UNIONS DEMAND

TAKE OVER KEY

———

Socialist measures '

the only answer

by KEITH DICKENSON

The increase in unemployment expected towards the end
of this year has not taken place. Now the professional econ-
omists are estimating that it may be avoided unti] the end
of next year, or even later, The “failure” of the “deflation-
ary” measures taken by the Government is expressed in this
fact. Under the pressure of the bankers and industrialists
the Government imposed stringent measures in the import
surcharge, the measures of the Budget to cut “consumption”

and the drastic cuts in Government expenditure on the social | :

the
‘above,

services. .
The intention of the ruling

circle of monopolists and fin-

anciers was to impose a “stop” on production for the home

market in their own interests,

How shaky and impotent the

measures that can be taken to “plan” and “control” a capit-

alist economy are indicated

Treasury. “advisers” had expected precisely the opposite of |

the present situation.

' The upswing of production

continues. It is 3% higher at
present (October) than 12
months ago. Unemployment
has dropped 109, over the
October 1965 figure. It is
now 1.3% of the labour force.
Exports have increased 7%,
in this time. Meanwhile retail
prices have gone up 4.8%,
while wages have lagged be-
hind at the average. increase
of weekly wages of 4.5%. All
these are official figures and
thus artificially slanted
by the index taken, but
give some idea of the proces-
ses taking place in the econ-
omy. Profits have been In-
creasing even faster than pro-
duction, and this year will
once again break records. The
capitalists ““are finding new
loopholes to guarantee them-
selves “capital gains.” The
Financial Times in its issue
of 26/10/65 ridicules the effic-
acy of the measures taken
by the first post-war La-
bour ‘Government and the
present one. They point out
that it is the most parasitic
“take-over” merchants who
get the benefit of the Finance
Bill. The Capital Gains Tax,
in the United States they say
had the same effect.

STRENGTH OF WORKERS

Thus the measures of the
Government leave the rela-
tions between the capitalist
class and the fworking class
much as before. That 1s why
the capitalists are “tolerat-
ing” the Labour Government.
Full Employment has continu-
ed because of the increase In
world trade and the increas-
ed capital goods market at
home. The working class is In
a strong position to get a
bigger share of the wealth
they are producing. Hence the
propaganda of the capitalist
press on the iniquity of wage
increases, especially those
which go over the Incomes
Limit of 3% to 4%. This in

spite of the fact that the cost

of living, according even tO
official figures ' quoted
has gone up more.

by the fact that Callaghan’s

Working class standards of
living are maintained by over-
time and the labour of the
working women.

The capitalists are exerting
pressure to try and “hold the
line.” The Financial Times
and the Times both have edi-
torials which, in effect, dem-
and that the less well orga-
nised and®skilled sections of
the working class, including
the formerly privileged sec-
tions of the white collar wor-
kers on whom the capitalists
depended for support, should
not get the benefit of wage
increases which they are grud-
gingly compelled to concede
to the highly organ’sed indus-
trial workers. In its editorial
of October 27th headed
“Please do not disturb” the
Times opposes the increase
now granted by the National
Board for Prices and Incomes
to the administrative and
clerical workers in the electri-
city supply industry. They
ask sternly “What hope 1is
there. for the Government’s
prices and incomes policy if
every settlement is to be ac
companied by kindly “distur-
bance” settlements for other
people — some of whom may
be on the periphery of the
work under scrutiny? It is al-
most unbelievable that the
Government should have wel-
comed this report and com-
mended ™ its findings and its
recommendations.”

Thus clearly the capitalists
view the Incomes Policy as a
means of holding back the le-
gitimate claims of the wor-
kers and increasing their own
wealth. The less the share of
the workers in the wealth they
produce the higher the share
of the capitalists. This year
for the first time the amount
of capital investment of the
national - income has reached
20°/.. This 'is a record and
comes close to that of the ad-
vancing capitalist economies
on the Continent. The capital-
ists are anticipating an increase
of 59, above the investment
ficures of this year next year.
It is this that has kept the
economy stable.

I the expression
rership” between black and white, the “partnership
and rider.” This collapsed with the opposition of the Afric-
ans, and the fear of British Imperialism of the development leaders.
of a resistance movement on the
Algerians against French Imperialism. Had they resisted the
“wind of change” the Imperialists stood to lose everything

and drive the African peoples into the
ism”, at the least to accept the support
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History plays some

inority of 227,000 whites,

the Russians.

rely

promised on the basis
if not economically.
Now the stage is set for an
explosion in Southern Rho-
desia. After the collapse of
the Federation in 1961, South-
ern Rhodesia was given a

POWER FOR WHAT?

One of the main factors in
this result has been the in-
crease in world trade especial-
ly of industrial goods, which
increased by 14°,. Britain’s
share of exports only increa-
sed by 7°%. This has meant
a further decline in the share
of the world market held by
Britain. This is going to pose
terrible ‘problems before the
Labour Movement in the
future. If in the best condi-
tions for the capitalists to
concede increases 1n Wwages
and standards of living they
claim that “Britain”—i.e. the
ruling class—cannot  afford it
what is going to happen
when the inevitable decrease
in world trade and recessions
(little slumps) and big slumps
takes place? The “Plan” of
the Government has no more
substant'al a base than the
“deflation.” It is based on the
whims of the: capitalist mar-

they have direct control of the fate of nations, For gemera- tions were
tions the *British capitalists maintained control
of Africa, which they carved into an Empire; by fire, sword,
and the basest frickery. The entire policy was based on dom- hder conditions so bad they %
ination of the black majority by a small minority of whites. . e a terrible impression m 1
This policy was expressed in the Rhodesias by the domina- (r ¢ witcon when he *‘“ R
tion of the 4 million Africans of Southern Rhodesia by a tiny about them at first hand.®

It is not much more than a decade since the Tory Govern-
ment established the Central African Federation, which in
of its first Prime Minister established “part-

Consequently they changed
on an “elite” of Africans
their investments and interests. The
“hetrayal” in Kenya, Northern :
But the Imperialists, understood that in any event the posi- the British Government gave
tion could not be maintained. Thus they
sition they had carefully built up for the Europeans and com- the
of African independence, politically (houoht the interests of the

peculiar tricks on those wh; think Conscquently their organisa-

made illegal, and
of the areas their leaders such as Nkomo

: can be imaginod wiab eow
ditions must be like in the

gaols, and for the detainees
of horse of more humble stature, if
that is the condition of the

lines of the struggle of the

1923 AND THE
ARCHBISHOP
arms of “Commun- The RhOdESI&Il EIUI:H. CEO-
of the Chinese and vernment is demanding its “in-
dependence”. How did they

their tactics and decided to come to bein a position where
and hoped thus to safeguard the representatives of a tiny
“settlers” howled about minority can make this 1n-
Rhodesia and other colonies. solent ultimatum? In 1923
trampled on the pe- virtual control in Rhodesia to
white settlers. . They

copper mining magnates and
Constitution which gave 15 other millionaire investors
M.P.’s out of 65 to the Afri- would best be served with the
cans. A ludicrous relationship whites in control. At that time
which the leaders of the Afri- there was no protest from the
can majority refused to accept. Cont on page 4

ket. It will follow the trend alise the 400 monopolies, the
of this market especially on banks and the insurance
the world scale. companies as the only solu-

What then of the future? tion to ‘the problems facing

. Britain.
Wilson, say the now favour-
able commentators, is interes- NATIONALISATION CALL

ted in “Power”. But the prob-  Already the Confederation
lem is power for what?. The of Shipbuilding and Enginee
miners, the railwaymen, the ring Unions has demanded
engineers, the dockers, post- the nationalisation of the ma-
men, chemical and other sec- chine tool, aircraft and key
tions of the working class in engineering industries. This
the organised trade union and is a good beginning. It is on
[ abour Movement have their these lines 'that the Labour
own ideas on the subject. Movement must proceed. But
They want better conditions & it is not sufficient to pass re-
steps to change society in the solutions. The Confederation
direction of Socialism. They should begin a campaign first
are right. The leaders in the in their own unions, and then
Government are living in a throughout the Labour Mov-
fool's paradise if they think ement and the working class
the workers will accept limi- to demand the nationalisation
tations of income for the be- of these industries, as well as
nefit of the monopolists. Turn the steel industry.

the attack instead on the Power is vital. But it is on-
handful of capitalist parasj--ly of use if it advances the
tes who have landed the interests of the workers and
country in this mess. Nation- not the capitalists.

'
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The bellicose attitude of
Smith and the 220,000 white
settler population of Rhodesia
with their “whats good. for
Smith is good for me” has a
very material ' basis. Their
lush Tiving is ‘at ‘the expense
of terrible poverty, and discri-
mination against the African
population in terms of politi-
cal and democratic rights. In
income, ownership of land and
general standard of living the
4 milion Africans lag far be-
hind.

In fact the average earnings
of the Europeans are ten times
that of the African workers.
The most recent statistics give
the average .ancome of .the
European as £1,241 a year
while that of the African is
berely £121 a year. But:mest
Africans earn considerably
less than this, barely grubbing
an existence. An example of
this is the scandalous wages
paid by European farmers.

LAND
- Central to the improverish-
ment of the African and the
“g00d life” of the white popu-
lation has been the Land po-
licies of successive Rhodesian
Governments. Under the guise
of “helping” the African far-
mer the last 30 years has seen
the introduction of a number
of Land Apportioning Acts vi-
ciously bissed against the Afri-
can farmer. As the banned
African Congress stated in
1959 these Acts have been

. used “for the purpose of dis-

‘persing and impoverishing the
African population and retai-
ning political and economic
‘power in the hands of the
settlers”. So much so that the
white settlers, barely one six-
teenth of the population, own
nearly one half of cultivable
land. But this is only half the
story. The 41 million acres of
the Europeans, are far superior
to the 44 million acres owned
by the Africans. It has been
estimated that 98 per cent of
the region suited to dairying
and fruit farming, is owned by
the Europeans. Similar figures
exist for other zones suited for
-intensive farming.

The hysteria, and we may
add the historical blindness,
of the “colon” farmer, who is
the backbone of Smith’s “Rho-
desian Front”, is rooted in
the belief that his privileged
position is- at,stake in the
granting of ' political power to
the Africans. Indeed the enor-
mous discrepancy in land will
be one of the first things to be
tackled by any Nationalist Go-
vernment. The African far-
mer presently ekeing out a li-
ving on hig miserable plot of
land, will not long tolerate a
situation where more than a
third of European estates con-
sit of 20,000 acres or more.

LEGAL RIGHTS

Not content with crushing
the African financially, succes-
sive Governments of course
denied them any voice in the
running of the country and
have gone a long way to emu-
lating South Africa in stri-
pping the African of even ele-
mentary legal rights. The In-
ternational Commission of Ju-
rists, not the most radical of
bodies commented last year
“Southern Rhodesia 1s not un-

Rhodesia: the facts

by PETER TAAFFE

der a state of emergency but
the content of its legislation
is characteristic of such a state
of affams”. Reduced to the
language of reality this means
that sentences of 3—10 years
for intimidation directéd at
expressions of opinion (in-
terpretation arbitary); 5—20
years for throwing .or thre-
atening to throw an article
at a car; 2—7 years for
boycott; the death penalty for
arson against property, are
applied to the African.

The long term interests of
Imperialism in Africa deter-
mines the stand of Britain sup-
ported by the other imperia-
lists, against a Unilateral De-
claration of Independence, and
not at all the “moral” abhor-
rence of Wilson, Johnson and
nther leaders of the “West” to
the regime of Smith. The
threat of economic sanctions
would mean economic chaos
and possible collapse, particu-
larly in such industries as the
Tobacco industry, with its to-
tal reliance on Britain, West-
ern Germany and the United
States. Not for nothing did the
Financial Times wryly com-
ment “when Mr Smith decla-
res independence he must also
pass a law compelling every
Rhodesian to smoke at least
500 cigarettes a day” indica-
ting the dilemma of Smith and
his henchmen. Indeed if the

‘market i Britain and West

Germany who between them
buy over 60 per cent of
Rhodesia tobacco dries up
the tobacco industry faces
ruin. The same issue of the
Financial=l'imes summed the
situation up perfectly; “but
when it ig realised that to-
bacco is by far Rhodesias’

biggest single export UDI
sounds like plain insanity.”
And of course the tobacco

manufacturers would whole-
heartedly agree with that, as
witnessed in their opposition
to Smith’s ““insane” course.

IMPERIALIST STAKE

Not least of the factors
worrying British Industry is
that if U.D.I. should be de-
clared, to be followed by
economic sanctions, it would
be their “interests” that would
suffer. The Stock exchange
has been on edge as to what
will happen to its loot, the
£200 million of estimated
British invesments 1in the
area. The possible closing of
the Zambia frontiesr, would
mean for instance that the
copper markets could lose an

estimated  production  of
30,000 tons of _copper a
month. Hence the boost

of copper shares in the last
few weeks. Firms like the
Rhodesian Anglo American
and Roan Sclection Trust
which between them produces
one eight of the world copper
supplies are very much
opposed to the “complica-
tions” both long term and
short term, of Smith’s stand.
Other firms which stand to
suffer are Tate and Lyle,
with over £1 million pounds
invested in Rhodesian Su-
egars; Imperial Tobacco with
a stake of over £4 milion, the
British American Tobacco;
Dunlop tyre company and
numerous other British and
American firms. The dilemma

MILITANT

of the British Capitalists was
expressed by their organ the
Financial Times 1n its 1ssue
9/10/65 when it said “Some
British firms including a few
major clearing banks and
insurance companies could
find themselves in between
the devil and the deep sea—
with the British Government
ordering them to cease ope-
rations, and
“rebel” government threaten-
ing to take them over if they
do so.”

a Rhodesian

AMERICAN
PROTEST OVER
VIETNAM WAR

by COLIN PENFOLD

October saw many demon-
strations throughout the Unait-
ed States against the war in
Vietnam. 10,000 people parti-
cipated in a demonstration in
New York alone. A similar
number “demonstrated in
Washington and there were
further demonstrations throug-
hout the country. This move-
ment is growing stronger every
day and many civil rights wor-
kers are involved. Many of the
demonstrators destroyed their
“callup cards”, which is a fede-
ral offence, and is being viewed
with great alarm by the
authorities.

Thig is wundoubtedly the
most outstanding anti-war
movement in the United
States for decades. The de-
moralisation that is apparent
particularly amongst the “long
time serving” American ser-
vicemen in Vietnam 18 seep-
ing back home. The reports
of Gas bombs and terrible

brutality have not gone un-
noticed. As

The Times of

INDONESIA

by ALAN WOODS

Indonesia has in the past month, seen the precarious bal-

ance of class forces, tenuously

maintained by an ailing Suk-

arnod, shattered as Army officers have ruthlessly pursued
their drive against the Communist Party (P.K.l.), Taking as
their cue the abortive coup of Air Force officers on Septem-

ber 30th, the Army genera’s

deal a blow at their “partner”

have used the opportunity to
in Sukarno’s “Nassokom” the

so called “united front of all progressive classes.” To the

accompaniment of massive

P.K.I. has been banned, summary

Moslem demonstrations, the
executions have beem re-

ported, and iis three million members live in fear of arrests,
looting and arson. While their leaders Aidit and other party

bosses, skulk into hiding, the rank and file pay

dearly some

with their lives, for the compromising policies of the P.K.L

At one time, Indonesia was
a rice surplus area; now it
has to import 150,000 tons of
rice every year. The once
flourishing tin and rubber ex-
port industries have dwindied
away. Only oil remains as an
important earner of dollars.
The economy is heavily 1in
debt to the world banking
community, especially to US
bankers. Each year the bud-
get deficit doubles. The ex-
pected figures for this year is
around 1,000 billion rupiahs.
The value of the rupiah has
sunk to a hundred of its le-
gal value, as the result of the
chronic inflation which in the
past six years has caused the
cost of living to increase by
2,000 per cent. In the past
year alone rice prices have
trebled.

In spits of this catastrophic
economic collapse, the State

jo'n the ‘Students for a De-

mocratic Society’, the largest |

of the new left groupings.
‘People are signing up by the
hundreds,” one of the SDS
leaders said. ‘It’s the shot In
the arm we've needed all
year.” The conscience of
America is stirring in revul-
sion at the killing and bru-

:-"""-.-'bl‘\." Il:?! y :IJ-‘i.-.?l'-".' '.:'F"?\Fi.:-:;:' i "ﬁ'.'

American students demonstrate at football game
against Vietnam war

18/10/65 reports...” there 18
no stomach for the violence
of American destruction, Con-

sciences do not seem to be
assuaged by the wholesale

shipments of artificial limbs,

the call for plastic surgeons
and the dispatch of teams to
care for hundreds of thou-
sands of refugees. These acts
of official charity seem only

to support the reports of
American violence uncurb-
ed...”

It is now apparent to

Johnson & Co. that they can
no longer rely on the unqu-
estioning support, of the over.
whelming majority of Ameri-
cans for their war in Viet-
nam. Pickets are being organ-
ised outside army recruiting
offices and draft centres. This
is what the ‘New Statesman.
22 October, 1965 reports:—
“All week, students flocked to

tality. Not only does Ame-
rican Imperialism face the
forces of the National Libera-
tion Front in Vietnam, but
also a rapidly. growing.outery:
at home.

This movement against the
war in Vietnam will grow as
more and more American ser-
vicemen are needlessly killed
and brutality against the Viet-
namese find their way into the
press.

Those people who . lumped
the whole of the American
nation together as one reac-
tionary mass in support of the
Imperialists have had their
answer. The capitalist politi-
cians are becoming really
woried. This movement of
students can later affect the
working class, especially the
organised working class. This
the American capitalists fear
more than anything else.

spends 1.000 million dollars
a year on arms 1. e. 75 per
cent of the State Budget. W.th
this of course goes an enor-
mous parasitic military elite
which the Financial Times
points out has “weighed disa-
strously on Indonesia’s econo-
my.” Such is the case also
with the civilian bureaucracy
ideally represented by Sukar-
no himself. In the midst of
mass privation, low wages
and a huge housing problem
Sukarno and his elite live like
kings. Sukarno occupies a
white mansion — formerly
the residence of the Dutch
governor — surrounded by
sumptuous furniture and ex-
pensive works of art. Under
his direction huge sums have
been lavished on prestige buil-
dings like the Hotel Indo-
nesia in Djakarta white ac-
cording to the Sunday Times
“three million people mostly
poor live in low build ngs
which are falling apart.”

GROWTH OF P.K.L
The poverty and hardships
of the masses led to an extra-
ordinary rap’d growth of the
P.K.I. With the economy sli-
ding downhill fast. Sukarno
was forced to nationalise in-
creasing numbers of foreign
enterprises. To do this he had
to lean on the P.K.I. Nowhere
in the backward countries has
the C.P. made such rapid
strides in the last decade as
in Indonesia. Its total paid up
membership was three mil-
lion. It commanded the sup-
port of ten million; the Finan-

. | cial Times of 7 October 1965

estimated that the total sup-
port of the PK.I. was “any

thing up to one-third of the

country’s population.” It com-
manded the organised support
of 10 mil. trade unionists and

| organised peasants, as well as

40 per cent of the Army. In
the conditions of Indonesia
the PK.I. was In an enorm-
ously strong position from
which to mobilise the peas-
ants against the landlord ca-
pitalist regime, represented
by Sukarno. Instead the lea-
dership chose the familiar
path of the Stalinists in the
colonial areas of a bloc with
a mythical “progressive na-
tional capitalism.” This In a
period when developments in
one country after another
have shown that the colonial
capitalists are incapable of
carring through the elemen-
tary tasks of the capitalist re-
volution; land reform, indus-
trialisation and the other
measures which their brothers
in the West carried through
in the past. The weak bour-
geoisies jof the ex-colonial
countries are too enmeshed
with foreign finance capital to
carry the nationalist revolut-
ion through to the end. The
P.K.I. leadership chose to ig-
nore the lessons provided by
history, instead of basing
themselves on the objective
crisis of Indonesian society.

Cont mext page
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EDITORIAL

Y.S. Conierence

The fifth Young Socialist
Conference takes place this
month in Malvern. In many
ways this conference is the
most important yet: There
has never been a greater need
for the Y.S. to take a clear
position on all the major is-
sues confronting the Labour
Movement. Consider the back-
ground to this conference.
The Labour Government has
been in office for just over
twelve months. During this
time, a few reforms on pen-
sions, prescription charges,
security of tenure, have been
introduced with the full sup-
port and backing of all sec-
tions of the movement in-
duding the Y.S. But exper-
ience, demonstrates that the
working class and the people
general will judge the Go-
vernment on its overall abili-
ty to radically change society.

Before the election, Brown,
Wilson and Callaghan pillori-
ed the Tories for their poli-
cies of ‘‘stop-go”, for the
Casino society, and the “lush
living” of the *“top people”.
But what have our leaders
done to change all this. They
have adopted with perhaps
even more zeal precisely the
same “stop-go” policies, for
which they attacked Maud-
ling and Selwyn Lloyd. After a
hue and cry from the City,
The Financial Times and that
supposedly “public servant”,
Lord Cromer governor of the
Bank of England, government
expenditure has been viciously
slashed. Just what this has
meant, will be known to every
local council, and coungil
house tenant. The document
“Rebullding Britain” to be
presented to conference cheer-
fully mentions the achieve-
ment of the Governmeént in
cutting ‘“‘inessential govern-
ment expendifure”. Perhaps
the thousands of council te-
nants up and down the
country, who have recently
had their rents increased by
enormous amonts will take
some comfort in this. Why
have the Labour Leaders re-
treated from even their own
minimum reform programme?

Why have they capitulated to
the pressure of the City, and
The International Bankers?
These are the question which
the conference must answer.

The National Executive
document “Rebuilding Bri-
ta” in practically every para-
graph demonstrates the “gra-
dualist™ attitude to the prob-
lem of changing society.
While it correctly underlines
the decay and decline of Bri-
tish Capitalism since the end
of the Second World War e.g.
on Britains share of world
trade; “It fell from 24 per
cent in 1951 to 133 per cent
in 1964, the remedies pro-
posed are to make the eco-
nomy “more effictent”. The
“efficiency” so far, is in the
interest of the capitalists and
not the working class. The lea-
ding article in this issue shows
that d’snite the attempts of the
Labour Government to “whip
industry into line” Britain’s

share of world trade still
dropped relatively last year.
No amount of “carrots” or
incentives can alter this, The
capitalists are quite willing
to see Wilson and Brown feed-
ing the working class on great
doses of “sacrifices” in “the
national interest”. They are
quite willing to accept the
Incomeg policy for the work-
ers,, but when it comes to
control of profits, then as their
organisation, the Confedera-
tion of Britain Industries calm-
ly stated, this is “unrealistic”.

Instead of the appeals for
“sacrifices’ the labour leaders,
could solve the problems of
the economy, by a thorough
going Socialist programme. It
is our task to pose the alter-
native, 1.e. bringing the “com-
manding heights” under the
control of the state as the only
answer. It is the basis upon
which the campaign for a de-
mocratic Y.S. Conference; for
real control of our organisa-
tion at every level, can be
continued.

This conference could mark
a turning point in the history
of the Young Socialists, despi-
te the organisational restric-
ctions placed on the confer-
ence. The burcacrats of Tran-
sport House, received a shock
at the Labour Pary Conference
Besides the fact that they were
forced to concede to introduce
a resolution on foreign policy,
the rank and file vociferously
opposed their restrictions on
the Y.S. 75% of the rank and
file at thag Conference voted
overwhelmingly against the
platform. What enormous ca-
pital upon which the V.S. can
draw in the next period. It is
the basis upon which the
campaign for a democratic
Y .S. Conference; for real con-
trol of our organisation at
every level, can be continued.
This vote of confidence is an
answer in itself to those com-
rades who have felt pessimistic
about the future of the Y.S.
Another answer is the begin-
ning of the regeneration of the
Y.S. in the last few months
There is evidence that the Y.S.
will take on more flesh in the
The future of the Young
Socialists has never been brig-
hter. The two documents sub-
mitted to the Conference by
the N.E.C. provide a frame-
work around which an alte-
rnative policy for the whole of
the Labour Movement, can
be formulated. One of the

.most...important subjects _ to

be discussed at the Conference
is a Youth Programme for the
Young Socialists. This can
help the Y.S. to develop into
a living movement. Ag the re-
solution from Hackney says
the Y.S. must develop into
a movement capable of
“winming. . the -youth _of.. the
factories, mines, railways,
schools, and universities to
Socialism”.

Some comrades may genu-
inely feel pessimistic about
the future of the Y.S. A
olear understanding of the
tremendous developments
which will push the Labour
Movement to the left in the
next few years, i1s the best
guarantee, against this.

MILITANT
INDONESIA Cont. from p. 2

and subjectively preparing
and mobilising the masses for
power they chose the path of
compromise, of willing part-
ners in Sukarno’s “Nasso-
kom.”

Not least of tne factors de-
termining their attitude has of
course been the foreign policy
of the “revolutionary” Chi-
nese “Communist” Leaders,
with their “friendly” attitude
to Sukarno. The Chinese
C.P’s main interest was in ma-
nipulating and manoeuvring
with the “national” regime of
Sukarno as with Ayub Khan,
in the “national” interests of
the Chinese: = bureaucracy.
While criticising the Russians
for their “deals”, they were
prepared to de' the same thing
themselves. They encouraged
the leaders of the Indonesian
P.K.I. to carry on their policy
of capitulation to ‘“national”
interests, without raising the
class issues. This policy of
the Chinese means that they
could send “condolences” and
"best wishes” to Sukarno
when he was sitting back
while Communist Party mili-
tants were arrested by the
thousands; some even shot. As
the Daily Telegraph cynically
pointed out on October 12th
“The Communist Party of In-
donesia is itself to blame for
the predicament. It used the
familiar technique of finding
junior officers with a taste for
power.” Reaction is, accord-
ing to all reports on the ram-
page in Indonesia. The sup-
reme “‘arbiter” Sukarno is un-
able at the moment to bring
the generals to heel, but it 1s
not entirely ruled out that a
compromise can be found. As
the Economist onr -16th Octo-
ber pointed out “His appeal
for unity has a basis of com-
mon sense. The most signi-
ificant party in ‘the country
can hardly be driven under-
ground without a risk of ci-
vil war.” But if the Generals
pursue the campaign against

the P.K.L. then: we shall prob-
ably see the P.K.I. begin a
guerilla war.

The lessons of the present
Idonesia situat.on should be
absorbed by the  mili-
tants and act.vists in the La-
bour. Movement. All theories
programmes and policies soo-
ner or later find expression 1n
practice. -“The third largest
Communist Party: -in -the
world, has opened the road
for rampant reaction by its
class collaboration'st policies.
The impasse of Indonesia so-
ciety will not be solved by
the measures of repression
against the Indonesian *‘com-
munists.” The rank and file
in the cities and villages will
bear the brunt of the savage
measures of the generals.
However once before in
1948, the C.P. was smashed
at that time for an irrespon-
sible adventurist uprising.
But the desperate position of
the workers and peasants,
led to their rapid recovery.
and with ten times the sup-
port. Landlord Capitalism in
Indonesia is a monstrous ca-
ricature of even capitalism in
the West. The Poverty and
suffering of the peasant mas-
ses, their hunger for land re-
mains the most powerful fac-
tor in the sitwation. There re-
mains the possibility of a
compromise, or of a section
of the “Socialist” officer-caste
with Sukarno adopting the
greater part of the program-
me of the C.P., as with the
Baath Socialists in Syria, this
under the pressure of the un-
solved crisis. On the other
hand, if they try and main-
tain the present shaky struc-
ture and continue the repres-
sion of the C.P., it will take
to the road of Guerrila peas-
ant war, having nothing more
to lose, as did the Chinese
Stalinists in the 1920°’s under
the pressure of Chang Kai
Shek’s butchers. One thing
seems certain, the end of land-
lord capitalism in Indonesia.
A real socialist democracy in

LEFT AND RIGH

Night shift workers in engi-
neering will now be able to
work four long night shifts,
each of ten hours, from Mon-
day to Thursday, instead of
having their 40 hour week
spread over 5 nights. In spite
of the reactionary nature of
night shift work, this stand
taken by these workers against
both their Union leaders and
the employers, demonstrates
again the tremendous strength
of organised labour in this
period.

In order to .be represented
in this matter by their union
leaders, the workeis had to
force them into activity by
boycotting the Friday shift.
The Financial Times puts the
union leaders’ position clearly
“Last month the Confedera-
tion of Shipbuilding and En-
gineering unions) unwillingly
recognised this shop floor
pressure and replaced its ini-
tial opposition to four long
nights shifts with a statement
that the matter should be
handled locally”. This shows
that when something is at
stake the T.U. workers are not
apathetic but, on the contrary,
realise exactly the role of their
union bureacracy. The rank
and file know that they are

the union, and if necessary
they will act “unofficially” to
acquaint their leaders of this
fact. The real worry of the
employers is not that the
workers have gained this mi-
nor concession, but that they
will- not be content with this
and further demand a cut in
the shift work

The opposition of the em-
ployers on the other hand does
not stem from any philanthro-
pic “concern” for the health
of the workers. On the cont-
rary they have never objected
to endangering the workers
health through piece work, ex-
cessive overtime, and other me-
ans of squeezing profit from
the workers. The employers
understand that the demand
will soon grow for an 8 hour
shift, and, or a 35 hour week.
The stand of the Engineering
workers on this issue is testi-
mony to the enormous strength
of the organised workers in
Britain today.

Workers should demand
that in view of the inflated
profits of the employers, which
are increased by night work,
the workers should get the
same pay for a four night week
with the reduction to 8 hours
maximum.
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Indonesia will only be ac-
compiished by the victory of
workers socialist democracy
in some advanced industrial
power of the west which
would join together with the
workers and peasants in In-
donesia and other backward
countries. Meanwhile the end-
ing , of Capitalism-Landlord-
ism would: mark an immense
step forward for the Indone-
sian people.

...Mr. Boris Belitsky, a
commentator for Moscow Ra-
dio following up the radio
campaign on the Great Train
Robbery of 1963 said it was
“an enormous hoax played
on the British public” by the
British Secret Service,

Comrade Belitsky said the
Secret Service organised the
robbery of the mail frain
becaunse it feared’ the L.P.,
would cut its expenditure, -

Lenin maintained scrup-
lously that the leaders of the
movement must always tell
the truth to the working class.
What contempt the Russian
rulers must have to feed the
workers with irresponsible
fairly stories lke this. The
real crimes of imperialism and
capitalism, of the Secret
Service do not meed embellish-
ment like this. It only pro-
vides ammunition to capital-
ist reaction to discredit the
ideas of Socialism.

Incidently the most nau-
seating feature eof this whole
distasteful episode is the si-
lence of the ‘“Communist”
Party and the Daily Worker.
Not a word of comment has

appeared in their press.
Shares

‘At the present time only
99 of the adult population
owns any shares’ this is one of
the findings of a survey run by
the Wider Share Ownership
Council, It appears that work-
ers prefer to save in Savings
Banks etc. Of course the real
reasons are that the returns
on. the small amount of shares
which the average worker
could afford do not justify
the loss of his money for
length of time involved. The
workers savings are different
from the capitalists, the former
saves for future wse . and
cannot afford to have his
money tied up in share cap:tal
for any length of time. =

The next time a headline in
a financial newspaper to the
effect that profits are up by
2 or 3 million pounds it should
be remembered that the lion’s
share will go to a tiny handful
who own the major part of
the shares. Actually it 1s a fact
that 19% of the population
owns between 409% and 50%
of all capital (ingluding
shares). In view of these
figures, it is easy to see how
pathetic are the apologists
of capitalism such as the
Wider Share  Ownership
Council who in answer to the
problems of capitalism put
forward the old, worn out
ideas of a ‘people’s capitalism’
in which everyone owns some
shares. This question was
conclusively dealt with by
Marx 100 years ago, when he
noted the tendency for capital
(shares) to concentrate into
fewer of which is inadvertently
truth of which is inadvertently
admitted by the Wider Share
Ownership Council them-
selves!
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For a Living Wage

by T. 0 ATKINSON

Mr Wiison has repeatedly said that we musi get our prior-
ities right; then so must the Ministry of Labour and the
Prices and Incomes Board. The first priority shouid be the
abolition of siave ilabour. 1oday in so-called modern Briiain,
there are in the country in general, and in the Norht kast
in particular, thousands of men working for wages of under
£10. for a 40 hour week. Now when it is remembered that
a man with a wife and child can draw unempioyment be-
nefit of £7.12.6. per week and then farther obtain National
Assistance towards paying his remt, it can be clearly seen
that a labourer working for £9.2.0. (usual factory wage In
North East) before compuisory deduction of National Insur-
ance and Graduated Pens.on gets less than a man unemploy-
ed, then the labourer working is clearly subject to slavery.
Thus any labouring man with two or more chiidren is act-
uwally paying for the privilege of working.

Mr. Jo Grimond stated in
the “Sun” recently that men
in this country were not being
encouraged to work. No doubt
he’s right, but not for the rea-
son he implied; the facts are
that no man in his right senses
would go out to work for less
than dole money. It i1s not the
unemployment benefit that is

over much, on the contrary it

is labouring wages that are
far too small, because dole
money no doubt, is worked
out with slide-rule and is the
minimum necessary on which
a man can exist. Yet employ-
ers have the gall to expect
men to work for less. The
smart Tory answer to this,
is to tell a man to work hard
and elevate himself. But if
everyone in the country was
educated to B.A. standard to-
morrow, the thousands of
labouring jobs would still
have the best educated-labour-
ers in the world. The fact 1s

" that these so called menial

jobs are as vital to the count-
ry’s welfare and economic
stability as any other job: one
s much dependent on the
other. Therefore, men perfor-
ming them should be well re-
warded. The real necessity is
for a minimum wage to be
set as in New Zealand, this
must be much higher than
unemployment benefit, and
under which figure no employ-
er can employ a man. Also
with all the indirect tax-
ation which exists today, in-
come tax should not be pay-
able on wages under at least
£15., although £20 would be a
fairer figure.

NABARRO AND £30.000

Another nauseating aspect
of this whole business is the
appeals being made up and
down the country by Tory
ladies and gentlemen and even
Labour Ministers, (it is becom-
ing increasingly difficult to
know for whom they speak)
to workers to make sacrifices,
to put their backs into it, *“to
pull their fingers out”, to ex-
ercise wage-restraint etc. If the

. economic*situation 1s as se-
| rious ag it is made out to be,
| why don’t these people, these
«| imperialist flag—wavers, set an

example? Why don’t they, all
of them, take just for one year
a. labourer’s wage of under
£10 per week? After all they
would not have to live on this,
they could draw on the money
they must have accumulated
over the years, and live as well
as they ever did. But should
they all set this example, the
country would soon be out of
ity economic troubles. Surely
these “super-patriots” would
do this, after all no sacrifice
is too big to make for “Queen
and ocountry”. (Even the much
maligned labourer has made

the supreme sacrifice in two
imperialist world wars, and 1s
still so doing in defending
Capitalist loot east of Suez).
But as we all know these
people just pay lip service to
the country’s needs. Sacrifices
are all right just as long as
they don’t have to make them.

Recently we had the case of
the director and his £273,000
for his “efforts” over one year,
and our dear old “friend”
Nabarro when asked by a lady
on a radio programme whether
this was fair replied, “My
dear lady, what will he get
after tax? T’ll tell you, just
£30.000.” Just £30,000! Just
what a labourer would get for
60 years at £10. per week.
These are the type of people
who should be making the
sacrifices, but as we all know
these people have standards
to maintain, whereas empty
bellies rags and a hovel is
good enough for the labourer.

Finally, who are the people
who matter? If, as in the views
of one past political thinker,
if all royglty, their hangers-on,
the peerage, the landed gentry
and the so-called ruling
classes, who even today think
they are by divine right born
to rule, were struck down to-
morrow by lighting, the
country would carry on as
before, but should all the pro-
ducers be struck down, what
then?

Yes, Mr. Wilson let’s get
our priorities right and first
look after the people who
really matter, the workers, the

producers, not the parasites.

Let’s implement the Socia-
list policies for which you
were given a mandate. Now!

MILITANT

RHODESIA
(Cont. from page 1)

Archbishop of Canterbury or
any other high dignitaries of
tite Churches at this blatantly
racialist policy. Neither unior-
tunately were there protests
from the trade union and
Labour Movement.

The assumptions of the rul-
ing clique were that the co-
lonial peoples would accept
the rule of their white masters
for generations, if not cen-
turies. In Rhodesia, North
and South they created a pri-
vileged layer of whites on
whom to rest their rule. White
control of the police, armed
forces, civil service. Colour
bar laws and exclusive pri-
vileges for the whites. Worse
discrimination laws than even
in the American South, and
on a par with the vicious ra-
cialism of South Africa were
the rule in Southern Rhodesia.
It is on this white caste that
British Imperialism in South-
ern Rhodesia based its rule.
As recently as a few year ago
africans in Salisbury could be
fined for walking to work on
the pavements and not in the
gutiers.

SUPER EXPLOITATION

The imperialists encouraged
tens of thousands of whites to
settle in the country on the
basis of being pampered and
maintained as a ruling elite.
The Correspondent of the Sun
speaks of a white barman
earning £2,000 a year. and
having a black assistant to
wash the glasses! The Afri-
can earning about £120 a year,
and doing the “menial” tasks,
beneath the overlord to do. In-
cidentally the whites in Salis-
bury and other towns have
swimming pools, cheap native
servants to do the housework
and look after the children,
cars, fridges and other ameni-
ties. In general a much higher
standard of living than the
Americans possess. This stand-
ard has been based on the
super-exploitation of the Afri-
can people.

Now that the awakening of
the African peoples has begun
it is impossible for this artificial
privileged society to be mainta-
ined for any length of time.
The Imperialists recognising
this fact want to shift the basis
of their interests. They created

this soc.ety of privilege based
on a white skin, to increase the
exploitation of the Africans.
Thus their share ‘of the
wealth extracted by the toil
and virtual slavery of the Afri-
cans, was intended to have a
secure base. Now the white
privileged layers do not wish
to give up their domination.
It would rapidly end their pri-
vileges. History takes its re-
venge., The imperialists are
now faced with resistance to
the idea of handing control,
even gradually, and even to a
new African elite. Both Big
Business in Rhodesia and the
big m'ning industrial and far-
ming interests, controlled by
British capital, would regret-
fully like to hand over to a
new privileged layer of Afri-
cans, as the new basis for
maintaining their profits. Their
erstwhile support cannot re-
concile themselves to this.
Hence the conflict of the Rho-
desian Front Government with
that of Britain,

It is the world repercussions,
as well as those on the whole

of the African Continent,
which dictates the policy of the
British  Government. The

world is a different place from
pre-war. The colonial peoples
are on the march, If Smith
and his foolish clique size in-
dependence, the Africans will
immediately set up their own
Government in exile and pro-
bably start a guerrila war at
home. With a relationship of
nearly 20 to 1, with the Afri-
cans already stirring, with the
support of the overwhelming
majority of the peoples of the
world, an “independent” Rho-
desian state would not survive
for long.

ECONOMIC SANCTIONY

It is this which has caused
the British Government to
threaten drastic economic san-
ctions, which would cripple the
weak Rhodesian economy, in
the event of a Unilateral De-
claration of Independence.
The dilemma of the British
capitalists is expressed in the
declaration of the Archbishop
of Canterbury to support the
use of force against an “ille-
gal” declaration. How often
in the past have the British
Imperialists used force aga-
inst recalcitrant  colonial
peoples. At this moment they

The Myth of
Competition

Marxists have always main-
tained that one of the factors
indicating that society is
overipe for Socialism is the
tendency towards monopoly.
This hag been coOnfirmed re-
cently by an unusual source,
one of the “captains” of
British industry, a Mr Kear-
ton chairman of the giant
combine Courtaulds. In a
speech quoted in the Finan-
cial Times 18/10/65 he said:
“We are in an age where the
true competition is on an
international scale, between
businesses whose size—and
the benefit which go with size
—ijs fundamental to their
competitive survival. Too of-
ten the necessary industrial
moves needed in this country
are impeded by pre-occuapa-
tion with concepts of how the
Government should intervene
to make competition work,
which derive from an earlier

age (our emphasis-Ed). In this
as in other aspects of policy
too many of our administra-
tors cling to the concepts they
acquired as students”. So
there you have it. All this
talk of “competitive” capita-
lism is so much hooey.
Monopoly, at least, on the
home front, is the tendency
today., Why not take Mr
Kearton at his word Mr. Wil-
son? It could hardly be an
“infringement of the indivi-
duals” right if the labour
movement decided that in the
“pation’s” interest it is neces-
sary to replace private
monopoly, with a public
monopoly, which would have
the advantage moreover of
being accountable to public
control, instead of filling the
pockets of the handful of
coupon clippers who presently
control British Industry.
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have suspended the Constitu-
tion and are using force in
Aden. Only sections of the
Labour Movement have pro-
tested.

Wilson and the British ca-
pitalists are doing ther best
to force a “‘compromise”’, to
convince the Rhodesian
Front Government of Smith,
of the hopelessness and In-
sanity of their course, and
to persuade the African Na-
tionalists of the need to ac-
cept a gradual asumption of
power, probably over a de-
cade or so. This would mean
that an African elite would
come to power and share
this power with a white elite,
probably at the expense of
the uneducated masses, as
in Kenya, and other countries.
It is possible that 'Wilson may
succeed in persuading Smith.
One thing fis sure that the
present status quo cannot be
maintained. By raising the
issue, the Rhodesian Front
have made it a world pro-
blem. They have thus made
in impossible to maintain the
old position. They must make
a unilateral declaration or re-
treat. If they retreat that
would be the best result for
British Imperialism. They can
arrange for those whites not
willing to accept the position
of Negro equality. however
nominal, to emigrate to Au-
stralia, South Africa and other
countries. They can hope to
maintain their investments—
at least for a time—virtually
mmtact.

SETTLER REGIME
DOOMED

On the other hand a U.D.L
would force them to take to
the road of sanctions. A de-
mand has been raised in the
Labour Movement for force
to be used. It is true that
time and again to protect the
British  capitalist interests
force has been used both at
home and abroad. To protect
their interests, if on balance
they found it favourable, the
British capitalists have never
hesitated to use the armed
forces. They would do so in
Rhodesia if they considered it
necessary for their purposes.

Economic sanctions alone
within months would mean
the collapse of the Smith
“government”. It is fear that
the liberation of the Africans
would be the result of armed
fichting in Rhodesia which
frightens  the  capitalists.
Either way the settler regime
is doomed.

ONE MAN ONE VOTE

Militants in the Labour
Movement must demand a
real democracy in Rhodesia
on the basis of “one man, one
vote”. The speedy arming of
the Africans in Southern Rho-
desia and in Zambia is the
only real solution to the pro-
blem. Only by relying on
their own forces, armg and
organisation will the African
people gain liberation, with-
out laying the basis for a new
elite, or protecting the inter-
ests of the capialists and big
farmers. Bread and land will
only be gained by the Afri-
cang by their own struggles.
While demanding support for
the rights of the Africans,
British workers - will  under-
stand that that is the only
solution of the problem which
would deal a real blow to the
capitalists in Britain as well
as Rhodesia.




