :—*“ British Education,” page 12, from line 4, should read:
“then there are the institutes of higher education including universities and tech-
nological institutes as well as the various anciliary organisations, such as The
Workers Educational Association, various summer schools and business schools.
The class nature of this system is obvious. The preparatory and public schools and
the Oxbridge universities are monopolised by the children of the bourgeosie and

petty bourgeoisie. . . .”

No longer used

The address 41 Scrutton Street, London, E.C.2, is no longer used by “Vanguard”

or by the Committee for Communist Unity.
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ERATURE ana ART

Some verses from:

“The Masque of Anarchy”

by Percy Bysshe Shelley
(1792-1822)

The year, 1819 was a time of dire
suffering for the British workers and
peasants. It was also a time of mass
resistance to the tyranny of the rising
capitalist class. A gigantic demonstra-
tion took place at Peterloo, Manchester.
The Yeomanry charged, without provo-
cation, killed 11 and wounded 400. This
bloody event is seared in British history
as the Peterloo Massacre. The poet
wrote his satire on this event.

“ Men of England, Heirs of Glory,
Heroes of unwritten story,
Nurslings of one mighty mother,
Hopes of her, and one another,

“ Rise, like lions after slumber,

In unvanquishable number, -
Shake your chains to earth like dew,
‘Which in sleep had fall’n on you.

“ What is Freedom? Ye can tell
That which Slavery is too well
For its very name has grown
To an echo of your own.

“"Tis to work, and have such pay
As just keeps life from day to day
In your limbs, as in a cell

For the tyrants’ use to dwell;

“ So that ye for them are made, .
Loom, and plough, and sword, and spade;
With or without your own will, bent

To their defence and nourishment.

“Tis to see your children weak
With their mothers pine and peak,
When the winter winds are bleak : —
They are dying whilst I speak.

“°Tis to hunger for such diet,
As the rich man in his riot
Casts to the fat dogs that lie
Surfeiting beneath his eye.

“'Tis to let the Ghost of Gold
Take from toil and a thousandfold,
More than e’er its substance could
In the tyrannies of old;

* Paper coin—that forgery

Of the title deeds, which ve
Hold to something of the worth
Of the inheritance of Earth.

“'Tis to be a slave in soul,
And to hold no strong control
Over your own wills, but be
All that others make of ye.

* And at length when ye complain,
With a murmur weak and vain,
'Tis to see the tyrant’s crew

Ride over your wives and you: —
Blood is on the grass like dew.

“ Then it is to feel revenge,

Fiercely thirsting to exchange

Blood for blood—and wrong for wrong :
Do NOT THUS, WHEN YE ARE STRONG.

“What art thou, Freedom? Oh! could
Slaves

Answer from their living graves

This demand, tyrants would flee

Like a dream’s dim imagery.

* For the labourer thou art bread,
And a comely table spread,

From his daily labour come,

In a neat and happy home.

“To the rich thou art a check,
When his foot is on the neck
Of his victim; thou dost make
That he treads upon a snake.

“ Thou are Justice—ne’er for gold
May thy righteous laws be sold,
As laws are in England : —thou
Shield’st alike the high and low.

“Thou art Wisdom—Freedom never
Dreams that God will damn for ever
All who think those things untrue,
Of which priests made such ado.

“ Thou art Peace—never by thee
Would blood and treasure wasted be,
As tyrants wasted them, when ail
Leagued to quench thy flame in Gaul.

“ Let a great assembly be

Of the fearless, of the free,

On some spot of English ground,
Where the plains strefch wide around.

“From the corners uttermost

Of the bounds of English coast;

From every hut, village, and town,
Where those who live and suffer, moan
For others’ misery and their own;

“ From the haunts of daily life,
Where is waged the daily strife
With common wants and common cares,
Which sow the human heart with tares;

“ Let a vast assembly be,

And with a great solemnity

Declare with measured words, that ye
Are, as God has made ye, free!

* And these words shall then become
Like Oppression’s thundered doom,
Ringing through each heart and brain,
Heard again—again—again.

“ Rise like lions after slumber

In unvanquishable NUMBER !

Shake your chains to earth, like dew
Which in sleep had fall’n on you :
YE ARE MANY—THEY ARE FEW.”

Song—To the Men of England

MEN of England, wherefore plough
For the lords who lay ye low?
Wherefore weave with toil and care
The rich robes your tyrants wear?

Wherefore feed and clothe and save,
From the cradle to the grave,

Those ungrateful drones who would
Drain your sweat—nay, drink your blood?

Wherefore, Bees of England, forge
Many a weapon, chain, and scourge,
That these stingless drones may spoil
The forced produce of your toil?

Have ye leisure, comfort, calm,
Shelter, food, love’s gentle balm?
Or what is it ye buy so dear

With your pain and with your fear?

The seed ye sow another reaps;
The wealth ye find another keeps;
The robes ye weave another wears;
The arms ye forge another bears.

Sow seed,—but let no tyrant reap;

Find wealth,—let no imposter heap;
Weave robes,—let not the idle wear;
Forge arms, in your defence to bear.
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STATEMENT FROM
WEST HAM

A STATEMENT by the West Ham

North Branch of the C.P.G.B. — sent

to the East London Area Committee, the London District Committee,
and the Executive Committee of the C.P.G.B., and to all Branch members.

For some months now a cam-
paign has been waged by the
‘“ higher committees ” and certain
branch members, for the removal
of the Branch Committee.

This campaign has NOT been con-
ducted through normal Inner Party chan-
nels but in the main has been carried
out by letter and through individuals
in collusion with the Area and District
Committees.

The Branch membership have been by-
passed, misinformed, and lied to, and an
open split has been created.

Events have reached the present stage,
precisely because the normal process of
Inner Party Democracy has been violated
by the now bureaucratic, Area and
District Committees, whose swollen-
headed and self-complacent members,
while willing to listen to praise and
flattery cannot bear criticism, and do all
in their power to silence the critics and
stop their Resolutions and legitimate
complaints from reaching the Party
comrades.

In the present dispute this committee
has simply been asked to attend a
private meeting with Higher Officials,
although it has consistantly demanded
that all business be conducted through
the branch, in accordance with the prin-
ciples of Communist organisation.

In a Communist, a Marxist Party, the
principles of Democratic Centralism hold
good at all levels from the lowest branch
member to the General Secretary. All
activity is conducted from the branch
(the basic unit) to the Area to the Dis-
trict to the E.C. and from the E.C. to
the District to the Area and back to the
Branch.

The present ‘“Leadership of the
C.P.G.B.” however think differently. For
them Democratic Centralism means
direction from the top to the bottom.

Direction from below is mow unheard
of.

fHow can we Marxists tolerate such a

state of affairs? We must insist that
the branch play its full part in Party
affairs.

The slow drift away from Democratic
Procedure has been evident for some
time now, and this has lost the Party
many formerly active workers.

Comrade Gollan and Co., must bear a
large measure of responsibility, for this
drift, which is a direct result of their
policy of compromise in all fields. For
example, the D.W,, in pandering to the
(Bourgeois) sentiment of the time, said
on its front page “The new Pope a
Progressive.” What was the first act of
this “ progressive ” Pope? An Encyclicle
attacking Communism; what could be
more ° progressive” than that.

We have said before and we must
repeat again ONE CANNOT COMPRO-
MISE ON PRINCIPLE (as the Gollan
Group is doing) and get away with it.

A CP.is a CP. only so long as it is a
Marxist Party. This is its characteristic,
its special quality, it cannot keep on
compromising without eventually losing
all its Marxist clothing and becoming
unashamedly a naked class collaborator.

In order to pander to the bourgeoisie
and at the same time keep his Marxist
fig leaf, Comrade Gollan and his group
have redirected the “theories” of the
opportunities of the second inter-
national, put them in modern dress and
then offer them to the party comrades
as “fundamental new ideas.” What rub-
bish! What a cheap swindle! These

moth-eaten ideas have been repudiated
by Lenin and others a thousand times;

every day life shows them to be further
divorced from reality.

But this is not all. At a time when
Parliament is falling more and more
under the thumb of the Monopolies and
International Cartels, at a time when
Britain’s economic and military policies
are being decided, more in Washington
than London, Comrade Gollan’s group
decides that * the possibility now exists
for peaceful transition to Socialism ” via
“the Parliamentary road.”

If Lord Hume had uttered these
words, who would have believed him,
who wouldn’t have said—you are a liar—
the British monopolies and their Ameri-
can “ partners” haven't the slightest
idea of allowing the British people to
build Socialism. When Socialism appears
in England they will try to crush it as
ruthlessly as they have done in other
parts of the world.

But Comrade Gollan, not Lord Hume,
has spoken and low and behold Party
members believe the Imperialists and
Capitalists will respect our *traditional
institutions and rights” so we can
“fransform Parliament and thus effect
“the major legislation measures of the
change to Socialism.”

But there are no fairies at the bottom
of Comrade Gollan’s garden, for we are
solemnly warned in the British road to
Socialism (from which the above quotes
also come), “that this change can only
be brought about by struggle. The
British ruling class is experienced and
ruthless in defence of its selfish interests.
It is necessary for the Labour Movement
to understand this, and at the same time
to realise that the working class has the
strength united in struggle for Socialism
to overcome all resistance and reach its
final goal.” Presumably with that most
deadly of all weapons the terrible ballot
paper. :

Where is this struggle Comrade Gollan
speaks of? It is all around us, in the
fight for wages, for work, for democratic
rights, in the fight against anti-Semitism,
race hate and fascism. In the fight for
improved educational welfare and social
services; in the fight for peace and
against U.S. bases and foreign domi-
nation; in the fight for representation in
the press, on the radio and T.V., and in
Parliament and local councils; in the
fight for militant trade union leadership
and the struggle to win the industrial
working class to the Socialist cause; in
the fight to isolate the reactionaries and
win over our allies in other classes; in
the work of propagation and studying
Marxism-Leninism and its application to
all fields in the fight to give the masses
a class understanding.

In a word the struggle for Socialism
is here, and now. What we do today will
condition what we can do tomorrow. This
applies to all fields, for everything has a
class nature whether we like to admit it
or not; thus our job as Communists is
to work, not for Bourgeois, but Working
Class recognition in order to build a
party defended and supported by
workers awhich the bourgeois dare not
refuse to recognise. ;

In doing all these things, therefore,
we must expose the Gollan group and
their allies before they further bemuddle
and confuse the people with their votes
for Socialism,” and socialism in little
bits.” Does this mean we reject the
need for M.P.s and Parliamentary strug-
gle? Certainly not, the Marxist uses all
forms of struggle. We simply say this,
we do not only seek votes. They will
not remove the bases of U.S. Imperialism
from our soil; we seek people, active
workers, potential Communists who
among other things also vote.

PUBLIC MEETINGS

Tuesday, November 3rd

8 p.m. Richmond

Community Centre

“The present situation; and our tasks ”
Chair : Ernie Hunt

Speakers : Jack Angel, Michael McCreery
Organised by the Thames Valley Communist Association

Sunday, November 8th Dewsbury, Yorkshire. As announced,

Friday, November 20th
7.45 p.m. Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London
‘“For the liberation of our country from United States
economic, political, cultural and military .domination
- Chair : Dave Volpe '
Speakers : Ken Houlison (Scotland), Jack Seifert, M. McCreery

Sunday afternoons”3.30 p.m. Hyde Park

Sales of “ Vanguard ”; and open-air meeting
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A Great Victory

THE TESTING OF THE FIRST CHINESE ATOMIC BOMB

THE news of the testing of the first Chinese Atomic Bomb has been
acclaimed by all people. struggling against imperialism throughout the
world, and with consternation and alarm by the imperialists. Why?
Because the People’s Republic of China is a Socialist country led by a
Marxist-Leninist Party and dedicated to the cause of world peace.

World peace is threatened by the imperialists and their agents alone.
They launch aggressive wars when, and only when, they think that they
can gain by such wars. The stronger, therefore, and the more united is
the Socialist camp of nations, the less the likelihood of imperialist
aggréssion against any Socialist nation, the less the likelihood of a

Third World War.

Despite all the efforts of the imperialists and the modern revisionists
China has now been able to strengthen her defensive might with the
development of nuclear weapons. The struggles of the peoples of the
world against imperialist domination and aggression, and for liberation
from imperialism, is thereby greatly encouraged; the danger of imperial-
ist attack upon the Socialist camp of nations is reduced, and a Third

World War becomes less likely.

We send warm congratulations to the Communist Party and people
of China upon their great achievement. We welcome the statement of
the Chinese Government: “ That China will never at any time and under
any circumstances be the first to use nuclear weapons.” We welcome
their call for a Summit Conference of all the countries of the world to
discuss the question of the complete prohibition and thorough destruction

of nuclear weapons, and, as a

st step, to win from the nuclear powers

an undertaking not to use nuclear weapons. We shall do all in our power
to win support for this conference, as an essential part of the struggle

for peace.

The Secretariat, C.D.R.C.U.

Communique from Spain

At a meeting held on the 4th October,
1964, the Marxist-Leninist organisations
Partido Comunista de Espana Reconsti-
tuido (Reconstituted Communist Party
of Spain), Proletario (Proletariat) and
Oposicion Revolucionaria Comunista de
Espana (Revolutionary Communist
Opposition of Spain), which edited the
periodicals “ Mundo Obrero Revolution-
ario” (Revolutionary Workers’ World),
“Proletario ” (Proletariat) and “ The
Spark™ (La Chispa), after full and
fraternal discussion, on the subject of
the ideological and political problems of
the International Communist Movement,
and in particular of Spain, have reached
a complete agreement and identity of
opinion and have proceeded to unite
and reconstruct the COMMUNIST
PARTY OF SPAIN on the basis of the
principles of Marxism-Leninism.

This new stage constitutes a great

advance which gives back to the Spanish
working class the party of the vanguard
which will organise and direct the
struggle of our people for the socialist
revolution.

THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF SPAIN
(Marxist-Leninist) salutes all fraternal
parties in the common struggle against
imperialism and revisionism.

From now on the organ of expression
of our PARTY will be “ VANGUARDIA
OBRERA " (Workers’ Vanguard). LONG
LIVE THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF
SPAIN (Marxist-Leninist)! LONG LIVE
UNITY ON THE BASIS OF THE PRIN-
CIPLES OF MARXISM-LENINISM!

WORKERS OF ALL LANDS AND
OPPRESSED PEOPLES, UNITE!

October 12, 1964,

A warm welcome

This announcement that Spanish Com-
munists have succeeded in re-establish-
ing their Party on the basis of Marxism-
Leninism will be welcomed by Commun-
ists and militant workers and intellectu-
als throughout the world. The Spanish
working class and people have been hard
hit by modern revisionism in their

struggle to oust the United States-backed
Franco dictatorship. The re-establish-
ment of a genuine Communist Party in
Spain is a great victory for the Spanish
working class and people, and for all
those engaged in the struggle for
national liberation, peace, democracy,
and Socialism. The Secretariat, C.D.R.C.T.

NORTH OF ENGLAND
COMMUNIST ASSOCIATION

The decision of our Committee to
nominate a candidate to contest the
Huyton Parliamentary Constituency in
the General Election turned out to be
one of the most important decisions we
have so far undertaken.

Mike Baker as the candidate was
chosen by the North of England Com-
munist Association, which is a fusion of
the Lancashire and Yorkshire groups of
the C.D.R.C.U., but this was essentially
an effort by comrades from every part
of England, Scotland and Wales where
our Committee is represented. To those
comrades who participated in the cam-
paign, in whatever degree, we in the
North extend our heartfelt thanks. The

- delivery and dispatch of 31,000 Election

addresses by one means or another is no
mean feat by any yardstick. The night-
long sessions of addressing and stamping
envelopes and labels, trudging the streets
of the constituency, pasting up posters,
showed a degree of determination and
earnestness that was good to behold.

Our-decision to contest was, naturally,
interpreted in many different ways. It
was, of course, and is, our intention to
place our programme before as many
working people as possible and it was
in this spirit that we entered the cam-
paign. Quite obviously we must be the
very last people to be under any
illusions about ‘ gaining Socialism

through Parliament.” The capitalist
bress did its best to ignore us and even
misrepresented the candidate as an
“ Independent.” The BBC went further
and obligingly broadeast a vicious attack
on the Committee from the C.P.GB. "
(Are you still there, Walter Holmes?)
A sample of the Huyton C.P.G.B. went
almost apoplectic when he learned of
our intention to stand against Wilson.
This character (he detested the term
“comrade”), made it clear that he would
attempt to invalidate our nomination by
any means. A member of the C.P. for
30 years, he might just as well have
spent those years in a Trappist monas-
tery, such was his knowledge of current
1ssues.

Despite this hostility, despite smears,
misrepresentation, despite mistakes, mis-
caleulation and vicissitudes we achieved
that which we set out to gain. Our aims
did get over to thousands of people. Our
vote of 899 was a great surprise and a
great encouragement and a telling vindi-
cation of our effort.

Last, but by no means least, we have
established a beach-head in Liverpool,
an area which was hitherto conspicuous
by its absence from representation in
our committee.

A. G. Major.
Manchester.



