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THE UNP AND THE WORKERS

The published reports of the speeches of
the Prime Minister and the Minister of State
at the 16th Annual Sessions of the UNP
manifest the keen desire of these two leaders
of the Ceylonese bourgeoisie to secure the
support of the working class for their new
government. Mr. Dudley Senanayake has
said that the services of the workers of this
country are considered essential for the
improvement of the economic conditions
of the country as well as for the stability
of the government. Obviously, he has not
forgotten the great Hartal of 12th August
1953, nor the powerful strikes waged by
various sections of the working class under
the SLFP regimes. Mr J. R. Jayawardena
has said that the workers should “forget
their politics, if any, and give their best to
the duly elected government of the country.”
Obviously, he has not forgotten the shatter-
ing political defeat of the UNP in the 1956
general election, to which the enfranchised
and politically conscious workers made a
very big contribution.

What is of political significance to the
working class in the speeches of the two
bourgeois leaders is that they are seeking
working class support for the present govern-
ment in the same way that leaders of the
SLFP led governments of the last nine years
have sought it: that is by seeking to deceive
the workers into believing that the improve-
ment of their conditions of life as workers
depends on their giving their sweat to the
bourgeoisic and their political support to
the bourgeois government. What the
working class must bear in mind is that it
did swallow, to a large extent, the promises

held out to the workers by the late S. W.
R. D. Bandaranaike and by his widow,
when they sought the co-operation of the
workers to the self-same end.

If there is one lesson that at least the more
developed sections of the working class
should have learnt by now, it is that poli-
tical support of a government that maintains
bourgeois rule, and sweating submissively
for the bourgeoisie does not bring even the
most meagre improvement in their condi-
tions of life. The lakhs of plantation work-
ers who followed Thondaman and Aziz
provide a striking example of this fact.
Those workers gave their full support to the
various SLFP—led Governments since 1956
and also did not carry out a single strike on
the plantations for an improvement in their
wages or living conditions. With what
result? They did not get even the paltry
special living allowance of Rs. 17-50 from
the bourgeois plantation owners, whose
ownership of the plantations remained as
firmly established when the Bandaranaikes
headed the government as when the Sena-
nayakes or Kotelawala headed it.

Today Thondaman has swung over from
Mrs. Bandaranaike’s SLFP to Dudley
Senanayake’s  UNP.  Aziz  hangs un-
certainly between. N. M. Perera, Pieter
Keuneman, Leslie Goonewardena and the
“Coalition Leftists” still hang behind Mrs.
Bandaranaike. Whither the workers, on
the plantations and elsewhere? There is
only one correct road for them—the road of
the class struggle under their own class ban-
ner—the road to the overthrow of bourgeois
rule and the establishment of 2 workers’ state
in Ceylon.

To that end the workers will spurn
collaboration with the bourgeois regimes
either of the UNP or the SLFP. To J. R.
Jayawardena’s request that they “forget
their politics” the workers will reply: We
will abandon class collaborationist politics
and turn to Revolutionary politics instead !



FOR A UNITED FRONT OF
THE WORKING CLASS

The Hartal of August 1953 demons-
trated to the capitalist class the growing
oppasition to UNP rule and the potentiality
of the mass movement then under the
leadership of the LSSP. After a further
brief period of unstable UNP rule the bour-
geoisie handed over power to its liberal
wing represented by the SLFP. The SLFP
government trying to balance itself between
the bourgeoisie and the proletariat was com-
pelled to disrupt the capitalist economy in
order to maintain class equilibrium. It
was compelled to dip into the state finances
in order to supplement wages by means of
food subsidies etc. In order to conserve
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the state finances it was compelled to in-
crease taxation, curtail imports. In its
efforts to subsidise the new industrialists
seeking to produce substitutes for formerly
imported goods it was compelled to clamp
down a wage freeze in spite of the rising
cost of living. When these measures tended
to disrupt social equilibrium, the SLFP
called in the aid of the Left Fakers in order
to contain the growing mass opposition
within safe limits. But nothing the SLFP
could do with the aid of the ‘golden brains’
could succeed in restoring the capitalist eco-
nomy. All the measures intended to assist
the industrialists and particularly the ‘little
men’ only resulted in antagonising the more
powerful trading and landed interests and
disrupting the capitalist economy, and fur-
ther depleting the state finances.

But once the more powerful sections of the
bourgeoisie felt that the working class had
been given its qui¢tus, even though temporari-
ly, they decided that the time had come to
hand power back to the UNP in order to
restore the capitalist economy. It is to the
accomplishment of this urgent task that the
UNP has now addressed itself and that is the
significance of the measures now incorpora-
ted in its first budget with their reliance on
the big bourgeoisic to whom concessions
are being given for the capitalist develop-
ment of the country. This shift of the
bourgeois apparatus rightwards will widen
the gulf between bourgeoisie and prole-
tariat and also between the bourgeois state
and the basic elementary needs of the eco-
nomy and the living standards of the people,
and will thereby create the conditions for a
new upsurge of the working class move-
ment.

Just as the urgent task of the bourgeoisie
1s to repair the capitalist economy at the
expense primarily of the proletariat, so
also is it the urgent need of the proletariat
to close its ranks in preparation for the
struggles ahead. The most weighty sections
of the capitalist class in relation to the eco-
nomy have now got together under the
banner of the UNP. However the struggle
that lies ahead must be waged not merely
as an anti-UNP struggle but as an anti-
CAPITALIST struggle, and it must be
fought under the hegemony of the working
class. The means of unifying the pre-
sently divided and disoriented working
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class is the United Front of working class
organisations on an agreed list of common
anti-capitalist demands.

~The 50 milliondollars foreign aid offered
by international finance capital to the UNP
government is only a token advance. The
massive aid that is needed will be forth-
coming only if the UNP proves to the satis-
faction of its imperialist masters that it is
capable of keeping its promises to provide
a salubrious investment climate—promises
on which the first advance payment is
being made. The severity of the struggles
ahead can be gauged when it is remembered
that the full” weight of world imperialism

would be on the side of the government to-

defend its investments. The mobilisation
of the toiling masses of town and country
for this struggle can be accomplished only
by the working class provided that the
working class itself shows that it has closed
its #anks to present a solid front not merely
for the defence of its living standards but
for taking the offensive for the overthrow
of the capitalist social order.

OILY BUSINESS

‘The Dudley Senanayake Government has
rushed through legislation legalising its
payment of compensation to the oil com-
panies outside the provisions of the Ceylon
Petroleum Corporation Act. That Dud-
ley Senanayake has also violated the prin-
ciples regarding retrospective legislation,
which he so stoutly defended against the
previous SLFP-led governments, indi-
cates the urgency of the need of the Ceylon
bourgeoisie to come to terms with their
imperialist masters while the masses are still
unprepared to intervene—thanks to the
class-colloborationist tactics of the Left
Fakers. )

N. M. Perera has admitted in parlia-
ment that he too negotiated with the oil
tycoons unofficially and that he had the
approval of the -Coalition cabinet to bid
up to Rs. 47 million. He, however, avers
that the Coalition government would not
have paid any compensation against the
provisions of the Ceylon Petroleum Cor-
poration Act; i.e. that the two parties would
have gone before the prescribed Tribunal
for final sanction. However, the fall of
the Coalition has prevented the testing of
these good intentions.

\

But the pressure to which the Coalition
government was subjected and its readiness
to yield is indicated by N. M, Perera’s ad-
mission that his negotiations with the oil
tycoons took place on their initiative.
Whether it is the previous Coalition govern-
ment or the present UNP:led Government,
the oil tycoons were out to cash in on the
Government’s desperate financial plight.
Not that a few millions more or less would
have made much of a difference to the oil
companies. All that they were concerned
about was to show the Ceylon bourgeoisie
its place (on its knees) after the SLFP-
LSSP Coalition had put the working class
in its place (dangling at the end of a noose).

What is noteworthy about this oily deal
is the ease with which the UNP-led Govern-
ment was able to utilise the ‘democratic
process’ to legalise its violation of an Act
of Parliament that was passed with the
UNP’s consent. So much for parliamen-
tary democracy! All this has been sought
to be justified by the fact that by making
an illegal but quick deal with the oil com-
panies, the ‘country’ was getting five times
the amount of the compensation in “soft”
foreign loans. The SLFP-LSSP-CP
opposition made radical noises in parliament
and denounced the deal as a “sell-out”.
But these people who now call themselves
the “United Socialist Opposition” and claim
to have the backing of the majority of the
Sinhalda-Buddhist masses,. are utterly in-
capable of mobilising any united opposition
in the “extra-parliamentary arena” of which
they have recently been talking (vide the
victimised teachers). Having sold out the
class struggle in order to support the *“‘pro-
gressive” bourgeoisie of the SLFP and
paved the way for the return of the long-
standing friends of the imperialists, the Left
Fakers can only try to cover up their own
treachery by accusing the Government of
“selling the country”—the typical ‘catch
thief” tactic of even the not so golden-
brainy thief in flight from his pursuers.

The “sell-out” consists not in the pay-
ment of compensation considerably in ex-
cess of the assessed value of the oil companies
assets—the previous coalition government
too was prepared to do this!—nor in its
violation of the law, but in its being a token
of the softness of the Ceylon bourgeoisie,
their eagerness to restore good relations
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with their imperialist overlords and an
earnest of the UNP-led Government’s
intentions to honour its debts at all times
and at the expense of the toiling masses.

As long as this country is ruled by a
capitalist government the penetration of
international finance capital under the guise
of ‘foreign aid’ must result in strengthening
the partnership of local and foreign capi-
talists for the intensified exploitation of the
toiling masses and the abandonment sooner
or later of all pretences of democracy. The
present overtures of the Government to-
wards the working class are intended to lull
the workers and keep them in their present
state of passivity to which the Left Fakers
have brought them, until the Government
is ready for a direct assault with ‘foreign
aid’ on their democratic rights. The ability
of the working class to fight back before it is
too late depends on its freeing itself from the
class-collaborationist noose which the Left
Fakers helped Mrs. Bandaranaike to place
round its neck. An attempt to struggle
with one’s head in a noose must only result
in breaking one’s neck.

THE SLFP SACRIFICES TEACHERS
TO UNP

One of the first acts of the Government
through its Minister of Education was to
interdict 143 teachers and transfer nearly
3000 others for allegedly taking part in
politics, i:e., the election campaign.

Most of these victims are members of the
Jathika Guru Sangamaya. Also, it is no
secret that the sympathies of the majority
of them were with the outgoing Coalition
Government.

The whole business was carried out with a
bureaucratic indifference to the merits of
each case. Departmental officials made
ex-parte decisions, in many cases at the
request of the victorious Government
MPs, and defeated UNP candidates seeking
political revenge.

In many instances, families have been
broken up, contrary to all the rules of the
service. The teachers of this country were
the first victims of the new ‘“‘democracy”.

The struggle against the transfers, we
regret to note, fizzled out: Its leadership
was half-hearted, weak-kneed and chicken-
chested. One could of course expect no
better from a political leadership that had
long ago sold out the workers for a few
cabinet posts.

However, large the casualty list may be,
if the teachers were to learn the central
lesson of their recent experience, we may see
the beginning of a new wave of struggles.

Let them remember that political rights
for government servants including teachers
was one of the 21 demands. Let them
remember that they are today paying the

“price for the failure of the SLFP-LSSP

Coalition to grant the demand for political
rights. The teachers, as all other sections
of the workers can take the next step on the
road to victory only when they break with
the opportunist leadership that sold
them to the UNP.

THE PLIGHT OF THE
UNIVERSITY STUDENTS

The thousands of youth who have been
fortunate enough to be selected for Uni-
versity education have had a foretaste of
the life that is ahead of them.

We do not refer to the adolescent pranks
of the “seniors” in ragging the freshers,
which the capitalist press has spotlighted
in order to cover up the far more serious
problems facing these students:

The shortage of classroom accommo-
dation, furniture etc. which was the char-
acteristic of rural schools has suddenly
become a problem for the major institutions
of learning of this island. The Iron Chan-
cellor has had among other things te borrow
chairs from other institutions.

The shortage of housing accommodation
for these students has become nobody’s
concern. The snobs of the Lake House
Press derisively described parents accom-
panying their children, pillows and suit-
cases in hand. Is that not symbolic of the
acute housing problem ?

What of transport? Is the Ceylon Trans-
port Board equipped to transport thousands



of students between 7 and 8 a.m. daily?
The people in the queues know the answer
to that one.

The problem will be more acute next
year, worse the year after.

Where are the dreamers who spoke so
enthusiastically of a single residential Uni-
versity at the Peradeniya campus? What a
sad comment on their vision that they
could not foresee the crisis in higher edu-
cation looming a few years ahead.

We wish the students all success despite
the difficulties they face in housing, trans-
port, educational facilities.

We do not wish to upset them now. But
there is another very important question.
Where will they find employment once they
graduate ?

COUP D’ETAT IN ALGERIA

On June 19th Ahmed Ben Bella, President
of Algeria was hauled out of his bedroom
by the conspirators. This coup d’etat
judged by experts to be one of the most
skillful in history was planned and carried
out by Colonel Houari Boumedienne, the
Defense Minister of Ben Bella’s government.
He had the backing of the entire armed
forces and the few demonstrations by teen-
age youth against the coup were dispersed
quite easily.

Two weeks after the coup the composition
of the ““National Council of the Revolution”
was revealed. It was found to be a combi-
nation of military chiefs under Boumedien-
ne’s command and some former military
ministers belonging to Boumedienne’s clan

Two facts emerged from a discussion of
the coup. Firstly, Ben Bella was over-
thrown without a struggle. There was little
organized or unorganized popular response
or resistance to the coup. The People’s
Resistance Organization which has isswed
a call for popular resistance against the new
regime does not seem to have support of
any significance.

Secondly Ben Bella came out on top from
the struggles within the FLN and the Pro-

visional Government in 1962 with the sup-
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port of Boumedienne and had his support
during his three year period of office.
Since Ben Bella has had important dis-
agreements with Boumedienne in the past
one would have expected him to build up
the organizations of the masses into a force
which could counter the Army that was
controlled by Boumedienne. But Ben
Bella refused to call upon the masses at this
critical moment. This was consistent with
his attitude to the Algerian masses in the
past, and is also a characteristic of petty
bourgeois nationalist leaders.

What becomes clear from the coup and
the absence of any intervention by the
masses to defend Ben Bela is that his was a
Bonapartist rigime seeking to safeguard the
interests of the weak Algerian bourgeoisie
while tying the organised workers to the
bourgeois state apparatus through their par-
ticipation in management of the Nationalised
ventures.

The workers and poor peasants lacked a
genuine Marxist leadership. The National
liberation struggle was fought under petty
bourgeois leadership and ended in a com-
promise with French Imperialism whereby
the weak Algerian bourgeoisie took the place
vacated by the French Colonialists.
Nationalisation of French Colonialist pro-
perty was not socialism, but a means of
providing - state assistance for the develop-
ment of the Algerian bourgeoisie.

The overthrow of Ben Bella signifies an
attempt on the part of the Algerian
bourgeoisie to move against the workers and
toiling masses.

THE INDO-PAKISTAN WAR.

While the people of the world must have
heaved asigh of relief that the Indo-
Pakistan war was ended, no one cared to
mention that the biggest casualties in the
whole episode were the working classes of
India and Pakistan.

For both regimes this was “just what the
doctor ordered” in relation to their working
classes. The beginning of the border war
was also a guarantee of class peace. The
workers of India rallied solidly behind their
“country” i.e., the capitalist regime, and
so did the workers of Pakistan. The capi-
talist systems of both countries have gained
time.
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The Chinese manoeuvre in the middle
of the border crisis, however much it must
have gained China the sympathy ot the
Muslim peoples of the Middle East and
North Africa (currently the target of Chin-
ese overtures), did not help the workers of
either India or Pakistan to clarify their
minds as to the real issues in the problem

or increase their class consciousness. Rather,

it had just the opposite result: China not
only alienated the sympathy of the Indian
proletariat, it helped Shastri and his class
to bind the workers hand and foot to their
war effort, their economy and their class
interests.

The Russians with their non-committal
approach also showed that what interested
them was not the development of the class
struggle in India and Pakistan and the
establishment of workers regimes in these
countries, but the guarantce of ‘“peace”,
i.e., class peace in the vast sub-continent.

The national interests of India, Pakistan,
China and Russia have reached a new equili-
brium. And the oppressed people of India
and Pakistan, no less than those of Kashmir
will have to suffer longer under the capitalist
yoke.
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THE YOUNG SOCIALIST FUND

The increase in cost of printing due to the scarcity of printing paper compelled us
to appeal to our friends and wellwishers for funds to continue publication of the
magazine. The Fund launched at the end of August to collect Rs. 5000/-, the estimated
subsidy required to continue publication of the magazine until the end of 1966 has

We sent our appeal to all Marxist journals with whom we have fraternal rela-
tions. We are happy to note that the NEWSLETTER published by the Socialist
Labour Leaguein England and the BULLETIN OF INTERNATIONAL SOCIALISM
published in New York have given publicity to ourappeal. In addition the NEWS-
LETTER extended its patronage to a dance organised by the Friends of the Young
Socialist in London to raise money for the fund.

The opinion has been expressed that we have aimed at too high a target. The
fund is open till the end of 1966 and the response we have had so far indicates that we
shall be able to make it well ahead of time.

This fund in addition to subsidising the Young Socialist will help us to step up
REFORM OR REVOLUTION by Rosa Luxemburg is

in press now and after publishing her WHAT
in our programme, we hope to get back to Trotsky’s works.

We record our thanks to all those who have so generously helped us and appeal to
all friends to give our appeal the widest possible publicity and help to make ita
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(On behalf of the Editorial Board)




LEON TROTSKY

1879 — 1940

Leon Trotsky died in Mexico at the
hands of a Stalinist assassin twenty five
years ago—on August 2lst 1940.

He began his political activity in the last
decade of the last century, at a time when
the very thought of establishing a workers’
state in the empire of the Czars was dis-
missed as a romantic dream.

_~We live at a time when the memory of the
‘Czars is covered with fo much dust. And
not the memory of the Czars alone. The
name of Stalin who was the leader of the
forces that exiled and finally assassinated
Trotsky has also been struck out of the
memory of Soviet citizens.

It is true that Trotsky has not been re-
habilitated in Soviet Russia.  However
the republication of Lenin’s “Testa-
ment” and John Reed’s ‘“Ten Days That
Shook the World” in both of which Trotsky
figures prominently, must surely have set
Soviet citizens thinking. We would be
hopeless pessimists if we did not look for-
ward to the day that Trotsky’s work is
given its rightful place in the land in which
he led the workers to victory.

Now, however, it is for us,tc the best of
our ability, to keep alive his work, memory
and above all his revolutionary tradition.

Trotsky the mature revolutionary spent
only some twelve years in Russia. He
emerged prominent on the revolutionary
horizon in 1905 as leader of the Petrograd
Soviet. Arrested and sentenced to exile
in Siberia, he escaped abroad. He returned
in 1917 to take up the work that had been
interrupted, was Lenin’s closest co-worker
in the turbulent days of the revolution, led
the insurrection, served as Commissar for
Foreign Affairs, founded the Red Army
and was Commissar of War, and within ten
years of the revolution found himself ex-
iled once more—this time by the forces of
reaction that had taken power under Stalin’s
leadership.

But Trotsky’s stature must not be mea-
sured by his practical achievements alone.
In the field of revolutionary theory where
clear and far-sighted thinkers are so few,
Trotsky made original and invaluable con-
tributions.  Only Trotsky’s analyses of
Fascism and Stalinism have stood the test
of time.

And above all there is his theory of the
“permanent revolution™, the guide to re-
volutionaries in backward and under-
developed countries, meaning thereby coun-
tries in which the bourgeoisie has been
unable to complete its historical’ role.

To quote Trotsky’s

summary of the
theory : “oms

“The permanent revolution, in the sense
which Marx attached to this concept,
means a revolution which makes no com-
promise with any single form of class “rule,
which does rot stop at the democratic
stage, which goes over to sacialist measures

~and to war against reaction from without;

that is, a revolution whose every successive
stage is rooted in the preceding one and
which can end only in the complete liqui-
dation of class society.”

(Permanent Revolution: New Park

Publishers; p. 6.)

There, in clear and unequivecal language,
is the programme for the working class of
the world.

It was Trotsky’s great merit that he,
following in the revolutionary traditions of
Marx, Engels and Lenin, mapped out so
clearly the road of the working class te
socialism.
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MY LIFE WITH TROTSKY

by

NATALIA SEDOVA TROTSKY

“YOU are the grave-digger of the
revolution.” That shouted accusation
against Stalin at a meeting of the Soviet
Political Bureau in the Kremlin in 1927
was the signal for the end of Leon Trotsky.

I shall always remember that day. We
were gathered 'in our Kremlin apartment
while Leon Davidovitch (Trotsky) was at
the Political Bureau. Piatakov entered. He
was as pale as a sheet.

“Why did Leon Davidovitch say that?”
he exclaimed.

He was so shaken that he was unable to
tell what had happened.

BREACH

We found out when Leon Davidovitch
arrived, worn out but calm. He told us
that in the course of the meeting he had
accused Stalin of destroying the revolution.

Stalin had lost his temper and left,
banging the door after him. The breach
between the two leaders was complete.

It was from 1925, the year of the 14th
Congress of the Russian Communist Party,
that Trotsky’s fight against the spread of
bureaucracy in the regime became stronger,
and the slander campaign -against him
started quite openly.

Zinoviev and Kamenev were opposed to
Stalin and temporarily joined the opposition
which was headed by Trotsky. They did
not wish to create a new party, however,
but to regenerate and democratise the
Bolshevik Party.

Later Zinoviev, Kamenev and several
others submitted to Stalin’s will in order
that they might remain in the Party. But
Trotsky and a few loyal friends would not
budge.

At the time of the alliance with Kamenev
and Zinoviev there used to be meetings,
either in Kamenev’s apartment, in Karl
Radek’s or in ours. Kamenev used to
imitate Stalin and that annoyed Trotsky.

“He is disagreeable enough in person,”
he used to say. “We are not going to
impersonate him as well....”

Leon had noticed that the masses were
tired and he realised that the fight would be
long. Kamenev and Zinoviev on the othar
hand were confident in Trotsky’s enormous
popularity and were most optimistic.

We had to go to Berlin, however, for
Leon’s health had grown worse and his
intermittent fever continued. There his ton-
sils were removed, but wijthout result.

Suddenly we had to seek refuge in the
Russian Embassy, because of an alleged
“White” attempt on my husband’s life.
He made use of his forced inactivity while in
hospital to write a book, ‘“Whither England.”

Then came the Chinese Revolution. Stalin
ordered the Chinese Communists to remain
allied to Chiang Kai-Shek when he showed
signs of being anti-Communist.

The result, as Trotsky suspected was a
general slaughter of Chinese Communists,
exactly 24 haurs after Stalin had stated in a
speech that Chiang was a puppet in the
hands of the Communist International.

This occurrence resulted in bitter argu-
ments at the Central Committee of the
Russian Party, and as much as anything
it brought to a head the conflict between
Stalin and Trotsky.

Leon was tired, his health was poor.
Sometimes he would say to me, “My head
feels empty”. As he read the newspapers
which were full of repulsive lies about him,
he used to say that it made him sick.
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At last he could not even read them, but
set them aside with a gesture of disgust.
He told me: “One could make an effort to
read them if it were only possible to answer
them.”

It was the tenth anniversary of the revo-
lution. The Opposition took part in the
celebrations carrying their own flags and
banners.

There was fighting in the streets. People
were constantly being expelled from the
Party.

On the evening of that day Leon decided
to leave the Kremlin forever. We went to
the home of a friend. On November 15,
1927, it was announced that Leon had been
expelled from the Party.

The following day his friend, Adolph
Joffe, who was ill, shot himself through the
head. Trotsky spoke at the funeral. It
was his last speech on Russian soil.

DEPORTED

From that day onward we were con-
stantly expecting to be banished. Some-
body suggested to Trotsky that he should
go to Astrakan of his own free will, but he
refused. On January 16, 1928 it was de-
cided that Leon Trotsky should be sent for-
cibly to Alma Ata, in Central Asia.

But the station was so full of his friends
and workmen that the authorities were
frightened and postponed his departure
until the following morning at dawn.

- When the G.P.U. came to fetch him,
Trotsky refused to go out. We shut our-
selves in the room and an officer called
Kitchkine, who had been in the front line
with Trotsky, shouted, “Shoot at me,
Comrade Trotsky,” as he started to push
down the door.

That cry cost him his life for someone
among the group of men with him shot
him down. When the door had been
smashed in, the soldiers had to carry Leon
Davidovitch because he refused to follow
them.

Accepting deportation would be to-own
himself guilty of the crime which was sup-

posed to justify
activities.

it—counter-revolutionary

We made the journey by train and by car
surrounded by the G.P.U. and 20 soldiers.
Part of our luggage was lost.

When we arrived in Alma Ata, we went
to an hotel where we stayed until we found a
large enough hut. We later learned that the
Communist press abroad had described the
journey as having been made in a luxury
train.

Meanwhile members of the Opposition

were expelled, banished, imprisoned.
We. estimated the number at 8,000 at the
very least. .

JOURNEY

Alma Ata was a small Kirguiz town with
little light but a great deal of malaria.
Floods were frequent and earthquakes too,
but the town was surrounded with apple
trees which were a lovely sight in the spring
and the summertime.

In the spring Leon used to go fishing.
We managed to establish clandestine con-
tact with friends in Moscow. One of them
came to Alma Ata disguised as a cart driver.

He told us that Lena, Trotsky’s daughter
by his first wife was ill in Moscow with
tuberculosis. She wrote to us, but the
G.P.U. kept the letter until her death, so
that Leon should not ask leave to see her
for the last time. Lena’s husband had been
banished.

From that time on we received no more
letters. We were isolated. A G.P.U. envoy
gave Trotsky an ultimatum.

If he did not cease all political activities,
he would be forced to make him do so.
Leon refused.

He wrote that he was not prepared to
abandon ‘“‘a fight for the proletarian cause
which I have carried on for 32 years, that is
during all my adult life.”

In January 1929 the G.P.U. announced to
Trotsky the decision to banish him from
Russia. Trotsky signed a document and
added to it: :



“The decision of the G.P.U., criminal
in essence and illegal in form, was com-
municated to me on January 20, 1929.”

But where. could we go? Germany,
with a ‘Socialist Government refused to
receive the revolutionary leader.

England, despite a powerful Labour
Government, also closed her frontiers.
Stalin’s Government approached the Tur-
kish Government to see if it would allow
Trotsky in.

We travelled for twelve days with the
railway ocarriage full of soldiers and were
not allowed to leave the train until we reached
Odessa. A vessel took us to Istambul
where we arrived on February 12.

Leon gave a letter to the first Turkish
Customs official he met. ‘It was addressed
to Mustapha Kemal and said: “I have
arrived in Turkey against my will,and I
only cross your borders beoause vwlence is
being -used against me.’

The G.P.U. agent in charge of our last
journey on Russian soil was shot in 1937.

REFUGE

For a time we were accommodated in the
Istambul Soviet Consulate. We could not
go to an hotel because there were so many
White Russians in the city that we would
be in serious danger of being assassinated.

A friend found for us a semi-abandoned
house on the island of Prinkipo, and we
went to live there. The island was safe,
being almost deserted. = Two policemen
protected us.

We did not contact the Turks or the
cosmopolitan society of the city, which
Trotsky only visited in a carriage. Our
son, Leon Sedov, who by then was 21 years
old, used to go out every time something
was needed. We did not obtain permis-
- sion to go to Germany or England.

Friends in Germany, France and the
United States used to come and see us and
relieve our solitude. They used to trans-
late Leon Davidovitch’s books.
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His profits from articles and books
provided us with sufficient money to live
on and to keep up our correspondence
and even to help with the publication of
the Russian Opposition — which later
Leon Sedov published in Paris.

The bulletin did not reach Russia easily,
but it was read in Soviet Embassies all over
the world and in Russian Government
circles.

Those were years of very hard work.
Besides his political work and huge corres-
pondence Leon wrote his life and a history
of the Russian Revolution.

WORK

He used to seek for proof of every detail
in his books, and, the files we managed to
bring out of Russia were most useful.
The books were published simultaneously
in Russian, French, English and German.

Later, they were translated into other
languages Trotsky used to ocorrect the
translations, including the punctuation and
that left him little time for friends.

He used to chat with his few friends when
he went fishing, for that was his only time
of rest. When he came back, he used to
say:

“Tt is as if the mind worked alone. Once it
starts I only need to follow.”” That is how he
was able to write, “My Life” in a few
months.

Sometimes we used to get letters from
Russia. It was through such smuggled
mail that Leon, while we were at Alma Ata,
obtained details of the Political Bureau
meeting during which Stalin proposed Trot-
sky’s banishment, stating that it would be
easier than trying to discredit him.

Bukharin voted against the proposal
When some friends suggested to Lenin’s
widow, Nadejda Krupskaya that she should
protest against the decision, she answered
hopelessly: “Whom can we complain to?”

Many of the Opposition capitulated in
order to avoid being expelled from the Party.
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_ In February 1932 the political bureau
deprived Trotsky and those members of
his family who were abroad of their
Saoviet nationalities.

In October of the same year Trotsky and
I went to Copenhagen where Leon was to
lecture to a Danish Students’ Association.

We obtained visas, which seemed ex-
traordinary to us. During the voyage we
visited the ruins of Pompeii. We crossed
Paris, surrounded by policemen, incognito.

In Copenhagen Leon spoke at the Station.
That was the only speech he delivered dur-
ing his long exile.

SURPRISE

The King of Denmark refused to allow
the lecture to be broadcast and later dec-
lared that Trotsky should not be allowed to
remain in the country any longer. But
we had time to talk “to several political
friends who rushed to come and see us.

We also managed to speak on the ’phone
with Leon Sedov who was in Berlin at the
time and had not been able to obtain a visa
to come and see¢ us. ‘We were not granted
a visa to visit Sweden either.

The Swedish Government had no ob-
jection to our visit, but the Soviet Ambas-
sadress, Alexandra Kolontai, who once
opposed the Extreme Left, had objected.

On our return to Corinthia we found a
surprise. There was a crowd at the port
who cheered Trotsky. It was then that our
fellow passengers realised who the silent
Mr. Sedov (the name adopted by Leon)
really was.

We were living in Norway in 1933 in the
house of the Socialist Deputy Konrad
Knudsen at Weksal, when the news of the
trial of the Trotskyist-Sedovist centre in
Moscow was received. It was the Trial of
the Thirteen.

‘When we received the text of the trial
sessions, in which Trotsky was constantly
mentioned, the trial had been finished and
the sentence carried out. Trotsky and his
son, Leon Sedov, were condemned to death.

Vyshinsky ended his accusation speech
with the following words: “I demand,

"But that was of no avail.

comrade judges, that those mad dogs
should be shot, from the first to the last.”
The mad dogs were the men of October
1917.

Yagoda, Chief of the Political Police,
who organised the monstrous trial, was to
be executed soon afterwards.

TIRED MAN

Leon Davidovitch spent feverish days in
our little house in Weksal. He copied the
text of the trial and showed its falsehood.
He sent a telegram to the Moscow tribunal
asking to be called to trial.

. He received no reply. He was exhausted.
At times he would go for a walk among the
fir trees.

“] am tired,” he used to say. He
was tired of feeling his hands tied, being
unable to fight.

I do not wish to bring up now the accu-
sations made against Trotsky, but I must
repeat what he said then, that of the seven
members of the Revolution Political Bur-
eau, one had died, five were shot and only
Stalin remained alive.

The accused men confessed. But Trot-
sky in Norway continued to fight. He
took the trial to pieces and proved it unfair.
It was really the
beginning of the end.

ESCAPE

I cast my mind back over the years. I
remembered Leon’s visit to London before
the war to see Lenin. In spite of disagree-
ments and discrepancies, the friendship
born of that visit never faded.

We were in Geneva when we heard the
news of the blood-stained Sunday in St.
Petersburg, of the march led by the priest,
Gapon, which was machine-gunned by the
Cossacks.

We decided to return to Russia imme-
diately. I went first, with a false passport.
Leon followed a few days later.

By then he was known as Leon Trotsky.
It was the name on his false passport when
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he had escaped from Siberia years before—
the first name that came to his mind, that
of one of the wardens in the prison.

When the Workmen’s Council or Soviet
of Petersburg was formed, Trotsky was
named chairman. The revolutionary
movement failed, and Leon was arrested
and imprisoned in the Peter and Paul Fort.

He was sentenced to be banished for
life. “I thought we would have been
sentenced to hard labour,” was his com-
ment when the sentence was read.

He left for Siberia in a military train.
Soldiers rather ashamed, watched over
him and Okrana agents watched over them.
He never reached Siberia because he ¢s-
caped before arriving there.

I can still see him as he looked when he
wrote in Finland the story of his escape,
“Return Journey,” before we went to Lon-
don. His unruly hair and small mous-
tache were brown and his eyes were blue
and fiery behind the glasses which he wore
since quite young.

There were no such things as visas then.
Thanks to the salary received from a Kiev
Liberal newspaper, we avoided poverty.

We settled down in Vienna and there—
together with Joffe, who later committed
suicide as a warning and protest against
deformation of the revolution Trotsky or-
ganised Pravda which was smuggled into
Russia.

At the outbreak of the first world war,
the Vienna Chief of Police called on Leon
Davidovitch and invited him, most cour-
teously to leave the country within 24
hours. He went to Zurich, and then Paris.

Until then, the Russian police had not
ceased to watch Leon Davidovitch. During
the revolution in prison, in Siberia and in
exile, we lived under a constant threat.
That was only the beginning.

During the war Leon Davidovitch’s
participation in the Zimmerwald and Kien-
thal conferences in Switzerland resulted in
his expulsion from France.

Internationalists and  Socialists from
belligerent countries on both sides came
to these Swiss villages and manifestos were
published—one by Trotsky stressing the
need for a revolutionary peace. The Rus-
sian Embassy in Paris asked the French
Government to banish Leon Davidovitch,

England, Italy and Switzerland refused
him entry. French policemen accompanied
him to Iran.

Their attitude was most cordial. We
travelled from Spain in the liner Monsalat
and landed in New York.

His first sight of the great city brought
this comment: “It is the most complete
expression of our time.”

We lived in the Bronx and Trotsky worked
with Bukharin—who later was shot by
Stalin after having been his ally editor
of the Russian paper Novy Mir.

1917

When news of the fall of the Czars came,
the Russian Consul gave us passports.
We went to Canada where Trotsky was put
in a camp. Then on to Russia, after an
absence of twelve years.

In St. Petersburg we lived on the same
modest scale as in Paris. There was the
constant problem of finding food. Trot-
sky had become the most popular orator in
the city. He used to deliver several speeches
a day.

This made it necessary for him to look
after his voice and to sleep enough. It
also made us accept as log10a1 the hate
which surrounded us.

Neighbours did not speak to us and
looked at us sideways, but the masses
believed in him, he was the man from whom
they took advice.

In July 1917, a really spontanecous re-
volution broke out. Leon Davidovitch found
himself near the Tauride Palace when some
people surrounded the Revolutionary So-
cialist Minister, Tchernov, trying to lynch
him.

Trotsky climbed on to a carriage and
managed to make his voice heard. He said
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simply: “Let all those wishing to exert
violence on citizen Tchernov lift their hand.
What no one? Then citizen Tchernov may
go free.”

Lenin had to flee to Finland. He was
accused of being a Czarist agent. Trotsky
had not been so slandered. He wrote to
the Government defending Lenin. He was
arrested.

When the magistrate, while questioning
him, mentioned German money, Trotsky
tore up the documents shown to him and
refused to answer any more questions,
stating that it would demean him to accept
that sort of questioning.

He was released on bail of 3,000 roubles
which was paid by the Petrograd Syndicates’
Committee. At that time General Kor-
nilov rebelled against the Government,

I went to fetch my huéband at the prison,
but he was not there. He had gone to the
Soviet.

He was elected President of the Soviet,
and Tseretelli, on handing over to him,
said, I wish you to keep it for three months.”
This showed the uncertainty and danger in
which we lived. In actual fact, as I have
already shown, the danger was only starting.

In December 1936 we received a letter
from Mexico. Unknown friends had ob-
tained from the President Lazaro Cardenas,
a promise that we should be admitted into
the country.

MEXICO

On January 9, 1937, we arrived at Tam-
pico on the Ruth. A few Mexican friends,
Max Shachtman and George Novack, were
there to meet us.

The G.P.U. had agents in Mexico as
elsewhere, so a government train took us to
an unknown place. There we found a car,
a house with a large yard. It had been the
home of a famous painter.

In January 1937 another trial was held in
Moscow, that of the Seventeen. Karl
Radek among them. Trotsky and his son,
Leon, were as usual the principal persons
accused.

All traces of Serge, Trotsky’s other son
who had been sent to Siberia, had disap-
peared. “My death might perhaps have
saved Serge,” Leon said to me. In May
1937 a secret tribunal sentenced to death
Marshal Tukachevsky and seven other
generals of the Revolution.

In February 1937, Leon Sedov had died
in Paris after an operation. G.P.U. agents
had long been following and bothering him.

In March 1938 another trial was held in
Moscow, with 21 prisoners, among them
Bukharin, Rykov and Yagoda—the ex-
G.P.U. Chief who organised the previous
trial. Vyshinsky was still the Attorney-
General and Trotsky the principal accused.

In Spain, during the Civil War, one by
one, several of Trotsky’s personal and poli-
tical friends disappeared. They included
his ex-secretary, Irwin Wolf, the leader of
the Catalan Proletariat, Andre Nin, as well
as theAustralian Socialist, Kurt Landay,
and the Italian Anarchist, Barnico.

TRIAL

In April 1937, the Investigation Com-
mission named by the North American
Committee met for the defence of Leon
Trotsky at Coayacan.

Trotsky was interrogated for several days.
He produced proofs of the falsehoods in the
Moscow trials and finally, in December
1937, the Commission gave its verdict.

This was that the Moscow trials were a

false imputation and that Trotsky and
Leon Sedov were innocent.
Meanwhile the Mexican Communists

asked for the expulsion of Trotsky, calling
him an agitator and other things.

There followed some short trips to Taxco
and Vera Cruz to rest and fish. There were
scares, too, which made us change our
home, first to near Chapultepec and then to
Coayacan. Here we lived in a large old
house with high walls which seemed im-
possible to climb over.

However, on May 24, 1940, a group of
men dressed ‘as policemen managed to
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break into the house and several shots
woke up Trotsky and the rest of us. His
secretary, Bob Sheldon-Harte, disappeared
and his body was later found outside.

- Six bullets were fired in Trotsky’s bed-
room. The famous painter D. A. Siquei-
ros, was arrested by the police as head of the
assailants.

Precautions were increased and steel doors
and shutters were set up at the house
But that did not stop the friend of a Trot-
skyist girl, who gave his name as Jacques
Mornard, from gaining entry into the house.

In the afternoon of August 20th 1940,
Mornard found himself alone with Trotsky in
the latter’s study.

Mornard struck Trotsky down with an
axe. When arrested .Mornard stated
that he was an ex-trotskyist. But during
his trial it was proved that he was in
fact a Stalinist.

THE END

Trotsky was taken to the hospital,
Cruz Verde, and I went with him. When

they cut his hair to clean the wound, he
said ironically: “The hairdresser at last!”
The hairdresser used to go to him in his
home and had been asked to come two days
previously but had not done so.

When one of the nurses started to un-
dress him Trotsky said to me: “I don’t
want her to undress me. You do it for me.”

Those were his last words because im-
mediately after that he became unconscious
and died at 7-45 p.m. on August 21. He
was cremated.

While Trotsky was dying, the  Stalinist
Press in Russia accused him of trying to get
Mexico mixed up in international compli-
cations.

This was untrue, but sometimes Leon
used to say to me, “I must be very tiresome
in everyday life with my fussiness for order
and accuracy.” But what he termed- fussi-
ness insured that his books and drticles
should not contain wrong information or
involuntary falsehoods.
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WHO IS TAKING WHOM FOR A RIDE?
By WILFRED PEREIRA

The first act of revolutionary policy is to
unmask the bourgeois fictions that poision
the mind of the popular masses. These
fictions become particularly malevolent
when they are blended with the ideas of
‘Socialism’ and ‘revolution’ (1)

To teach the workers to recognise reaction-
ary philistines under all their masks and
to despise them regardless of the mask
is the first and paramount duty of a
revolutionist. (2)

The bourgeois press and all the propa-
gandists of the capitalist class, both secular
and clerical, have been working overtime
trying to convince the general public that
Mrs. Bandaranaike’s LSSP allies corrupted
her government and that the LSSP and CP
leaders, whom they denounce as ‘““Marxists™,
are continuing to use her as a ‘cover’ and a
‘front’ for their nefarious purposes, that
they are ‘taking her for a ride’, etc., etc.
The capitalist class is only too well aware
of the services rendered by Mrs. Bandara-
naike’s Leftist lackeys who helped her to
check the threatening working class offen-
sive and give the capitalist class a breath-
ing space to reorganise its forces. But
instead of showing its gratitude the capitalist
class displays its typical bourgeois arro-
gance. The way to keep lackeys on their
toes is to curse and swear at them. For
all the merited contempt with which their
bourgeois masters treat the Left lackeys
the former krow that they cannot do with-
out them particularly when there is some
specially dirty work to be done. For in-
stance, are not the Left lackeys poisoning the
mind of the working class with racist and
religious communalism and enabling the
capitalist class to pose as paragons of de-
mocratic virtue 7

But therc is more to the campaign of
vituperation against the so-called ‘Marxists’
than meets the eye. By portraying the
betrayers of the anti-capitalist struggle as
‘Marxists’ who are taking Mrs Bandaranaike
for a ride the propagandists of the bour-

geoisie are strengthening the illusions of the
potentially dangerous Left pro-coalitionists
who fondly believe that the ‘Golden Brains’
are engaged in a very subtle manoeuvre to
‘take over’ from that good but gullible lady
at the appropriate time and usher in the
Golden Age. But, at the same time, the -
more they are denounced as vile Marxist
schemers against Mrs. Bandaranaike and
bher S.L.F.P. the more vehemently do the
Marxist renegades affirm their allegiance
to her and help to strengthen the illusions
of the pro-SLFP masses in her ‘middle-
path’ policy as a ‘progressive’ alternative
to the ‘reactionary’ policy of the U.N.P.
Thus by falsely accusing the Left Fakers
of being ‘Marxists’ the capitalist class keeps
its lackeys in thrall and furnishes them with a
‘Marxist’ alibi for the villanies committed
in their masters’ service:

CONFESSION

While the capitalist press accuses Mrs.
Bandaranaike of permitting the S.L.F.P.
to be ‘subjugated’ by the so-called Marxists,
the so-called ‘power-hungry’, ‘scheming’
leaders of the LSSP ncw confess that they
were in actual fact helpless prisaners in the
ill-fated coalition government. However,
this confession of importance is not in-
tended to educate the anti-capitalist masses
or even their own party followers. The
opportunist LSSP Leaders make a virtue
of their impotence to prove their bourgeois
respectability and abject loyalty to Mrs.
Bandaranaike by showing that they were
completely innocent of the charge of ‘sub-
verting’ the coalition government in ‘typi-
cal Marxist fashion’. They reaffirm their
loyalty by accepting her as “leader” of the
so-called “United Socialist  Opposition”
which is but a new name for the old “united
progressive forces” with which they de-
ceived the anti-capitalist forces all this time.

This confession of impotence, which is at
the same time an admission of the failure
of the much-vaunted ‘tactic’ for pushing

(1) Trotsky. ‘France at a Turning Point’, Preface to ‘Terrorism and Communism’
(2) Trotsky. ‘The Lessons of Spain—the Last Warning’.
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the SLFP leftwards, is made in an official
document put out by the Central Commi-
ttee of the reformist LSSP. The blame
for the defeat of the Coalition Government
is laid at the door of the so-called “right-
ists” of the SLFP, accusing them generally
of defeating the moves of the LSSP’ers
and the so-called “progressives” to imple-
ment progressive measures, and specifi-
cally of

(1) preventing the government from
fighting rising prices and the scarcity
of goods through the formation of
Peoples’ and Vigilance Committees,
and thereby encouraging black-

" marketeers;

(2) effectively sabotaging moves to grant
political rights to public servants and
enact laws to prevent ejectment of
tenants and control house rents; and

(3) preventing organisation of the peo-
ple for support of the SLFP’s indus-
trial policy.

QUESTIONS

If the LSSP’ers had indeed been pressing
for such measures and were being ob-
structed by the “rightists” why did they
keep silent about it all this time? Why did
not the LSSP’ers join forces with the “pro-
gressives” and fight the “righbtists”? If
that was not enough, why did they not ap-
peal to the organised working class for
supplementary action on the extra-parlia-
mentary front? And why did they not
proceed to organise Peoples’ and Vigilance
Committees on their own, with all the mass
backing that they had ?

Such, we are sure, must be some of the
questions that the more politically wide-
awake members of the LSSP would like to
ask their leadership. However, the leader-
ship was 'able to forestall embarrassing
questions of this nature by diverting the
struggle against the UNP-led National
government along communal lines. But the
appeal to communal sentiments has not met
with sufficient response both within and
without the party. Besides, the inability
of the National Government to solve the
country’s economic problems within the
capitalist framework must sooner or later
give rise to mass unrest and working class
struggles. So the opportunist LSSP leader-

A GOLDEN-BRAINY STRATEGEM !

The contradiction between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie is a fundamental one.
That is why the attempt (of the Chinese CP)
to bridle the Chinese bourgeoisie by means of
organisational and personal manocuvres and
to compel it to submit to combinationist plans
is not a manoeuvre but contemptible self-
deception, even though it be colossal in scope.
Classes cannot be tricked. This applies,
considered historically, to all classes and it is
particularly and immediately true of the ruling,
possessing, exploiting and educated classes.
The world experience of the latter is so great,
their class instinct so refined, and their organs
of espionage so varied that an attempt to de-
ceive them by posing as somebody else must
lead in reality to trapping, not the enemy, but
one’s own friends.

Trotsky
“The Third International after Lenin”

ship is compelled to pretend that it has modi-
fied its tactics in the light of the recent
coalition experience.

PAWNS

The toiling masses who were induced to
believe that only the peaceful parliamentary
road to socialism was compatible with
their national genius and culture, are now
to be mobilised for action on the “extra-
parliamentary front”. The SLFP-LSSP-CP
front which was set up to prevent the deve-
lopment of a mass struggle is now going to
“spur’’ the masses into extra-parliamentary
action. The masses are of course just pawns
in the game of bourgeois power-politics.
They can be ordered to forget about strikes
and go-slows and to tighten their belts and
work hard when the SLFP bourgeoisie is
in power, and then be ordered to go into
action when the UNP bourgeoisie is in power.

But has not the LSSP leadership’s ex-
perience of being subjugated by the SLFP
“rightists” taught them anything? They
entered Mrs. Bandaranaike’s service on her
terms and helped her to divide and disor-
ganise the working class by paralysing the
threatened offensive of the united trade
unions. They now see their chance of
driving the divided and disorganised working
class forces, now even more divided on
racial and religious lines, into action against
the National Government. By this means
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they will help the UNP to complete the
task that was begun by the SLFP—the
task of smashing up the working class
movement.

LESSONS

There are, however, some lessons that the
working class can learn from the coalition
experience without waiting for the National
Government to drive them home with the
aid of batons and sten gums. ILet us,
therefore, probe a little deeper into the
opportunist LSSP leadership’s confession of
impotence against the SLFP “rightists™.

Mrs. Bandaranaike’s loyal lackeys helped
her to paralyse the struggle for the 21
Demands which included the demand for
political rights for public servants. By doing
so they strengthened the hands of the
“rightists”, a good many of whom showed
on December 3rd that their sympathies lay
with the UNP. These reactionaries wear-
ing progressive masks exploited the situat-
jon presented to them by the LSSP lackeys
and obstructed any progressive measures
that would have lightened the burdens of the
of the toiling masses. In doing so the ‘rightists
could proudly claim that they too were
being loyal to Mrs. Bandaranaike and
helping her to safeguard the capitalist sys-
tem. How then could the “progressive’
SLFP’rs quarrel with them? As for the
LSSP’ers, having helped Mrs. Bandaranaike
to strangle the working class movement,
they dared not raise their voice against the
“rightists” nor appeal to the working class
for extra-parliamentary assistance, as such
a move would have distrupted the holy al-
liance of ‘“progressive forces” represented
by the Coalition. It is therefore clear that
coalition as a pressure tactic was doomed
to failure from the very start.

POLARISATION

By shifting the blame for the blatantly
pro-capitalist policy of the Coalition Govern-
ment on to the SLFP “rightists” and seeking
to differentiate between “progressives” and
“rightists’ in the SLFP, the LSSP charlatans
are trying to cover up their own treachery
in persuading the masses to believe that the
SLFP was a “leftward moving” party. If
the SLFP was in fact such a party where did
the “rightists” come from? Either, they

“FORWARD TO SOCIALISM
UNDER THE LEADERSHIP OF
MRS. BANDARANAIKE!”

The most important, best established, and
most unalterable rule to apply in every manoe-
uvre reads: You must never dare to merge,
mix or combine your own party organisation
with an alien one, even though the latter be
most ‘sympathetic’ today. Do not under-
take such steps as lead, directly or indirectly,
openly or maskedly, to the subordination of
your party to other parties, or to organi-
sations of other classes, and therewith restrict
the freedom of your own agitation, nor take
any step through which you are made res-
ponsible, even if onls¥ in part, for the political

- line of other-parties. You shall not mix up
the banners, let alone kneel before another
banner.

Trotsky
““The Third International after Lenin’

!

were already there, or a section of the “pro-
gressives must have been encouraged by
the LSSP’ers ‘‘tactic”” to move rightward.
In any case, the “rightists” did their dirty
work hiding behind the ‘‘progressives”
while the LSSP’ers provided both wings
of the SLFP with a ‘left” cover for their
anti-working class policy.

A good portion of the ‘rightists went over
to the side of the UNP.on December 3rd.
The Left Fakers tried to palm this off as a
‘polarisation of forces’ to fool their own
party men with pseudo-Marxist phraseology
and give the impression that the SLFP had
been purged of ‘reactionaries’.

But are not those who still remain with the
SLFP the very people who shielded the
‘rightists’ and allowed them to sabotage ‘pro-
gressive measures’ without a murmur of pro-
test ? And do they not include Mrs. Bandara-
naike herself ? Yet it is to Mrs. Bandara-
naike that the leaders of the LSSP and the
CP have now decided to entrust the “leader-
ship®’ of the so-called ‘United Socialist Oppo-
sition’ against the TUNP-led National
Government !

ORIENTATION

Of the three instances of ‘rightist’ ob-
struction adduced by the LSSP leadership
the one that betrays the true orientation of
the opportunist leaders is the accusation of
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preventing the organisation of the people
for support for the SLFP’s industrial policy.
But what is this policy? Industrial deve-
lopment by private enterprise for private
profit, with the state playing the role of
fairy godmother to protect the patriotic
industrialists against all risks both economic
and political. This differs from the indus-
trial policy of the UNP only as regards the
nature and scope of the public sector. The
larger the public sector the greater the
scope for petty bourgeois functionaries and
trade union bureaucrats to sell their loyalties
to the government and the greater the
opportunities for the small investors,
the petty commercial and. industrial
bourgeoisie who ,constitute the SLFP’s
main support. It is primarily in the in-
terests of the industrialists that Mrs. Banda-
ranaike sought and obtained the help of
the Left to paralyse the working class
movement and preserve the wage-freeze.
What more ‘support’, what more sacrifices
by the people and hard work by the toilers
to assure the profits of the industrialists
do the LSSP charlatans want the.people to
be organised for?

The financial policy forced on the Coalit-
ion government by its obligation to work
within the capitalist framework eventually
made it impossible to provide the indus-
trialists with the necessary imported raw
materials and machinery while also pro-
viding them with the necessary incentives,
tax concessions etc. The only way out for
a capitalist government in such a situation is
to ‘organise’ the plunder of the people more
ruthlessly. The Left Fakers are very an-
noyed that the ‘rightists® deserted and brought
brought down the Coalition government
before it had time to demonstrate to the
capitalist class how efficiently it could,
with the help of the ‘golden brains’, “or-
ganise the people” into a properly disci-
plined and pliable mass willing to bear
patiently all the burdens ofindustrial deve-
lopment for private profit. That task has
now been taken over by the National
Government after the initial softening up
of mass resistance has been accomplished
by the SLFP-Left Faker Coalition. The
only grouse of the pro-coalitionist petty
bourgeois parasitec is that they will not
be there to get their ‘cut’, '

“THE ‘RIGHTISTS’ OBSTRUCTED
PROGRESSIVE MEASURES” !

The sole condition for every agreement with
the bourgeoisie, for each separate, practical and
expedient agreement adapted to each given
case, consists in not allowing the organisations
or the banners to become mixed directly or in-
directly for a single day or a single hour;......
and in not believing for an instant in the capa-
city or readiness of the bourgeoisie either to
lead a genuine struggle against imperialism
or not to obstruct the workers and peasants.
...... purely practical agreements, such as do
not bind us in the least and do not oblige us to
anything politically, can be concluded with
the devil himself, if that is advantageous at the
given moment. But it would be absurd in
such a case to demand that the devil should
generally become converted to Christianity,
and that he use his horns not against workers
and peasants but exclusively for pious deeds.
In presenting such conditions we act in reality
as the devil’s advocates, and beg him to let us
become his god-fathers.

Trotsky ’
““The Third International after Lenin”

PERSEVERANCE

The LSSP and CP charlatans, however,
have not given up hope. They are deter-
mined to bring the coalition back to power
in order to complete what they had to leave
undone the last time. They are most per-
severing agents of the capitalist class in the
working class movement. In order to con-
tinue to deceive the masses they have re-
discovered the extra-parliamentary arena
for the ‘struggle’ against the UNP-led
government. This is only an attempt to
hide the old trap in a new place. The extra-
parliamentary struggle can have any mean-
ing only if it is directed against the extra-
parliamentary base of the UNP-led capi-
talist government, that is, the capitalist
property system. Such a struggle can be
fought only under the hegemony of the
working class led by a Marxist revolution--
ary party. )

The Left Fakers know that a fresh wave
of strike struggles must. arise sooner _or
later. Their new interest in the extra-
parliamentary arena is intended to take
charge of the coming struggle and keep .it
within safe limits that will not harm the
interests of the ‘patriotic’ industrialists. But
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since it is not possible to separate the latter’s
interests from those of the capitalist class as
a whole, the struggle of the toilers is to be
directed towards merely a change of govern-
ment, to replace the UNP-led coalition with
a SLFP-led coalition. The struggle is to be
confined to one between the two wings of
one and the same capitalist class. So the
“masses must be made aware that their arch
enemy is”..? NO, not the capitalist class
....but the ‘reactionary forces which are
now power”. And who are these react-
ionary forces? The reactionaries of the
UNP, the ‘rightists® who stabbed the
coalition in the back, and....the racial
and religious minorities whom the SLFP
and its Leftist allies drove into the arms
of the UNP and the FP. And what are the
‘progressive forces’ that the Left Fakers
seek to mobilise for the ‘struggle’? They
are left with the pro-coalition Sinhala-
Buddhists who have ‘“a correct under-
standing of Buddhist philosophy”. This is
how Sri Lanka is to go forward to socialism
under the leadership of Mrs. Bandaranaike,
ably assisted of course by her Leftist stooges!
If the left fakers succeed in “spurring™ the
disorganised and disoriented working class
into action on the extra-parliamentary front
it will only be to help the UNP-led Govern-
ment to give it the coup de grace.

ILLUSIONS

There are pro-coalitionists who still have
illusions about the socialistic pretensions
of the Left Fakers, even if they may have
none about the SLFP. They argue that the
LSSP’ers went into the coalition not with the
intention of overthrowing capitalism imme-
diately but only to work within the capitalist
framework and pressurise or even inveigle
the SLFP into implementing progressive
measures that would facilitate a later all-
out struggle of the proletarian forces for
socialism. We have already examined not
only why the “tactic” failed but also why it
was doomed to failure from the start.
But let us try to find out whether the LSSP’
ers really tried to press for measures that
would facilitate the struggle of the prole-
tarian forces. If that were so, we should
have expected them to lose no time in pres-
sing for at least the following: repeal of the
Public Security Act, amendments to the
trade union laws, political rights for pub-
lic servants, citizenship and franchise rights

“One cannot sing lullabies to the masses day
after day, full of gabble about a pacific, law- .
abiding, parliamentary, democratic transfer
to Socialism, and then at the first blow on the
nose, to arouse the masses to armed resistance.
That is the surest way of assisting in reaction’s
break-up of the proletariat. In order to prove
themselves capable of revolutionary resistance
the masses must be ideologically, organisation-
ally, and materially prepared for it. They
must understand the inevitableness of
intensification of the class struggle, and its
transformation at a certain stage into civil
war. The education of the working class
and the selection of personnel for leadership
must be adapted to this perspective. It is
necessary from day to day to struggle against
compromising illusions, in other words, to
declare a life and death fight with MacDonald-
ism.”

Trotsky

WHERE IS BRITAIN GOING?

for the plantation workers of Indian origin,
safeguarding of the linguistic and religious
rights of the minorities. For only by the im-
plementation of such measures, which should
be well within the capacity of any capitalist
government which claims to be democratic
and progressive—only by such measures
would it have been possible to achieve the
unification of the proletarian forces without
which there cannot even be any talk of
struggle for socialism. If these things had
been conceded by the Coalition Govern-
ment not only would it have strengthened
the unity of the working class, the UNP
would never have been able to return to
power.

Leave alone getting them implemented,
if the LSSP’ers had merely placed these
demands before the Government openly
before the eyes of the masses and called
upon the organised working class to exert
extra-parliamentary pressure on the SLFP
if the latter proved recalcitrant, all the pro-
letarian forces could have been rallied under
the banner of the LSSP. Even if the Coalit-
ion cracked up under the pressure, and even
if a resulting general election did by some
remote chance bring the UNP back to
power, the proletarian forces would have
stood prepared and mobilised in a solid
phalanx to meet any onslaught, like the one
that the National Government is now
preparing against the working class, in-
stead of being divided and ideologically
disarmed as they are today. But as we
discovered earlier it was the necessity to
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preserve the unity of the so-called progres-
sive forces (unity with the SLFP bourgeoisie)
that prevented the LSSP’ers from making
any such demands. By continuing to re-
main in the coalition when they found that
they were powerless they helped the SLFP
to deceive the masses. They could remain
in the coalition only by adapting themselves
to thc SLFP policy. Their repudiation of
everything they stood for and their turn to
communalism is the translation of eoppor-
tunism into the language of petty bourgeois
Sinhala-Buddhist politics.

FLIGHT OF FANCY

How the incorrigible petty bourgeois
succumbs to the bourgeois propaganda
about the fake Marxists is illustrated by the
naive belief that the Leftist leaders are
genuine socialists who have broken out of
the trammels of orthodox Marxism.
. There are pro-coalitionists who ask: what
is to prevent the Leftist leaders from taking
over from Mrs. Bandaranaike after the
SLEP-LSSP-CP coalition comes back to
power, and then proceeding to implement
their own socialist programme ? They must
have profitted by their last failure and should
be better prepared next time. By going
along with Mrs. Bandaranaike or rather
pretending to go her way, jollying her along,
they will be able to increase their influence
among the SLFP supporters and obtain a
much stronger parliamentary representation
at the next elections. Let us also go along
with our naive optimists on a flight of fancy.
What happens will depend on the numeri-
cal strength of the Left bloc vis-a-vis the
SLFP in the coalition.

First, if the Left bloc is a minority, it will
be faced with the task of jockeying itself
into position to take control of the govern-
ment. This must be done without showing
its hand too soon and creating dissention.
That is to say, the unity of the progressive
forces both within -parliament and outside
must be preserved until the Leftists are
ready for their coup. This will entail lying
doggo and letting the SLFP do as it likes—a
repetition of the previous experience.

If the Left bloc commands a majority
it should be in a position to carry out its coup
without beating about the bush. As soon

as the Left bloc shows its hand the SLFP’ers
will stab the government in the back and
scamper off to join the UNP. The Left
bloc will then have to face fresh elections or
resort to an extra-parliamentary show-down
—with the bourgeois property system and
state apparatus, armed forces and all, still
intact. The prospect of winning the elect-
ions on a socialist programme under such
conditions is unthinkable. Then what are
the forces at the disposal of the Left bloc
for an extra-parliamentary show-down?
The united progressive forces consisting of
good Sinhala-Bhuddhists will be in a state
of disarray due to the defection of the SLFP.
All that will be left are the LSSP and CP
supporters whose class-struggle and re-
volutionary will would have been numbed
by accommodation to the bourgeois-demo-
cratic perspectives of the ‘progressive for-
ces’. Need we go any further?

GUARANTEES FOR THE FUTURE

The ideological agents of the bourgeoisie
are in league with its political agents in the
working class movement to foster illusions
among the various strata of the potentially
anti-capitalist masses. The capitalist class
is only too well aware that the day will come
when it will have to delegate its power of
attorney once again to the SLFP, which it
regards as ‘“‘the democratic alternative to the
UNP”, if capitalism is to be saved. This is
yet another reason why its propagandists
are so concerned to keep the democratic
image of the SLFP unsullied by -association
with “Marxists”. But in order to post-
pone the evil day, the capitalist class and its
ideologists carry on a vicious campaign
against Marxism as a cover for their pre-
parations for an all-out attack on the work-
ing class. However, even while they carry
on a relentless campaign purported to ex-
pose the “Marxists” who “subverted” the
coalition, they take particular care to pro-
tect the demagogic character of their Leftist
agents in the working class movement
against the day when their direct services
will be needed once again to prop up a
tottering capitalist government.

The - capitalist press gleefully reports
differences among the opportunist LSSP
leaders. But whatever  differences there
may be, the leaders are united as one man



160

in accepting Mrs. Bandaranaike as the
“leader of the United Socialist Opposition”.
Mrs. Bandaranaike is also the leader of the
SLFP which, on the inside information
furnished by the LSSP leaders, was in-
capable of standing up to a handful of its
own rightists’ who obstructed all progres-
sive measures. If the first coalition was due
to a misconception of the class character
of the SLFP, there can no longer be any
doubts on that score after its capitulation
to the ‘rightists’ who found their true affi-
nity with the UNP. If there could be any
doubts about the motives of the LSSP
leaders in June 1964 there can be none what-
soever about their motives in persisting with
their ‘“‘association” with the SLFP after
their confession of impotence in the coalit-
ion. The opportunist leadership of the
LSSP still stand solidly together, irres-
pective of other differences as in June 1964,
in order to deceive and betray the revo-
lutionary struggle for socialism by helping
the capitalist class to tighten the noose that
N. M. Perera helped Mrs. Bandaranaike to
place round the neck of the working class.

BOURGEOIS FICTIONS

The capitalist class knows it can depend
on its Leftist agents in the working class
movement. While its propagandists pre-
tend they want to break up the SLFP-
Left Faker alliance, they help to foster illus-
ions among the Leftist pro-coalitionists in
the socialistic and even ‘revolutionary’
pretensions of the so-called ‘Marxists’ by
warning Mrs. Bandaranaike that she is
“being taken for a ride” by her ‘Marxist’
friends. They foster illusions among the
militant sections of the working class that
the Leftist leaders are Marxist revolution-
aries in disguise who should be allowed to
carry out their cunning manoeuvre undis-
turbed by strikes, etc. They foster illusions
among the faint-hearted petty bourgeois
pro-coalitionists that the Leftist leaders have
discovered a new secret short-cut to social-
ism that will avoid the dangers and dis-
comforts of the class struggle. The capi-
talist class knows how to make use of its
Leftist agents in the working class move-
ment, whether as fake Marxists or as rene-
gade Marxists with equal facility, in order
to confuse the proletarian forces amd keep
them in subjection.

Only conscious traitors or hopeless muddie-
heads are capable of pretending that a
SLFP-LSSP-CP coalition under the leader-
ship of Mrs. Bandaranaike is in any way
capable of offering an effective opposition
to the UNP-led capitalist government and
taking this country forward to socialism.
Only the inveterate petty bourgeois refugee
from the class struggle is capable of believing
that the Marxist renegates have found a
short-cut to socialism.

The eulogists of other peoples’ revolut-
ions, both those who prate about the ““con-
firmation” of Trotsky’s Theory of Perma-
nent Revolution wherever the petty bour-
geois nationalists have ridden to power on
the backs of the toiling masses, and also
those who denounce that Theory as a
counter-revolutionary obstacle to the aspi-
rations of petty bourgeois nationalists, have
now come together and established what
they hope is a permanent refuge from the
class struggle under the benign patronage of
“Mother Lanka”. Bourgeois ideologists
would have us believe that this is a cover for
a cunning manoeuvre that only °‘golden
brains’ could devise but is beyond the com-
prehension of ‘romantics’ and ‘sectarians’
who are still under the influence of Marxism
and think in terms of class struggle as the
means of mobilising the revolutionary pro-
letariat for the seizure of power, etc.

- THE GOLDEN AGE

Since the Ceylonese proletariat is non-
revolutionary it devolves on the petty
bourgeois intellectuals who have outgrown
the puerilities of Marxism to bring the
benefits of socialism to the helpless and
down-trodden masses by sleight of hand
and slickness of brain. The strategem is
so cunning that it deceives not only the
SLFP; the working class remains spell-
bound, while the petty bourgeois are just. .
stupified. But that is all part of the strate-
gem—to give the petty bourgeois leaders a
free hand without any intervention by the
common herd.

Having put the forces of the “united
socialist opposition™ through an intensive
course of Buddhist philosophy, on the aus-
picious day and hour determined by pro-
coalitionist soothsayers, the crafty Left
Leaders will marshall their forces and order

(Continued on page 171)



THE REVOLUTION IN SOUTH VIETNAM
By PRINS RAJASOORIYA

If the present trend of events continues
in Vietnam there will be over 200,000
American soldiers in South Vietnam by the
end of this year. “In Honolulu General
Westmoreland (the US Commander in
South Vietnam) asked for a blank check
to bring up to 75,000 more US troops to
Vietnam by the end of this year. This
would bring the total US strength to 150,000’
(Newsweek of 19-7-65). Since July this
figure has been increased. In any case this
figure doesnot take into account Australian,
South Korean and other forces already in
South Vietnam.

American planes are bombing not only
South Vietnam but North Vietnam as well.
In fact fighting in Vietnam has gone on
intermittently for the last 20 years. There-
fore an understanding of today’s events in
Vietnam requires an examination of yester-
day facts and events which led up to the
present crisis.

VIETNAM UNDER THE
IMPERIALISTS

Over a hundred years ago, Vietnam was a
part of the Chinese empire. With the weak-
ening of Chinese control over Indo-China
the rulers of Vietnam only nominally ack-
nowledged Chinese suzerainty paying
tribute to Peking from time to time.

In the second half of the 19th Century,
Western Imperialist powers waged war
against China, taking over chunks of her
territory. In 1883, the French invaded and
occupied Into-China and annexed her to the
French Empire. French Indo-China as the
area came to be called comprised Laos,
Cambodia and Vietnam.

In spite of French armies of occupation, a
number of uprisings occurred which were
put down with much bloodshed, and the
French set about incorporating Indo-China
into the French Empire. What was the

French policy as applied to the people of
Indo-China ?7—*“In French eyes the function
of a colony was to supply the mother country
raw materials and products which did not
compete with their own,” and to be a market
for French manufactured goods. <The
economy of French Indo-China therefore
came to depend completely on French
interests”.- The Economic History of South
East Asia by Professor Hall Professor of
Economic History—University of London
P. 654

In this area ‘‘the chief aim of French edu-
cational policy was at -first simply to train
interpreters” (p 644) Ibid. By 1912, of a
population of 15,000,000” there were only
12,103 people in Government primary

- schools (p. 645)

“Even as late as the latter part of the last
century, feudal methods of land tenure
and patriarchal methods of village organi-
sation persisted. The French brought their
reforms.  Before French occupation in-
equalities in land were counterbalanced by
joint responsibilities of the village. The
French administration favoured the es-
tablishment of large estates and European
plantations. In Cochin-China, the con-
centration of land went so far that the
landed class came to control over 809
of the rice fields with 200,000 families em-
ployed as share croppers” (p. 655). “By
the 1930 s the general picture was that of an
upper class with an agricultural proletariat
densely packed into two rice producing
areas with too much labour employed on
the land.”

The Vietnamese farmer was dependent
on his landlord for loans, tools, buffaloes
and supplies of seed and manure and us-
ually at the rate of 509 for a period of one
year to' eight months. So that French rule
meant grinding poverty, exploitation and
misery for the majority of the people.

Almost without exception economic en-
terprises were financed and controlled by
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the French. Except in very rare instances,
no Vietnamese occupied any place of signi-
ficance in the administration. In these
circumstances, there was no Vietnamese
capitalist class of any significance and hardly
any stratum of Vietnamese middle class
society.

THE VIETNAMESE FIGHT BACK

Many attempts were made to drive out
the French but all these had been unsuccess-
ful. Came the second World War. The
French in Indo-China and those sections
of the population collaborating with the
French tamely surrendered. The Japanese
were permitted, without a shot being fired, to
use airfields and ports in Indo-China, to
drive southwards to Singapore and Java.
In spite of the French surrender to the
Japanese, an underground movement came
into existence and was active against the
Japanese throughout the latter part of the
This movement was led by Ho
Chi Minh.

Faced with collapse on most war fronts,
the Japanese proclaimed ‘independent”
kingdoms in Annam, Laos and Cambodia.
Bao-Dai was declared Emperor of Vietnam.
In spite of the creation of an “‘independent”
Vietnam even before the departure of the
Japanese, effective control was however, in
the hands of the National Liberation Front
or Vietminh led by Ho Chi Minh, who
enjoyed the confidence of the majority of
Vietnamese. The Vietminh had its army
and its civil administration, its currency and
post office system. At the end of the war,
except in the large cities occupied by the
Japanese the rest of Vietnam was controlled
and governed by the Vietminh.

HORSE-DEAL BY BIG POWERS

In the meantime, arrangements were
being made by the victors of the war to
redivide -the world. At Potsdam, behind
the backs of the Vietnamese people, their
fate was being decided. With the blessings
of Stalin, Vietnam was to be handed back
to the French. The expulsion of the Japan-
ese was not to be followed by Vietnam being
handed over to the Vietnamese people.
It was to be handed back to the French.

The plan of re-occupation was as fol-
lows: Chinese troops of Chiang Kai Shek
were to take over from the Japanese forces
from the north, down to the 16th parallel.
British forces were to occupy the country
from the south upto the 16th parallel.

The troops of Chiang Kai Shek duly
occupied the north, while British forces
under General Gracey arrived in Saigon
on 13th September, 1945. Except for the
big cities, which were occupied by foreign
troops, most of the country continued to
be controlled by the resistance fighters of
the Vietminh.

In 1946, the French arrived to take over
from the British. Chiang’s forces, how-
ever, refused to budge from the north.
Chiang used the occasion to negotiate with
the French and force them to give up their
claims to rights in the proposed Hanoi-
Yunan railway. In spite of Chinese troops,
however, the Vietminh controlled most of
present North Vietnam, including the city
of Hanoi. This was as far back as 1946,
before the establishment of the present
Government of the People’s Republic of
China.

In the face of this, the French were forced
to recognise reality. They knew that they
could not easily re-impose French rule and
enjoy a position similar to that which existed
before the War.

ATTEMPT AT COMPROMISE

It was better to compromise and try to
save what could be saved rather than lose
all. The French created “The Indepen-
dent Republic of Vietnam”. Vietnam’s
independence was, however, limited, as it
was understood to be (with Laos and Cam-
bodia) part of the French Indo-China
Federation, which was itself part of the
French Union—an anomalous situation in
which nothing was clear. A future con-
ference was to be summoned to clarify
matters needing clarification. In the mean-
time, French troops poured into the country
and France bided her time.

In April, 1946 was held one of the many
proposed conferences and it was clear that



163

“independence” meant one thing to the
French while it meant quite a different thing
to the Vietnamese. It also became clear
that the French were not ready to come to
an agreement with Ho Chi Minh and those
political forces in whom the Vietnamese
people had confidence, but were seeking
a political compromise behind the backs
of the Vietnamese people with their own
chosen puppets.

WAR WITH THE FRENCH

By November, 1946 all negotiations had
failed. French planes bombed the city of
Haipong causing grave loss of civilian lives
and the Vietminh resorted to an armed in-
surrection. By December the French had
suffered defeats in a number of garrison
towns held by them.

In the face of this failure the French took
other measures and....“on May 20th,
1948 proclaimed the Central Provisional
Government” with Nguyen Van Xnam as
its head....On 8th March, 1949 Bao Dai,
the former “Emperor”’, who had been head
of the Japanese puppet regime, was brought
back to become this time a French puppet.
“It was, of course, yet another bogus version
of ‘independence’ (says Professor Hall)
and Ho Chi Minh’s position was in no way
weakened by the fact that he had 100,000
of France’s best troops fighting against
him”.

What happened thereafter is recent his-
tory. Vietnam became the grave of nearly
100,000 French soldiers. Army after army
sent by the French was decisively defeated
until at Dien Bien Phu, a bloody defeat was
inflicted by the Vietnamese people on the
French on 7th May, 1954.

THE GENEVA AGREEMENT

In 1954, in conformity with the resolution
adopted by the British, French, US and
Soviet Foreign Ministers at the Berlin Four
Power Conference on Far Eastern Prob-
lems, talks commenced at Geneva at the
former seat of the League of Nations
on (1) the Korean Question, and (2) the
problem of restoring peace in Indo-China.
In addition to the four sponsors to the
- talks, the U.S. and the French, the British
and the Soviets, nineteen other countries
were represented at the talks.

In May a Vietnamese delegation led by
Phan Van Dong arrived to participate in
the talks.

On 21st July 1954 an armistice was agreed
upon with an immediate ceasefire. This
agreement has subsequently come to be
called the Geneva Agreement.

In addition to the cessation of hostilities,
the country was to be divided into two areas
temporarily, the 16th parallel being the
dividing line. Paragraph 6 of the Agrec-
ment reads “the conference recognises that
the essential purposes of the agreement
relating to Vietnam is to settle the military
question with a view to end hostilities and
that the military demarcation line should
not in any way be interpreted as constitut-
ing a territorial or political boundary. It
expresses the conviction that the execution
of the provisions set out in the present dec-
laration and in the agreement on the ces-
sation of hostilities creates the necessary
basis for the achievement in the near future
of a political settlement in Vietnam.”

Para 7 states: “The conference declares
that so far as Vietnam is concerned the
settlement of political problems effected
on the basis of respect for the principles of
independence, unity and territorial inte-
grity shall permit the Vietnamese people to
enjoy the fundamental freedoms guaranteed
by democratic institutions established as a
result of free elections by secret ballot. . ..

General elections shall be held or July, 1956
under the supervision of an International
Commission composed of members of the
International Supervisory Commission”

(established by the Geneva Agreement).

ENTER THE US

At the same time the leader of the US
delegation to the Geneva. talks, Walter
Bedel Smith, issued what is callad the
United States declaration.

Para 3 “Declares that with regard to the
aforesaid agreements that (1) It (the US)
will refrain from the use of force to disturb
them (the Vietnamese)....

“(2)....In connection with the state-
ment in the declaration (quoted above)
concerning free elections in Vietnam the
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US Government wishes to make clear the
position it has expressed in a declaration it
has made in Washington on June, 29th,
1954 (by President Eisenhower and Sir
Winston Churchill) as follows: “In case
of nations now divided against their will,
we shall continue to strive to achieve unity
through free elections supervised by the
UN.’,

What happened in Vietnam? ‘“Elections
to unify the country were to have been held
in 1956 but were opposed by South Viet-
namese President Diem....” (p. 131—
South East Asia Today & Tomorrow,
Richard Butwell. Asst, Professor of Social
Science, University of Illinois). The reason
for Diem’s opposition is not far to see.
D. F. Fleming, Emiritus Professor of Inter-
national Relations at Vanderbilt University
has this to say: “The elections were frus-
trated by President Ngo Dinh Diem whom
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles had
selected to rule South Vietnam, because
both knew that the vote would almost cer-
tainly be for union under a Communist
oriented leadership.” (p. 12, Progressive
USA June)

In his book “The White House Years”,
President Eisenhower says “I have never
talked or corresponded with a person
knowledgeable in Indo-Chinese affairs who
did not agree that had elections been held
as of the time of the fighting, possibly
80 per cent of the population would have
voted for the Communist Ho Chi Minh
as their leader”. To prevent the mani-
festation of the will of the vast majority of
the people of Vietnam US conspired
with its puppet Diem to prevent elections.
So much for American talk of democracy.

America’s bloody role in Indo-China
did not commence with Diem’s accession
to power. The Finance Commission of the
French National Assembly has calculated
that the total cost of the Indo-China war
was 3,000,000,000,000 francs as at 1954.
Of this, the direct US contribution was
48,000,000,000 francs, other estimates vary
at 500 million dollars annually from 1946
or so to 1954—(Butwell, p. 131).

At the time of the Geneva Conference
there were American ‘“advisers” in South

Vietnam. Their role was to prop up Diem
who in turn would keep South Vietnam
divided.

“DEMOCRATIC”

THE FACADE

At first it was hoped to have a facade of
democracy in South Vietnam and for Ameri-
cans to keep not only the country of Viet-
nam divided but to divide the people and
win over sections away from the legitimate
aspirations which they had set their eyes
on. If these methods failed, then naked
force would be the answer.

What type of government came to be set
up after the Geneval Conference? “Diem,
holds office for 5 years and can be re-elected
for two additional terms. On paper, as
well as in practice, he dwarfs the single-
house National Assembly, which although
elected directly by the people by secret ballot
is nevertheless composed exclusively of
supporters of President Ngo Dinh Diem
because the candidates are controlled. To
date the Assembly has been nothing more
than a rubber stamp for President’s policies.
The 3rd division of the Government, the
Judiciary, has not been any more inde-
pendent, despite its description in the con-
stitution as a separate branch of the state
structure.”

“....President Ngo Dinh Diem has ruled
the country autocratically....In the August
1959 elections he evicted the only opposition
member elected in the 123 man Assembly.
The action was not unique and illustrates
the controlled environment of Vietnam
Government and politics. Diem was re-
elected over only token opposition in April
1961.” (Butwell p. 41).

The attempt at creating a facade of de-
mocracy did not last for long. There was
no economic base in South Vietnam to
permit this experiment. There was no
capitalist class of any proportions in Viet-
nam on whom the Americans could depend.
The French had seen to that. All industrial
enterprises worthy of any mention were
owned and financed by the French. With
the withdrawal of the French there was no
time for a native bourgeoisic to emerge.
Nor would the Vietnamese people tolerate
the replacement of one oppressor by another.
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It was natural that the Diem clique could
not build any roots or find any support for
its policies based on continued capitalist
exploitation. It was natural that the Diem
regime should turn into a vicious bloody
dictatorship. In 1961 Dr. Burtwell wrote,
(p- 55) “Governmental and political change
can really occur only by forcible means in
South Vietnam where the legislature is
controlled, the press muzzled and free
political parties non-existent. Opposition
to President Ngo Dinh Diem’s regime
can be expressed only by violence.”
Finally Diem was depased by violence.

AMERICA’S MILITARY
INTERVENTION

The Diem regime would have collapsed
much earlier if not for American arms and
money. A representative of the American
ruling class after a visit to Vietnam in 1962
said, “After seven years,....and two bil-
ion dollars worth of US aid,....the severe
difficulties remain, if indeed they have not
multiplied. .Diem’s ....armies (armed
with US. weapons and paid with US dol-
lars) have won some successes. . . .But there
are absolutely no grounds for optimistic
conclusions.” Indeed he notes that ‘“‘after
a year of Government’s successes there are
more guerillas in the field than ever before.”
“(Newsweek 11-3-63 after an interview with
Senator Mansfield). Indeed the Vietnamese
people are as determined as ever before to
fight. The report continues, “without the
full support of the Vietnamese people the
outcome of the jungle warfare remains in
doubt.”

In fact throughout 1963 and 1964 the
American-trained American-equipped army
of South Vietnam was whipped in battle
after battle. These regular soldiers of South
Vietnam were whipped by irregulars of the
Viet Cong Guerilla army. How could well
trained soldiers equipped with the most
modern weapons be so easily defeated in
this way? The Americans make out that
battalions of North Vietnamese soldiers,
with weapons supplied from China and
Russia, form the Viet Cong armies. But let
us examine American press reports. In
October 1963 such contradictory reports of
conditions in Vietnam were reaching US
ruling circles that the American President
decided to send Defence Secretary Mac

Namara on a fact finding mission. News-
week of 13th October 1963 reports:—

“Is this Chinese?”’ asked Secretary Mac
Namara, pointing at a formidable looking
weapon in a pile of captured Viet-Cong
arms.” “I am afraid I have to say” ans-
wered his embarassed Vietnamese Guide
“that this is a regular American 57 MM
Recoilless Rifle which they captured from
us.”

“Into the S. Vietnam jungle outpost
swarmed several hundred Vietcong troops. .
Then following a set plan the Viet Cong
pulled back with two captured 105.m.
howitzers and proceeded to lay down a
blistering mortar barrage..So desperate
were the beseiged Government troops that
when the US helicopter crewmen tried to
take off they had to push away scores of
beseeching soldiers....”

“The remaining 100 defenders held out
at Ba Gia with little choice to fight or to die
—General Thi the South Vietnam Com-
mander refused to send reinforcements
only 10 miles for fear they would be am-
bushed. Instead Thi called for a detach-
ment of U.S. marines. Needless to say the
marines did not relish an ambush either
and élis request was denied.” (Newsweek
19-7-65.

In the “Monthly Review” of February
1964 is an article on Vietnam which con-
tains the following paragraph from New
York Times of 7-12-1963.

“Last month 300 guerillas stole into a
heavily armed camp west of Saigon. They
inflicted heavy casualties and marched off
with a load of arms, money and ammunition.
From Saigon’s roof tops, the deep boom of
Government’s artillery could be heard.
And on clear days persons lunching in the
9th floor restaurant of Caravalle Hotel
can watch Government planes dropping
napalam on guerillas across Saigon River.
From almost every direction guerillas creep”
close to Saigon and their attacks grow bolder.
Indeed as already noted—by U.S. Senator
Mansfield the outcome of jungle warfare
remains in grave doubt for the Americans.

What is happening in South Vietnam?
After Diem was deposed a military junta
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took over. Since then ciwvil government
has been completely absent and the country
has been under arbitrary military rule.
One general of the South Vietnamese army
succeeded another and no amount of U.S.
persuasion and pressure has been able to
reconcile the different warring factions of the
South Vietnamese army. There have been
nine successive rulers so far. They have
been inefficient, brutal and corrupt. At
least one of them has embezzled one mil-
lion U.S. dollars and fled the country.
The latest South Vietnamese Prime Minister
is “34 year old Air Vice Marshall Cao Ky,
just the last person among the bickering
generals and politicians that anyone would
have thought suited by temperament and
training to hecad the South Vietnamese
Government....”

“When Air Vice Marshall Cao Ky was
not flying missions he could always be
found leaning against a juke box in one of
Sa‘gon’s many coffee houses or at his
favourite night club. During dinner par-
ties Cao was notorious for getting up from
his chair and reciting long and tearful
poems dedicated to the comeliest woman
n the room. . ..Indeed all the young officer
had to his credit—until the military junta
surprised everyone by pushing him for-
ward....was a reputation for being a hot
shot pilot and an off duty play boy”.
(Newsweek 12th July, 1965.)

RAIN OF DEATH

How are the Americans winning the war
in South Vietnam? <All last week Air
Force bombers from Da Nang and car-
rier based planes spread devastation in
North and South Vietnam. In dozens of
villages bewildered peasants found them-
selves forced to cover in their impoverished
bomb shelters or risk being caught in a rain
of death. And all too often the men in the
planes had no way of knowing whether their
bombs were hitting Vietcong or non-

combatants—or nobody at all” (Newsweek

16th August 1965.)

In the same Newsweek Morley Safer who
was on the scene describes how the U.S.
marines “had orders to burn the hamlet
(of Cum Ne) to the ground if they received
so much as oneround (of fire) (shades of
Lidice.) First however they replied to the

sniper fire with a rocket barrage, wounded
three women and killed one infant.” Then
after this great feat the U.S. marines “moved
into the village and proceeded first with
cigarette lighters then flame throwers to
burn. down an estimated 150 dwellings.
Old men and women who were pleading
with the marines to spare the.r houses were
ignored...The operation netted 4 pri-
soners—old men.”

This issue of the Newsweek further
describes similar U.S. victories. “Morton
Perry Newsweek correspondent  accom-

panied troops of the 173rd Airborne Bri-
gade on a sweep through the jungle in search
of Vietcong.

“After waiting until B 57 Bombers from
Guam had plastered the area we whistled
into the scene—(in helicopters) riddling
the nearby bush with automatic fire....the
troops jumped out, some were dodging
across paddies firing their M-16 light
weight rifles from the hip..” ‘“something
moving over there” some cried and the whole
platoon ripped off fire in that direction.
At the tree line where the paddies gave way
to the jungle the men crouched firing into
the forbidding darkness—not a guerilla
dead or alive could be seen. By now a
second line of troops was landing.—“Did
you see anything?’ they asked “Not a
thing man. Did you? “I think I killed
a water buffalo” was the reply. And so
death rains down from the skies in Vietnam.

“It was an American Senator who made
a sharp statement in 1955 challenging the
U.S. military build-up and the sending in
of military advisers. It was none other
than Lyndon B. Johnson whe said then, “It
would be wrong to send American G.I’s
into the jungle of Indo-China on a blood
letting spree to perpetuate colonialism and
white man’s exploitation of Asia.”

THE REAL REASON

But there are powcrful forces in the U.S.
profiting by the war in the form of contracts.
Here are some examples of such contracts.

1. Bell Aero Space Corp.— 100 million
Dollar order for helcopters

2. Oscar Meyer & Co.—2.6 million dol-
lars for canned beans. :
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3. Reigel Textile Corp.—1.6 million dol-
lars for uniforms

4. Borg & Warner of Chicago—2.6
million dollars for steel helmets.

5. Hughes tool company—Multi-million
dollar contract for helicopters.

6. American Machine & Foundry—17
million dollars for Mark 2 Bomb
Assemblies

7. Honeywell and Co.—3.3 million dol-
lars for bombs.

8. Kaiser Jeep Corporation—58 million
dollars for army trucks.

This list could be greatly added to but
the examples given above are sufficient to
show how American big business is pro-
fitting from the war in Vietnam.

What are American aims in South Viet-
nam? In Washington Secretary of State
Dean Rusk scornfully ridiculed those critics
who had been calling for a U.S. withdrawal
in Vietnam. “Let us be clear about what is
involved today in South East Asia”, he
told a meeting of the American Society
of International Law. “We are not in-
volved with empty phrases or conceptions
which ride upon clouds. We are talking
of vital interests of the United States and the
peace of the Pacific. We are talking about
the appetite for aggression....We are talk-
ing about the safety of nations with whom
we are allied . .and the integrity of the Ameri-
can commitment”. Newsweek—3rd May,
1965.

..the integrity of the American com-
mitment indeed! If this argument is cor-
rect U.S. forces should have invaded India
because Indian troops crossed the Indo-
Pakistan border and Pakistan is a military
ally of the U.S. But no. Other logic
applies when the clash is between two capi-
talist powers. No U.S. troops are needed
in the Indo-Pakistan war. Whichever side
wins capitalist property relations are not
in danger.

~ The Newsweek of March 1Ist, 1965 con-
tains on page 11 the following:—“We seek
no wider war”, said Johnson..in some re-
marks added at the last minute to a speech
before the National Industrial Conference
Board, “we will persist in the defence of
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freedom”..Whose freedom? And freedom
to do do what?

Forgotten are the words of the leader of
the U.S. delegation to the Geneva Con-
ference which state..“It (the U.S.)) will
refrain from the use of force to disturb them”
....(the Vietnamese people)..Apparently
the need to hold free general elections by
secret ballot. . ..under U.N. supervision no
longer (or never) existed—and why? There
was no guarantee that with conditions what
they were in existence in Vietnam a govern-
ment acceptable to the U.S. Government
would be returned to power. As shown from
the quote already given above Eisenhower
realised this years ago. Today that same
U.S. Senator who in 1955 condemned send-
ing American G.I’s on a blood letting spree
into Indo-China to perpetuate colonialism
has taken on the task of sending not Ameri-
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can G.I’s but American armies equipped
with the most deadly weapons on a massive
scale. We agree that American troops and
money assisted first the French to fight the
Vietnamese people and then propped up
puppets after 1954 to perpetuate colonial-
ism. But we cannot by any stretch of imagi-
nation or logic agree that American armies

nialism. We might conclude with a quo-
tation from an American magazine. “No
longer do State Department spokesmen
repeat the phrase, “A Vietnamese war to
be won by Vietnamese”. For inch by inch
the war in Vietnam has become..an Ameri-
can war on the mainland of Asia”. p. 20,
Newsweek—16th August, 1965.

in Vietnam are there today to perpetuate

anything else but colonialism or neo-colo- (To be continued)

e

‘Mom, Why Must I Kill Women and Kids?’

‘r  An Associated Press dispatch of September 30th from Wichita, Kansas,
quoted the following from a letter by Corporal Ronnie W. Wilson in Vietnam
to his mother :

“ Tliére are so many Cong here that in three days we captured 12 Viet
Cong and killed 33. Mom, I had to kill a woman and a baby.

“ We were sweeping the jungle and all of a sudden the Cong opened up
on us. People were falling and Cong were clipping 81 mortars on us. The Lieute-
nant had us move out towards the firing. We killed eight Cong and about 30
got away.

“ Anyway we were searching the dead Cong when a wife of the one I was
checking ran out of a cave and picked up a sub-machine gun and started firing at us.

“1I shot her and my rifle was automatic, so before I knew it, I had shot about
six rounds. Four of them hit her and the others went in the cave and must have
bounced off the rock wall and hit the baby.

“ Mom, for the first time I felt really sick to my stomach. The baby was
about two months old..

“I swear to God this place is worse than hell. Why must I kill women
and kids ? 'Who knows who is right ? They think they are and we think we are.
Both sides are losing men. I wish to God this was over.”

The Associated Press quoted Mrs. Wilson: “He is proud of being in the
marines and of doing his job. It is a bad thing for parents to have raised their
sons in church to have things happen like this.”




THE BRITISH YOUNG SOCIALIST
MOVEMENT

by UPALI

Morecambe, a coastal town in the north
of England, was recently the scene of a
historic gathering. On February 27th and
28th over a thousand youth, delegates and
visitors from Young Socialist branches up
and down the country, met under the ban-
ners of Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky,
to discuss and debate important political
issues, which . vitally affect the working
class, nationally and internationally. Des-
pite all attempts at sabotage by the right-
wing Labour leaders, and all shades of
centrists, the conference was a great success.
The standard of discussion.and the exemp-
lary behaviour of the young workers parti-
cipating made the bourgeois press very un-
easy. ,

The Young Socialist movement was the
youth organisation of the Labour Party.
Tke Labour leadership from time to time
attempted to harness the energies of youth
to boost their dwindling Parliamentary
strength. When the youth, however, be-
came too radical for the class collaboration-
ists, the bureaucrats did not hesitate to des-
troy it. All publications advocating the
path of class struggle were proscribed.
Those who urged youth to wage a real strug-
gle against capitalism were expelled. The
Stalinists and centrists aided and abetted
the right-wing to weed out the militants.
Thus, twice before, in 1939 and 1954, the
Social Democrats disbanded the youth
movement.

Successive  General Election defeats
after 1951 compelled the Labour right-wing,
in an effort to minimise their electoral losses,
to revive the youth movement. In 1960,
though the bureaucracy, assisted by 26
full-time youth organisers, proposed the
setting up of a national youth organisation,
and the election of a national committee,
their real aim was to establish a middle
class youth group, whose members would
serve as electoral functionaries to the
Parliamentary careerists of the Labour
Party.

COORAY

Two major tasks faced the Marxists.
They had to defeat the aim of the right-wing
to create a servile middle class youth or-
ganisation by drawing in more and more
working class youth. Secondly, after the
Trotskyists had gained a powerful influence
within the Young Socialists, they bad to
prevent the movement disintegrating under a
Social democratic straight-jacket.

If the Marxists were to attract working
class youth into the ranks of the Young
Socialists then they had to understand and
give leadership on those problems facing
young workers. Capitalism could offer
them only dead-end jobs, unemployment,
and police violence. Young people are
made to do the jobs of adult workers at a
paltry wage. The treacherous trade union
bureaucracies help the bosses to continue
this exploitation. The ‘lefts’ of the Labour
Movement made no attempt te understand
these problems. In consequence the majo-
rity of this mneglected youth, without the
intexvention of the Marxists, become apathe-
tic towards politics and tend to be cynics
and sceptics.

The failure of left-wing elements to under-
stand the youth and the problems peculiar
to them was no accident. Their attitude
was based on the observations of an older
generation of workers, and generalisations
of the struggles of the preceding period.
The advent of automation and the deep-
ening of capitalist crisis in the metropolitan
countries had a powerful impact on their
economic infra-structure and hence on the
political and social superstructure. The
youth (who did not go through the ex-
periences of the 20’s and 30’s) were affected
more than the older workers by these deve-
lopments. Thus there necessarily existed
a gap between the levels of consciousness
of the generations. Similarly there was a
corresponding gap in theory. This ex-
plains the role of the ‘lefts’ and centrists
within the Young Socialist movement. It
also explains the great success of the mino-
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rity of Marxists, who alone struggled for
theoretical clarity.

The Trotskyiste went ahead with their
drive to recruit young workers. This was
no easy or straight forward task. Even
within their own ranks there was comnsi-
derable discussion, dissension and debate
over the ways and means of approaching
working class youth. 1960 saw the Trot-
skyists only a small minority facing a right-
wing, backed by full-time organisers and
necessary finance. The 1961 annual
conference elected only one Trotskyist to
the National Committee. By the end of
1962, the deflationary cycle resulted in a
large number of youth being thrown out of
work. Here the Trotskyists organised the
unemployed youth from the dole queues
into demonstrations in order to highlight
the acute problem facing the young workers
and to give them experience in actions of
class solidarity. On every possible occas-
ion a unity was forged between older and
young workers. In strikes and lock-outs
the Young Socialists were mobilised to
support the strikes and to prevent youth
being used as ‘scabs’.

By 1962, in the Young Socialists, the
Trotskyist representation had increased to
three, and in 1963 to five out of eleven
National Committee members. Yet the
right-wing, supported by the centrists, were
in a majority. It was at this point that the
bureaucracy began a full scale attack on the
militants within the Young Socialists. Fol-
lowing the 1962 conference, all three Trot-
skyist National Committee members were
expelled. The “Keep Left” paper was pros-
cribed. (“Keep Left” was started by a
Labour youth branch, in London, as a
duplicated bulletin as far back as 1950, but
it was taken over by the Trotskyists and
soon became a printed paper sponsored by
over 100 YS branches. It had a circulation
of just over 400 in 1960, but by 1962 it had

risen to 4,000, and in spite o. the fact that it -

was proscribed by 1965 its circulation was
over 11,000) To aid these desperate attacks
even the strong arm of the law was mar-
shalled to physically remove militant youth
from YS meetings.

The Trotskyists recognised that the witch-
hunt could only be met, not by retreating,
but by continuing the struggle for real

socialist policies. There were casualties,
but the victims of the witch-hunt became
hardened fighters. The annual conference
of the Young Socialists in 1964 was a re-
sounding success for the Trotskyists. They
got a decisive majority on the National
Committee, and the conference overwhelm-
ingly supported their policy statements
which clearly rejected the policies of Wil-
son & Co for reforming capitalism. The
youth stood for uncompromising socialist
policies

The last and final nail had been ham-
mered in. The right-wing realised the futi-
lity of fighting any further. They conclu-
ded that the time had come to disown and
disband the youth movement as a national
organisation. On this occasion they adop-
ted a more subtle method to achieve their
goal. They refrained from calling the
democratically elected National Commi-
ttee. In fact the only meeting that was
called was suspended after 90 minutes by
the officials. One after the other the Trot-
skyist NC members were informed that their
branches had been disbanded.

The Trotskyist majority now had to make
a vital decision. Should the Young Socia-
lists accept the dictates of the bureaucratic
leaders any longer? Should they sur-
render all that had been built up over the
years? If not, then they had to defy the
right-wing leadership and prepare the
movement for a complete break with social
democracy.

The centrists immediately retreated. ““Stay
in the Labour Party at any cost” was their
only answer. But this was impermissible.
The mass of the youth within the Young
Socialists had been won to a revolutionary
programme. Could they now be tamely
handed back to a class-collaborating leader-
ship? No, was the firm reply of the Trot-
skyists, and the National Committee majo-
rity prepared the movement for a break.

On the eve of the 1964 General Election
the Young Socialists organised a msssive
demonstration of youth on the slogans
“Out with the Tories” and “Labour to
Power on real socialist policies”. They
marched behind the banner of Marx, Engels,
Lenin and Trotsky. They criticised the
reformist Labour Leaders for their retreats
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and betrayals. They demanded the re-
instatement of all the Young Socialists who
had been expelled, and the convening of the
National Conference immediately after the
election. Thus they focussed the attent-
ion of the Labour Movement on the role
of the Labour Leadership, who seeking te
serve the interests of capitalism must pre-
pare a betrayal for the working class.

The victory of the Labour Party by a very
slim majority did not alter the situation.
Social Democracy came to power at a time
when it could not grant even meagre con-
cessions to the working class. The Labour
leadership was now called on to initiate
attacks on organised labour in order to
salvage British Capitalism. In  conse-
quence it could no longer tolerate the de-
mands of the Young Socialists. Despite
thc demand of a majority of Young Socia-
list branches for the calling of a national
conference, the right-wing remained silent.
The National Committee majority decided
to act. They called the conference amid
agonised cries from the centrists that “the
time was not ripe”’. All the old formulas
were dragged out, even though the in-
tention of the burcaucracy to destroy the
youth movement was crystal clear. The
centrists were prostrate, only the Marxists
could move forward.

Thus the Morecambe conference met,
and proved that working class youth could
not be brow-beaten into submission by the
Labour bureaucrats. The right-wing threat-

ened expulsion to all who attended, but the
delegates and visitors poured into the con-
ference hall.

Whilst, all over the world today, from
Alabama to Dar Nan, and Barcelona to
Moscow, youth has once again come to the
forefront of struggle, what is significant
about the British Young Socialist movement
is that it has a Marxist orientation and a
revolutionary perspective. There are those
‘lefts’ who belittle its achievements and who
predict its liquidation in advance. They
see its continued growth as merely tem-
porary or transitory. Yet this is merely a
cover for their own impotency to mobilise
young workers.

Has the Young Socialist movement its
problems? Of course, especially that of
training cadres and raising the theotetical
level of its members. But every growing
organisation will be confronted by such
questions. The Socialist Labour ILeague,
under whose guidance the Young Socialists
has grown to its present magnitude, bears the
responsibility of resolving these problems.
Realising that theoretical understanding can
only come from involvement in werking
class struggle, the SLL, as we have shown
guides the work of the Young Socialists
daily into this field.

Today there are indications that under the
banner of revolutionary Marxism the Young
Socialists will grow from strength to strength
to build the mass revolutionary party in
Britain.

WHO IS TAKING WHOM FOR A RIDE?

them to shout BANGAVEVA! The walls
of the capitalist Jericho will collapse and the
petty bourgeois parasites who have been
treading on the heels of the leaders will
enter into their heritage. Afterthe Stalinists
have helped their LSSP buddies to deter-
mine whether the productive forces are
sufficiently developed for the construction
of socialism in a single island, the mighty
leaders will solemnly declare: NOW LET
US (the leadersy GO FORWARD TO
(the managing of) THE BUILDING (by the
workersy OF SINHALA-BUDDHIST SO-
CIALISM FIT FOR A UNIQUE MAIJO-
RITY COMMUNITY OF A UNIQUE

(Continued from page 160)

ISLAND, THE LIKE OF WHICH WAS
NEVER EVEN DREAMED OF BY
MARX, ENGELS, LENIN OR TROTSKY,
WITH THE HONOURABLE EXCEPT-
ION OF STALIN!!!

The Golden Age would have dawned for
the inveterate petty bourgeois whose
eclectic mind and supple spine can be adap-
ted to any kind of demagogic regime that
ensures him his ‘cut’ from the surplus value
extorted from a disciplined working class.
The clang and the clatter of the classstruggle
will soon shatter his dreams.

20-8-65



THE NEED FOR CONSCIOUS REVOLUTIONARY LEADERSHIP

DISCUSSION ON A REPORT BY ADOLFO GILLY ON

THE GUERRILLA MOVEMENT
IN GUATEMALA

THE May and June, 1965, issues of

Monthly Review are mainly devoted
to a report on the Guatemalan guerrilla
movement by Adolfo Gilly, a lefi-wing
Argentine journalist, who spent several
weeks in January and February this year with
the guerrillas in their mountain stronghold
of the Sierra de las Minas. What is of
particular interest in this report to socialists
and revolutionaries is the political evo-
lution of the organisation which provides
the leadership of the movement, and is
known as MR-13.

‘MR-13 (Movimjente Revolucionario 13
de Noviembre) takes its name from a
nationalist military group which staged an
abortive up-rising on November 13, 1960
against the Ydigoras regime which in ad-
dition to its tyrannical rule had permitted
the training by the US imperialists of a band
of mercenaries on a Guatemalan farm for
the ill-fated Bay of Pigs adventure against
the Cuban  revolution. As the MR-13
leaders themselves have admitted, “it was
the very limited scope of the movement’s
political orientation that caused its defeat”.
The rebels scattered; some went into exile,
some gave up the struggle, but a small
group decided to carry on the struggle.
They severed their links with the army and
entered into secret negotiations with various
opposition parties, but this produced no
worthwhile results. .

In December 1961 a group of peasants
contacted the MR-13 leaders and offered
peasant support provided MR-13 would
begin an armed struggle for the land. This
acted as a powerful stimulus in leading the
movement to put an end to its fruitless
negotiations with bourgeois opposition
parties and instead to launch guerrilla war-
fare. By February 1962 the guerrilla forces
had been organised under the leadership
of Marco Antonio Yon Sosa in the moun-
tains of Izabal in the Sierra de las Minas.

“Guerrilla warfare, fighting with arms in
hand and side by side with the peasants,
had its own logic”, as Gilly puts it.

“..The leadership of MR-13 underwent
a period of internal transformation. From
a nationalist and anti-imperialist orientat-
ion, it moved to an acceptance of Marxism
as a method of analysis and action, and
socialism as the goal of the struggle.
From the concept of anti-feudal, democratic
revolution, it moved to a program of anti-
imperialist and anti-capitalist revolution,
of socialist revolution and, following the
path of the socialist revolutions of China
and Cuba, of a government of workers and
peasants as the goal of the revolutionary
struggle. This transformation opened new
horizons for the guerrilla struggle, which had
reached a dead end; it opened the way for
organisation of the masses; at the same time
it transformed the conception of the guerrilla
force’s own role and its relation to the mas-
ses.” (Adolfo Gilly).

This is confirmed by Yon Sosa who told
Gilly: “The decisive turn occurred when we
adopted a programme of socialist revolution
..in the process of fighting, living with
peasants, and encountering many frustrat-
ions, we reached the conclusion that in
Guatemala the only real revolution of the
masses that can be made is a socialist re-
volution. . To those peasants who are looked
to as leaders of their communities the idea
of socialist revolution appears to be so
simple and logical that they are impatient
with anyone who attempts to propose some
other solution. This is our strength, and
it constitutes not only material strength
but also the strength of our program.”

Gilly also quotes Yon Sosa as follows:
“Our struggle is not primarily military
but social. It’s not our intention to destroy
the government by military means; we in-
tend to dissolve it through social action.
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This means that at the same time we must
be organising the bases of the government
that will replace the old one, a government
of workers and peasants. Our guerrilla force
organises on the social level. True, we

fight with arms in hand, but we also or-
ganise the peasant masses and the city

workers. They are the ones who'll topple
the capitalist dictatorship.”

The political orientation of MR-13 is
clearly explained by  Francisco Amado
Granados who was interviewed by Adolfo
Gilly. Here are extracts from Gilly’s re-
port of the interview:

Interview with Francisco Amado Granados, a guerrilla leader of MR-13.

Q. Does MR-13 have support in urban areas?

Yes, widespread support. The people
are with the guerrilleros, especially the stu-
dents and the labour - movement. The
broad circulation of our newspaper (Revo-
lucion Socialista) is a' gauge of our popular
support, even though it is published and
distributed clandestinely, and those found
in possession of a copy are risking impri-
sonment, as well as the ‘usual harassment
and torture which constitute standard
police methods under a dictatorship. We
see evidence of it also in the thunderous
applause which greets even the most passing
reference to our guerrilleros on any public
occasion. The guerrilla force is a focal
point, a repository of political authority
for the entire population of Guatemala.
This is not due primarily to the admiration
felt for the heroism of the guerrilleros, but
to the people’s identification with our
armed revolutionary struggle. This fact
signifies that they are preparing to parti-
cipate en masse, and our job is to organise
their participation. ...

Q. Members of your movement maintain
that it is necessary to make a socialist
revolution in Guatemala. The PGT
(Partido Guatemalieco del Trabajo, the
Communist Party of Guatemala) claims
that what is needed is a democratic nat-
ional revolution. What are the theore-
tical and practical implications of this
divergency of opinion?

Well, in the first place, there are diff-
erences in respect to the goal of the revo-
lution and of revolutionary struggle; two
distinct paths are being proposed. The
PGT declares itself in favour of armed
struggle; we are carrying out armed struggle.
But armed struggle, though important, is a
means. What is of real importance is the
goal served by it. If it is used as a pressure
device to force negotiations for the holding

of elections for example, then armed struggle
will fail, it will lose all value. But if armed
struggle continues its development, it will
ultimately findits own socialist goal.
That’s what has happened to us; it was our
involvement in the armed struggle that led
us to conclude that there was no other
solution but the socialist revolution.

In the revolutionary struggle the goal
determines the means. This is very simple.
If the goal is a government of ‘‘national
democracy”’, which no one has as yet defined
—after all, Marxism recognises only two
kinds of states, in the present epoch, the
bourgeois and the workers’ state—then the
means will be tailored to this goal. . Such a
government, it is said, would be made up
of a four-class bloc: workers, peasants, petty
bourgeoisie and national bourgeoisie. To
begin with, there is no national bourgeoisie
in Guatemala; further, to specify the for-
mation of this bloc as one’s goal means to
exclude all methods of revolutionary
struggle approporate to the working class.
For example, it would be necessary to exclude
as a method of struggle the revolutionary
general strike, the occupation and workers’
control of factories, the arming of the prole-
tariat. All these methods, essentially re-
volutionary and pot peaceful, would not be
available to this  suggested bloc. Such
methods imply opposition between the prole-
tariat and the bourgeoisie, foreign and domes-
tic. To exclude methods proper to the work-
ing class would mean to limit the scope and
effectiveness of the struggle; it would lead
to defeat or to an impasse. The PGT and
the Communist Parties that, in broad outline,
follow Moscow’s line rule out these methods,
because the independent  revolutionary
mobilization of the working class destroys
any prospect of a so-called ““four-class bloc”.
But without independent revolutionary mobi-
lization of the working class there can be no
victorious revolution.
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The goal of a socialist revolution, on the
other hand, brings peasant struggle and
peasant warfare closer to the proletarian
struggle, putting them at the service of a
single revolutionary goal, the overturn of
capitalism and the taking of power by the
masses.

If we are not in agreement on the goal,
it then becomes difficult to agree on the
means. However, since the PGT also calls
for a struggle against imperialism, we have
publicly proposed to them and to other
organisations that we form a united anti-
imperialist front, based on concrete points of
agreement, so that we may strike collectively
against the imperialist enemy.

The PGT declares that the proletariat
must exercise the leadership of such a bloc.
We must, then, define “leadership”. In all
alliances it is not subjective interpretations
that determine each group’s role, it is the
program. If the program is bourgeois, then
the forces of the bourgeoisie will exercise
leadership, however tenous it may be. Lenin
taught us this. If the proletariat is to assume
leadership in any alliance, it must do so
through its own program, or at least through
an essential and decisive part of its program;
the alliance must move in the direction of
such a program, even though it may not adopt
it completely. In Gautemala it is im-
possible to take even one step toward the
revolution without a proletarian program.
Such is the reality of the situation. And no
bourgeois force will accept such a pro-
gram. The one proposed by the PGT, for
the purpose of ‘‘attracting’’ the purportedly
‘“‘non-imperialist bourgeoisie’® is a program
of accommodation to the capitalist system,
of reform made within the framework of the
system. We are against such a blec;
we are for the workers’ and peasants’ alliance,
with a proletarian program and proletarian
leadership.

Q. But does this mean that you reject all
reform, all immediate democratic de-
mands ?

No, not at all. What we reject is the
concept of the conquest of democracy for
the people under the capitalist system.
We don’t separate our struggle for imme-
diate demands from our struggle for power;
our program of struggle includes 4 number of

immediate demands. But at the same time
we maintain that they can only be won
through the revolutionary mobilization of the
masses. And this mobilization, when it gets
under way, will be carried by its own impetus
beyond immediate demands and will move
toward the struggle for power. Immediate
demands unify large sectors of the population
and mobilize them into action; but we must
not limit ourselves to them nor create the
illusion that the winning of such victories
can be consolidated without further struggle.
The advances must contiriue; otherwise the
victories fade. The recent history of Latin
America is proof of this, and we Guate-
malans have had our own confirmation
of this fact in the Arbenz experience and
his subsequent overthrow. Therefore, we
don’t proclaim two separate goals—imme-
diate demands on weekdays, and socialist
revolution on Sundays. We consider them
to be inseparably united. We don’t have a
minimal reformist program for today and a
maximal revolutionary program for a dis-
tant future; we have a revolutionary pre-
gram of transition, in which all immediate
demands are inseparably linked to the strug-
gle for the socialist revolution. On the
basis of this program, we are establishing
and we shall continue to establish united
fronts with all organisations and parties
that coincide with some points of our struggle,
so long as we are not thereby limited to the
joint program alone, but are permitted to
move ahead simultaneously in the organizing
of the socialist revolution.

Q. What is the position of MR-13 on the
Sino-Soviet conflict?

Our documents set forth our position.
We don’t share the attitude of those who
claim that the conflict is irrelevant to us
and that we must remain neutral. This
subject is of concern to revolutionaries
throughout the world; vital questions of
revolutionary strategy are involved. We
do not share the position of the Chinese
companeros in all aspects, but we think
that their revolutionary line of oppesition to
peaceful coexistence and peaceful transit-
ion serves to activate the revolution and can
provide a basis for discussion and the re-
grouping of all revolutionary forces, pro-
letarian and national, throughout the world,
on the path of violent armed struggle
against capitalism and imperialism. Such is
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our general opinion and we have therefore
supported certain moves made by the Chin-
ese companeros, although there is no ab-
solute identity of position.

Q. What are the perspectives of the Guate-
malan revolution in the near future?

Our revolution draws its strength not
only from Guatemala but from the entire
world. If it were merely a matter of our
own forces, we would have been crushed
already. Vietnam would also have been
crushed. Yet “they” have not been able to
accomplish this, not only because of sup-
port given by socialist countries, but also
because of the strength of the world revo-
lution. It is no longer possible to measure
the strength of a revelution in national terms
alone; it must be measured in world terms.
In every instance the relationship of world
forces is reflected. We are part of a vast
relationship of forces; we help to determine
them, as they help to determine us. We
exist within this context. It is in the light
of these facts that we have opted for the goal
of socialist revolution. We have in our
favour the tremendous impetus of world
revolution. This is also true for Zanzibar,
for example. If it were not so, how could
they have undertaken to do what they have
done, on an island whose total population
is less than that of Guatemala City? Our
greatest problem is not the strength and
arms of our enemies—although they are
vast—but our need to create in our ranks
a team of activists and leaders—workers,
students, peasants—who will understand
the situation thoroughly and how best to
take advantage of it; who will see clearly
the relation of forces; who will under-
stand the nature of our tasks and will
attack them with boldness. When you’re
really convinced that you’re in the right,
when you have confidence in your own
strength as well as in the strength and un-
derstanding of the masses, you will find that
you possess a high degree of boldness. It is
therefore our principle task now to organise
and develop that confidence, through armed
struggle and political struggles of all kinds.
Confidence and boldness will be decisive
to the course of the Guatemalan revolution
in the near future, now that our movement
is attracting the attention of the entire
population. And we are firmly confident

that our struggle, as we conceive it, and
our program will soon create repercussions
throughout Central America and arouse
a responsive echo in other countries of

Latin America. (our empbhasis)

* ] *

Gilly’s report also contains verbatim
records of interviews with other leading
personnel of MR-13 such as Yon Sosa,
Luis A. Turcios and Evaristo Aldana. He
summarises the program of MR-13 thus:

“The socialist program denies a re-
volutionary role to the national bour-
geoisie and exalts the role of the dia-
metrically opposing class, the proletariat.
Consequently it is free to utilize, jointly
with peasant warfare, the most appro-
priate methods of struggle, even the most
drastic and violent methods such as the
general strike and the urban insurrection
at the decisive moment. Thus the guer-
rilla force links the peasant war, the
general strike, and the urban insurrection
in a process of parallel and joint actions.”

“MR-13 maintains that the objective
of the armed struggle carried out under
its leadership is to establish a peasants’
and workers’ government, to overturn
capitalism, expel imperialism, arm the
working population and organize it in
militias, organise workers’ and peasants’
committees as the base of power in the
nation, institute an agrarian revolution,
nationalise foreign industries and the
principal national industries, establish
workers’ control in industry, institute a
state monopoly of trade, set up alliances
with socialist countries—in a word, to
take the socialist path of the Cuban
revolution, broadened by the experience
of the Guatemalan revolution. As MR-
13 sees it, only the working class in power,
allied with the peasantry, can industrialise
the country, distribute land, and carry
out the democratic measures that the bour-
geoisie has been incapable of instituting.
To assign a role in the revolution to the
national bourgeoisie, or even to foster
illusions concerning its ‘neutralisation’,
only serves to limit the program and ob-
jectives of the struggle, and consequently
to weaken and confuse the revolutionary
forces, all in the name of keeping a
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non-existent ‘ally’. The national bour-
geoisie has no role in the revolution,
MR-13 states, nor can it govern jointly
with workers and peasants.”

Gilly quotes Evaristo Aldana as follows:
“The guerrilla force functions in certain
respects like a party that leads, but we are
also organising MR-13 among the pea-
sants and in their committees, to give them
added political force and vitality. If we
are to fulfil the objectives to which we are

committed, a socialist program is indis-
pensable; without it we could not possibly
organise the committees. The committee
is a form of organisation for struggle, a
united front; it is also an embryonic form
of mass political power. The committee
has a class character, and we have discussed
and overcome errors that were bound to
arise in an organisation such as the com-
mittees, comprising both poor and rich
peasants.”

* * *

“....to lead the masses of the people to victory over the bloc of the imperialists
the feudalists and the national bourgeoisie—this can be done only under the re-
volutionary hegemony of the proletariat, which transforms itself after the sei-
zure of power into the dictatorship of the proletariat.”

Trotsky—THE PERMANENT REVOLUTION
“No matter what the first episodic stages of the revolution may be in the indi-

vidual countries, the realisation of the revolutionary alliance between the pro-
letariat and the peasantry is conceivable only under the political leadership of

‘the proletarian vanguard, organised in the Communist Party.”

Trotsky—THE PERMANENT REVOLUTION

“The dictatorship of the proletariat imperiously demands a single and united
proletarian party as the leader of the working masses and the poor peasantry.
Such unity, unweakened by factional strife, is unconditionally necessary to the
proletariat in the fulfillment of its historic mission. This can be realised only
upon the basis of the teachings of Marx and Lenin, undiluted with personal in-

terpretations and undistorted by revisionism.”

Trotsky—THE PLATFORM OF THE LEFT OPPOSITION

It is clear from Gilly’s report and the
statements of several leaders that MR-13
has reached a stage of political develop-
ment which places it far in advance of any
other guerrilla group in current history.
Its socialist program, in its broad outlines,
as depicted by Gilly, falls into line with that
of Lenin’s Bolshevik Party and the October
Revolution which confirmed — Trotsky’s
theory of permanent revolution.

The MR-13 leaders did not start off by
taking the theory of permanent revolution
as a guide to action. But they have arrived
at their essentially Trotskyist  position
through their capacity to learn from their
own experiences in living and fighting along-
side the oppressed masses of Guatemala
and also from a study of the current revo-

Iutionary movements in the rest of the world.
This confirms the validity of the theory
of permanent revolution as being the ex-
pression of the inner logic of the forces of
social change in the world today. It is
however, necessary to take control of those
forces which act through human agency,
the conflict of classes, and make them work
consciously towards their logical denoue-
ment in the world proletarian revolution.
The alternative would be to submit to the
blind interplay of those forces with their
consequent cost in needless human suffering
and the decay of civilization, if not the des-
truction of humanity itself. Having come
thus far, the further development of the
Guatemalan revolution thus depends on the
conscious application of the theory of per-
manent revolution as a guide to action.
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Revolutionary mass movements can throw
up leaders who suddenly awake to the reali-
sation that they have ‘always been Marxists’
or who for all practical purposes think and
act like ‘unconscious’ Trotskyists. But the
very immensity of the historic task that
faces a revolutionary movement demands a
much, much higher degree of consciousness
in its vanguard than can be provided by
successful improvisors however brilliant and
courageous and however sincere their in-
tenticns.

However admirable a capacity to learn
from past mistakes it is much more im-
portant to be able to foresee what is ahead
and avoid mistakes when what is jnvolved
is the lives of people engaged in a bitter
struggle for the overthrow of a reactionary
social order. We have in mind the heavy
price paid by the workers and peasants of
China during the period of collaboration
of the Chinese Communists (inspired by
Stalin) with the Kuo-min-Tang. We also
have in mind the heavy price still being
paid by the masses of South Viet-nam for
the class-collaborationist policy of the Viet
Minh leadership (inspired by the Chinese
Communists) which led to the betrayal on
which the 1954 Geneva Conference set its
seal.

Unless the practical lessons learned by
the MR-13 leadership are utilised to deve-
lop the theory of the class struggle in the
environment of a semi-colonial country in
the epoch of the death throes of international
capitalism, their correct practical conclus-
ions can be vitiated by a gradual adaptation
to the petty-bourgeois ideology of the
numerically predominant peasantry for the
sake of preserving the worker-peasant alli-
ance.

As the experience of the LSSP in Ceylon
has shown, a proletarian program in itself
is no guarantee that a leadership will not
succumb to alien class pressures and that the
movement will not be swamped by petty-
bourgeois reformists and opportunists mas-
querading as ‘socialists’, ‘communists’ and
‘Trotskyists’, who lean on the backward
rural masses and who will sooner or later
kick aside the proletarian program and
betray the struggle. The proletarian pro-
gram lays down the general strategical line;
but the leadership will be tested in its tacti-

cal application of that program to the
various stages of the struggle and the
changing relationship of class forces, jn-
cluding the relationship between the pro-
letariat and the peasantry. It is here that
improvisations must prove fatal, and theore-
tical clarity is absolutely essential; for it is
here that petty-bourgeois opportunist agents
of the bourgeoisic find their chance to
devise ‘golden-brainy’ tactics that dis-
orient and paralyse the movement.

While the MR-13 leadership has escaped
from the Stalinist trap of the “bloc of four
classes”, at least as regards its applicability
for Guatamala, the views expressed by
Granados (in the interview we have quoted)
on the Sino-Soviet conflict indicate a lean-
ing (with certain reservations) towards the
Chinese Communists’ ‘“‘general revolut-
ionary line of opposition to peaceful co-
existence and peaceful transition”. How-
ever, it is necessary to bear in mind that this
Chinese line does not prevent its followers
in Viet-nam and Indonesia from making the
“bloc of four classes” the basis of their
policies. An uncritical regard for  the
Chinese line can provide a cover for the
intrigues of Left Fakers - within MR-13
and help to deceive revolutionists who have
not understood that that line is a Maoist
seasoning for serving up Stalin’s basic
revisionist hogwash which provides the
ideological sustenance of both the Moscow
and Peking bureaucracies, and continues
to poison the revolutionary consciousness
of theoretically ill-equipped revolutionaries.

The ability of the MR-13 leadership to
avoid the pitfalls that beset a revolutionary
movement engaged in active struggle which
sets in motion masses of politically backward
people will depend on its ability to deepen
its own understanding of the successes and
failures of the world revolution, com-
mencing from the Bolshevik Revolution,
in the light of the theory of permanent re-
volution and Trotsky’s invaluable analyses.
Just as the attitude of the Chinese Com-
munists to Trotskyism reveals that for all
their revolutionary ballyhoo they are in-
veterate adherents of Stalin whose policy
the MR-13 leaders have discovered empi-
rically to be anti-revolutionary if not counter-
revolutionary, so also the revolutionary
bona fides of MR-13 will be tested in its
attitude to Trotskyism and its readiness to



study and apply the theory of permanent
revolution to the further unfolding of the
Guatemalan revolution.

Evaristo Aldana says that the workers’
and peasants’ committees are ‘“organisations
for struggle, united fronts”. This evi-
dently means that within these committees
are represented various political (ideolo-
gical) tendencies. Now, in order to trans-
form these committees into organs of “mass
political power” it is absolutely essential
that in the course of the struggle they should
be unified not only organisationally but
also ideologically. They must be imbued
with a consciousness of their role and given
a unity of purpose and perspective without
which they will be unable to seize power
and keep it.

Although MR-13 spokesmen speak out
boldly about the necessity for revolution and
a proletarian program, neither they nor
their interpreter Gilly explicitly mention the
dictatorship of the proletariat. Gilly how-
ever does speak of ‘“the working class in
power allied with the peasantry” and
Granados speaks of ‘“the workers’ and
peasants’ alliance, with a proletarian pro-
gram and proletarian leadership”. This
can only mean that the objective is the
establishment of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat with the support of the peasantry
as envisated in the theory of permanent
revolution. A proletarian program can be
preserved unadulterated only under the
hegemony of the proletariat in the struggle;
and the hegemony of the proletariat must
necessarily culminate in the dictatorship of
the PROLETARIAT after the seizure of
power in order to keep it.

The strategy and tactics of the struggle
for power involves, then, an uncompro-
mising ideological struggle for the emanci-
pation of the committees from bourgeoisie
idealogy which blunts their revolutionary
consciousness. This task can be performed
only by a leadership which is itself cons-
cious of where it is going and whose every
step is illuminated with Marxist theory.
But it can do so only if that consciousness
leads to the building of a Bolshevik party
as a constituent unit of a centralised and
disciplined international leadership which
unifies the activities of the various national
parties. Only a proletarian party that is
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being continuously invigorated by the ac-
cession of fresh cadres firmly rooted in the
struggle of the toiling masses for emanci-
pation from capitalist and imperialist slavery
and theoretically equipped with the most
up-to-date weapons from the arsenal of
Marxism can ensure the continuity of the
proletarian leadership in the event of the
degeneration of individuals among the
leadership. Only such a party will be
capable of leading the struggle to the end,
capable of transforming the workers’ and
peasants’ committees from organs of strug-
gle into the apparatus for the seizure of
power and the establishment of the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat based on the
support of the peasant poor.

Only under such a leadership will the
workers and poor peasants of Guatemala
be able to rally their class brothers in Latin
America and the USA without whose aid
the Guatemalan revolution cannot be de-
fended against the attempts of Yankee
imperialism to smash it. The counter-
revolutionary intervention of the Yankee
imperialists under cover of the OAS (the
confederacy of the Latin American bour-
geoisie) in the Dominican Republic is a case
in point.

—The Editors.



AN INTRODUCTION TO THE PHILOSOPHY
OF MARXISM (VII)

By R. S. BAGHAVAN

SOCIAL TRANSFORMATION

Marx showed that, in class society, eco-
nomic evolution leads at critical points in
development, to self-transformation, to social
and political revolution. (314)

Specifically analysing the capitalist sys-
tem, Marx showed that the laws of capital-
ism’s self-movement lead inexcrably to its
stagnation, decay and destruction and to a
transformation of the social order.

“The historic tendency 6f capitalist pro-
duction,” he writes, “is summed up thus:..
that capitalist property..cannot do other
than transform itself into social property..”
(315)

Capitalism, Marx points out, has created
on a world scale the material preconditions
for its transformation and at the same time
created also the human agency by which
this transformation is assured.

THE MATERIAL BASIS OF
COMMUNISM

Quantity and Quality figured large in
Marx’s perspective of social development.
He made it quite clear that the higher form
of society could be achieved only after
critical limits in production had peen passed.

“..Slavery cannot be abolished,” he
wrote, “without the steam engine and the
mule and spinning jenny, serfdom cannot
be abolished without improved agriculture. .
‘Liberation’ is a historical and not a mental
act, and it is brought about by historical
conditions. .” (316)

~ Thus he explained the failure of the early
“communist” movements under feudalism;
the proletariat was as yet undeveloped, and
the social and economic conditions for
communism had yet to be created.

The proletariat can do away with the
fundamental contradiction between social

production and individual appropriation
only under specific conditions, only after the
productive forces have grown to the point
where they are capable of satisfying the
needs of all mankind.

“If,” says Marx, . .the proletariat should
overthrow the pohtlcal rule of the bour-
geoisie, its victory would only be temporary,
only an episode in the service of the bour-
geois revolution, so long as the material
conditions which would render né&cessary
the abolition of the bourgeois mode of pro-
duction, and consequently the definitive
overthrow of the political rule of the bour-
geoisie, had not yet been created in the
course of historical development.:

“Similarly, the overthrow of the absolute
monarchy would have been merely a mo-
mentary incident, if the economic conditions
for the rule of the bourgeois class ‘had not
developed to the point of ripeness. Men do
not build themselves a new world out of the
fruits of the earth, as vulgar superstition
believes, but out of the historical accomp-
lishments of their declining civilization..”
317

Marx and Engels repeatedly warned. that
the “development of productive forces..is
an absolutely necessary practical premise
because without it want is merely made
general, and with destitrution the struggle for
necessities and all the old filthy business
would necessarily be reproduced..” (318)

Capitalism has created the basic pre-
condition for the creation of a new and
higher stage of society, one without the
fundamental contradiction between social
production and individual .appropriation.

“Only with big industry does the abolit-
ion of private property become possﬂJIe
said Marx. (310)

The. industrial resources created by capi-
talism on a world scale are now certainly
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capable of satisfying the needs of all man-
kind. As early as 1878 Engels wrote that
“..the possibility now exists for the first
tinfe.” (320)

Just as the increase in the productivity
of early Man led to a stage in which sur-
plus produce was available, and exploit-
ation, classes and private property were thus
also possible, the increase of productivity
under capitalism has created the material
basis for the next social transition from
quantity to quality—the abolition of pri-
vate property, exploitation and classes.

This, for Marx and Engels, was 4nother
classic example of the working of the law
of negation of negation. (321) Class society
is 1eplaced by a classless society, however,
on a much higher social and cultural level
than the primitive “communism” of the
tribal infancy of Man.

THE REVOLUTIONARY CLASS

This transition from one social system to
another does not take place automatically
but through active, revolutionary human
intervention.

Economic crises always manifest them-
selves in social convulsions. The conflict
between productive forces and social re-
lations cannot but have its reflexion in
human relations, which, for Marx were
class relations. ' '

As the Communist Manifesto boldly
proclaimed: ‘““The history of all hitherto
existing society is the history of class strug-
gles.. .Oppressor and oppressed, stood in
constant opposition to one another, carried
on an uninterrupted, now hidden, now open
fight, a fight that each time ended, either in a
revolutionary re-constitution of seciety at
large, or in the common ruin of the con-
tending classes.” (322)

- The deeper the conflict, the more are the

classes impelled - into action. “With the
thoroughness of the historical action, the
size of the mass whose action it is will
increase..” writes Marx. (323)

He says, “An oppressed class is the vital
condition for every society founded on the
antagonism of classes. The emancipation

of the oppressed class thus implies neces-
sarily the creation of a new society..” (324)

As we have seen, Marx and Engels appre-
ciated - the revolutionary and progressive
role of the capitalist class in the period of its
ascendancy. But with the increasing con-
tradictions of capitalist society the historic
role of the capitalist class is exhausted;
what was once a progressive class is now no
longer progressive but reactionary, not
only superfluous but also an obstacle. (325)

“It is unfit to rule,” the Manifesto says
pointedly, ‘“‘because it cannot assure an
existence to its slave within his slavery..
its existence is no longer compatible with
society..” (326)

The political force necessary for and
capable of causing the change from cari-
talism to a higher form of society is the
working class, which has to assume the
leadership of the revolutionary masses.

“The bourgeoisic begins with a prole-
tariat which is itself a relic of the proletariat
of feudal times. In the course of its histo-
rical development, the bourgeoisic neces-
sarily develops its antagormistic character,
which is at first more or less disguised, ex-
isting only in a latent state. As the bour-
geoisie develops, there develops in its bosom
a pew proletariat, a modern proletariat;
there develops a struggle between the pro-
letarian class and the bourgeois class..”
writes Marx. (327)

The capitalist class structure is a unity of
conflicting opposites. Marx notes that
“Capital. .presupposes wage labour; wage
labour presuppcses capital. They  con-
dition each other; each brings the other into
existence..” (328)

“The contradiction between social pro-
duction and capitalist appropriation,”
Engels points out, ‘“became manifest as the
antagonism between proletariat and bour-
geoisie..” (329)

An increase in capitalist development
ptoduces a proportionate increase in the
working class. (330)

Moreover, the working class is “disci-
plined, united, organized by the very mechan-
ism of capitalist production itself.” (331)



181

“Of all the classes that stand face to face
with the bourgeoisie today, the proletariat
alone is a really revolutionary class.” (332)

It has fought the capitalist class from its
very birth. (333)

It is a class that “has nothing to lose but
its chains.” (334)

“What the bourgeoisie.. produces. above
all, are its grave diggers.” (335).

The emancipation of the working class
must be achieved by the working class itself.
(336) “The proletariat of each country must
..first of all settle matters with its own
bourgeoisie.” (337) But the working class
cannot free itself without freeing all of
society. (338). .

“..The antagonism between the prole-
tariat and the bourgeoisie, ‘‘says Marx,
“is a struggle of class against class, a strug-
gle which carried to its highest expression
is a total revolution. Indeed, is it at all
surprising that a society founded on the

opposition of classes should culminate in~ -
brutal contradiction, the shock of body ..
against body, as its final denouement?’ .~

(339)
REVOLUTION

“A  high appreciation of revolutionary
periods in the development of humanity is
something that flows logically from the
sum-total of Marx’s views on history,”
writes Lenin “It is in such periods that
the numerous contradictions that slowly
accumulate in periods of so-called peaceful
development become resolved. It is in
such periods that the direct role of the
various classes in the determination of the
forms of social life must manifest itself with
the greatest foice, and that the foundations
are laid for the political ‘superstructure’
‘which then for a long time continues to
persist on the basis of the new relations of
production > (340)

Revolution, especially proletarian re-
volution, was the certral theme of the
writings of Marx and Engels. Suffice it
. for our purpose to give a brief survey of

their views.

They said: “This contradiction between
the productive forces and the form of inter-
course, which..has accurred several times
in past history, without, however, endanger-
ing the basis, necessarily on each occasion
burst out in a revolution, taking on at the
same time various subsidiary forms, such
as all-embracing collisions, collisions of
various classes, contradictions of cons-
ciousness, battle of ideas, political conflict,
etc..” (341)

“Every revolution dissolves the old soc-
iety; in so far it is social. Every revolution
overthrows the old power; in so far it is
political. .

“The revolution as such—the overthrow
of the existing power and the dissolution
of the old conditions—is a political act.
But without a revolution, socialism can-
not be achieved. It requires this political
act, so far as it is has need of the process
of destruction and dissolution..” (342)

“Revolutions,” says Marx briefly, “are

the locomotives of history > (343)
Rosa Luxemburg echoes the same view:

“Revolution is the political act of creat-
ion in class society..The whole secret of
historical revolutions brought about by the
use of political power lies precisely in the
transition from merely quantitative changes
to qualitative changes, or, to put it more
concretely, in the transition from one phase
of history, from one social order, to the
next..” (344)

Thus, as revolutionary changes in society
are brought about ultimately by objective
factors, revolutions cannot be made at will.
Summing up the objective situation and the
subjective factors required for a revolut-
ionary situation, Lenin states that these are
“independent not only of the will of separate
groups and parties but even of separate
classes > (345)

We must note in passing that only the
Marxist method enables us to understand
the dynamics of revolution. Trotsky writes:

“For revolution to become inevitable,
class contradictions have to be strained to
the breaking point. It is precisely this his-
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torically inescapable necessity for conflict
which depends neither on good or ill-will
but on the objective inter-relationship bet-
ween classes, that makes revolution, to-
gether with war, the most dramatic expres-
sion of the ‘irrational’ foundation of the
historic process.

““Irrational’ does not, however, mean
arbitrary. On the contrary, in the mole-
cular preparation of revolution, in its ex-
plosion, in its ascent and decline, there is
lodged a profound inner lawfulness which
can be apprehended and, in the main, fore-
seen. Revolutions, as has been said more
than once, have a logic of their own. But
this is not the logic of Aristotle, and even
less the pragmatic demi-logic of ‘common
sense’. It is the higher function of thought:
the logic of development and its contra-
dictions, i.e., the dialectic.” (346)

REVOLUTIONARY VIOLENCE

It is a rare bourgeais statesman who, like
Bismarck, says bluntly that “the great
questions of the day are decided not by
speechss, not by votes of majorities but by
blood and iron.”

Most bourgeois politicians and writers
criticise Marx for advocating violence. But
Marx did not create the laws of capitalist
self-destruction. He only discovered them.

What the apologists for the capitalist
system never refer to are the corpses piled
up day after day under “peaceful condit-
ions” of capitalist exploitation. We need
not speak of the corpses heaped up in the
wars for the preservation of profit and

property.

It is refreshing in this connection to re-
member Mark Twain’s comments on feu-
dalism and the French Revolution. He
writes of ‘“the blessed Revolution which
swept a thousand years of such villainy
away in one swift tidal wave of blood..”
“..Our shudders,” he complains, “are all
for the ‘horrors’ of the minor terror, the
momentary Terror, so to speak; whereas,
what is the horror of swift death’ by the
axe compared with lifelong death from
hunger, cold, insult, cruelty and heart-
break?..All France could hardly contain
the coffins filled by that older and real

Terror—that unspeakably bitter and awful
Terror which none of us has been taught
to see in its vastness or pity as it deserves.”
(347) .

“Theory and history teach,” writes
Trotsky, “that a succession of social re-
gimes pre-supposes the highest form of the
class struggle, i.e., revolution..Only a
successful revolution can clear the road to
socialism. .” (348)

“History down to now has not thought
out any other way of carrying mankind
forward than that of setting up always the
revolutionary violence of the progressive
class against the conservative violence of
the outworn classes.” (349)

“History on the whole knows of no re-
volution that was accomplished in a demo-
cratic way. For revolution is a very ser-
ious contest, which is always settled, not
according to form, but according to subs-
tance. It happens quite frequently that
individuals lose their fortune and even their
‘honour’- when playing cards according to
the rules of the game; but classes never
consent to lose possessions, power and
‘honour’ by observing the rules of the game
of ‘democratic” parliamentarism. They
always decide the question in grim earnest,
i:e., in accordance with the real co-relation
of the material forces, and not with the
phantom shadows of these forces.” (350)

Even a brief glance at the course of warld
history will show that wars and counter-
revolutions have been far more bloodthirsty
than revolutions. One can only console
oneself with Trotsky that “Clio, the Muse of
History, was never a member of the Ladies’
Peace Society.” (351)

THE ANALOGY OF BIRTH

Neither gradualness not painless evo-
lution is recognized by Nature or History
as a supreme principle. Rather, it is in the
dialectical nature of things that suddenness
and violence are organically connected with
the nature of change.

The analogy of birth has often been used
by Marxist writers to illustrate the nature
of revolutionary change.



183

“Force,” says Marx in a famous passage,
“is the midwife of every society pregnant
with a new one.” (352)

“Human childbirth,” says Lenin, “is an
act which transforms the woman into an
almost lifeless, bloodstained heap of flesh,

tortured, tormented and driven frantic by -

pain. But can the ‘type’ that sees only
this in love and its sequel, in the trans-
formation of the woman into a mother, be
regarded as a human being? Who would
renounce love and procreation for this
reason?’ (353)

“The act of birth is never a ‘gradual’
process, but a biological revolution,” says
Trotsky. Blaming the progressive class for
revolutionary violence is, he says, like
“..accusing a human being of the birth-
pangs of the mother who brought him into
the world.” (354)

Elsewhere he says,

“The natural act of birth becomes at a
certain moment equally unavoidable both
for the material organism and for the off-
spring.” (355)

It must be remembered, however, that,
as has been said by Engels in another con-
nection, in the case of societies, the birth of
the offspring costs the mother its life.

THE TASKS OF THE
"WORKING CLASS

In “normal” periods of capitalist exist-
ence the working class contents itself with
sporadic struggles with limited aims. These,
as Rosa Luxemburg observed, are attempts
to preserve the gains of the Jast, that is, the
bourgeois revolution.

But when the objective situation compels
the working class to enter the revolutionary
arena, it does so with the subjective aim of
emancipating itself. In so doing, it takes
upon itself also the task of overthrowing
the capitalist system and of creating a new
social order.

Marx and Engels set out the basic tasks
that the working class had to accomplish
in order to achieve the revolutionary trans-
formation of capitalist society.

“The means of change of a given society,”
writes Engels, “are to be sought for in the
existing system of production. ” (356)

The working class, however, has no con-
trol over the means of production which
belong exclusively to the capitalists. And,
moreover, the propertied classes will not
abdicate freely in the interests of social
progress.

The first task of the working class thus
becomes quite clear: in order to bring about
changes in the economic system, the work-
ing class must achieve political power.

This idea had crystallised in Marx’s
mind quite early. In his writings of 1847 he
states:

“The existing bourgeois property re-
lations are ‘maintained’ by the state power,
which the bourgeoisie has organized for the
protection of its property relations. The
proletariat must, therefore, overthrow the
political power where it is already in the
hands of the bourgeoisie. They must
themselves attain to power, to revolution-
ary power.” (357)

The Communist Manifesto declares:

“The first step in the revolution by the
working class, is to raise the proletariat to
the position of ruling class..” (358)

In 1872, with the experience of the Paris
Commune in mind, Marx and Engels
warned: “One thing especially was proved
by the Commune viz., that the working
class cannot simply lay hold of the ready
made state-machinery, and wield it for its
own purposes.” (359)

The question of smashing the bourgeois
state is the central theme of all Marxian
politics.

“All bourgeois states, “Lenin has warned
us, are “inevitably the dictatorship of the
bourgeoisie.” (360)

“Political forms may change,” writes
Trotsky, “Capitalist appetites remain.” (361)

The working class must organize its ow
state machine. .
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Marx writes: ‘“‘Between capitalist and
communist society lies the period of the
revolutionary transformation of the one
into the other. There corresponds to -this
also a political transition period in which
the State can be nothing but the revolut-
ionary dictatorship of the proletariat.”” (362)

During the period of the Russian Revo-
lution, this question was, as was only to-be
expected, uppermost in the minds of the
revolutionaries. Lenin deveted not a little
time to the elaboration of the strategy and
tactics of the working class. His State and
Revolution, work on which was interrupted
by the Revolution itself, remains, even in
its fragmentary form, a classic exposition
of the Marxist theory of the state.

Writing in 1919, after the experience of the-

Russian Revolution, Lenin states:

“If we translate the Latin, scientific, his-
torico-philosophical term ‘dictatorship of
the proletariat’ into simple language; it
‘means the following:

“Only a definite class, namely, the urban
and the industrial workers in gemeral, is
able to lead the whole mass of toilers and
exploited in the struggle for the overthrow
of the yoke of capital, in the process of this
overthrow, in the struggle for holding and
consolidating the victory, in the work of
creating the new, Socialist, social system,
and in the whole struggle for the complete
abolition of - classes.” (363).

Once in power, theé proletariat must take
over the bulk of the means of production.

“The proletariat will use its political
supremacy to wrest, by degrees, all capital
from the bourgeoisie, to centralise all in-
struments of production in the hands of the
staté, i.e., of the proletariat organised as the
ruling class and to increase the total of
productive forces as rapidly as possible,”
declares the Manifesto (364)

Productive forces, released from the res-
traints of production relations based on the
profit motive, can now be brought on to a
planned basis. Anarchy and waste are
eliminated. (365)

Private property in the means of pro-
duction must be abolished. : '

‘Marx says: “When the proletariat pro-
claims the dissolution of the existing order
of things it is merely announcing the secret
of its own existence, for it is in itself the
virtual disselution of this order of things.
When the proletariat desires the negation
of private praperty, it is merely elevating to a
general principle of society what it already
involuntarily embodies in itself as the
negative product of society.” (366)

In the words of the Manifesto: “In all
these movements they (the Communists)
bring to front, as the leading question in each,
the property question, no matter what its
degree of development at the time.” (367)
The task of the working class is, in one
word, “Abolish private property.” (368)

With the abolition of private property, the
fundamental contradiction between social
production and individual appropriation
is eliminated.

The proletariat, organised -as the ruling
class, can now lay the foundation for the
abolition - of classes.

Thus, the historic task of the proletariat
is, ultimately, to abolish itself! (369)

THE NEW SOCIETY

Thanks, thus to capitalism’s histeric role
of creating gigantic productive forces on a
world scale and with it a revolutionary
proletariat of propartionate dimensions,
capitalism can be replaced by a new society.
Mankind can take another step forward.

“The bourgeois relations of production,”
Marx says in his summing up, in his Fore-
word to the Critique, “‘are the last anta-
gonistic form of the social process of pro-
duction—antagonistic not in the sense of
individual antagonism, but of one arising
from the social conditions of life of the
individuals; at the same time the productive
forces developing in the womb of bourgeois
society create the material conditions for the
solution of that antagonism. This social
formation constitutes, therefore, the closing
chapter of the prehistoric stage of human
society.” (370)

Engels sa.ys that it is only then that Man
“leaves the conditions of animal existence
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behind him and enters conditions which
are really human.” (371) '

Not being Utopians, Marx and Engels
made no blue prints for the future society.
They were satisfied merely with indicating
the basic features of the new social system.

As we have seen, the fundamental con-
tradiction between social production and
individual appropriation will be eliminated.
Production will be for the needs of men, not
for the profit of a few. Private property
will be abolished. Classes will cease gra-
dually to exist. And with this, the state
will lose its reason for existence and wither
away.“ The public power willlose its political
character,” says the Manifesto. (372} “The
government of persons is replaced by the
administration of things,” says Engels
in a famous passage. (373)

It is only under such conditions that
mankind can be said to be truly emanci-
pated.

The Manifesto declares, “In place of the
old bourgeois society, with its classes and
class antagonisms, we shall have an asso-
ciation in which the free development of
each is the condition for the free develop-
ment of all.” (374)

In another of his rare descriptive re-
ferences to the new society Marx says:

“In a higher phase of communist society,
after the enslaving subordination of indi-
viduals under division of labour, and there-
with also the antithesis between mental and
physical labour, has vanished; after labour
has ceased to be a means of life and has
" become itself the primary necessity of life;
after the productive forces have also in-
creased with the all-round development of
the individual, and all the springs of co-
operative wealth flow more abundantly—
only then can the narrow horizon of bour-
geois right be fully left behind and society
inscribe on its banners: from each accord-
ing to his ability, to each according to his
needs.” (375)

NO SOCIAL FORMATION IS
FINAL :
Social development does not cease with
the attainment ot communism, though it

may not be as prolonged or painful as in
class society.

Marx foresaw that “It is only in an order
of things in which there are no more classes
and class antagonisms that social evolutions
will cease to be political revolutions.” (376)

“Communism,” Marx said in one of his
early works,. “is the phase of negation of
the negation, and is consequently, for the
next stage of historical development, a
real and necessary factor in the emanci-
pation and rehabilitation of man. Com-
munism is the necessary form and the active
principle of the immediate future, but com-
munism is not itself the aim of human
development or the final form of human
society.” (377)

Nothing can stop the dialectic of social
development.

“There is,” Marx says, ‘“‘a continuous
movement of growth of productive forces,
of destruction of social relations, of form-
ation of ideas; nothing is immutable but the
abstract movement—mors immortalis.”” (378)

Only Death is Immortal !
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ENERGY. MILK IS GOOD, SOLID NOURISHMENT—
THAT IS WHY IT IS KNOWN AS NATURE’S FINEST FOOD.

Give your CHILDREN

MILK BOARD MILK
EVERY DAY

DON'T SETTLE FOR A SUBSTITUTE

Drink MILK DOARDE MI L K

NATIONAL MILK BOARD
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