THE W.S.L. AND THE PFATLKIANDS CRISIS Carolan

"To face realiby .squarelys not to seek the line

of least resistance; to call things by their right
‘names; to speak the truth to the masses, no matter
how bitter it may be; not to fear obhstacles: to be
true in little things as in big ones... these are

the rules of the Fourth International" o

Leon Trotsky

How_this digpgte'arose

Last Sunday five out of eight comrades present at the EC voted
to change the basic position of the organisation on the conflict
between Britain andArgentina over the Falkland Islands. They voted
to-drop the call f-r Argentina to withdraw from the Falklands -
not to avoid using it in the paper in a way that might blunt the
edge of our defeatism towards Britain (which i€ common ground), but

to remove it completely as our basic position. They voted that the
WSL should adopt a 'voctory to Argentina'.position,

T shall hereafter refer to the position we held in common at the
last NC and up to the EC as the old position, and that of the
majority of the EC as the new position.

Of those absent two (Parkinson and Carolan were known to be
~ emphatically for the old position. As far as I know neither of the

other two (Gardiner and Noonan) had expressed support for a change
oflline,

Four of those . voting for the new position (Smith, Jones, Cunliffe,
ILevy) argued that it was not a matter of changing the WSL position
but of 'developing * it in line with the development of the conflict
into outright war. One (Morrow) argued that the WSL's position had
been migtaken throughout and should be rectified. : 7

Now 2ither it is common ground. between the ftwo sides that there
has been an important change in the situation, not taken account
of in our positions so far - or it isn't., 1t isn't. Varying
assessments exist on the importance of the 12 mile limit imposed
by Britsin on Argentina. But on the basic issues a substantial part
of the EC rejects the idea that there has been a radical change
in the situation demanding a radical change by the WSL., We reject
" the ides that the EC majority last Sunday voted to 'develop' the
old position: they voted to overturn and negate it. '

From this arose the question of the status of theEC deéision.

The EC has the power of the NC between NCs. It cannot normally
reverse NC positions except in response to new gituations and
importent exigencies unforeseen at the time of the NC taking its
position. At the April 25 NC there had been a motion from the
Merseyside branch calling for the WSL %o come out for Argentine
victory. No NC member voted for it - two abstained.

1% was abadly attended NC. Had there been a serious dispﬁte,
then the bad attendance would have meant that the decision lacked
authority. But there was no. serious dispute anmong NC members,

The Mérseyside NC members were abssnt, but they would have
voted againgt their branch's motion Had they been there. Comrade
Eliot Spoke in favour of the motion but did not vote for it -
presumably she was swayed in -the discussion, Cds Jones and Cunliffe
were present at the NC and supported the decisions taken.

At the time of the NC it was already plain that the_conflict
in the Falklends was likely to be a2 major one. The sinking of the




S

two ships does not amount to'a qualitative change sin i

of the NC: thée two sides have startéd*shooting-%rom tﬁg Eﬁziﬁigzs
and. postures they a ready held at the time of the NC. "Thatcher
?hreatens-pitched-battle"‘was~already-our'frbnt—page headfine
immediately after the NC, without:anyore suggesting that this
should change our basic line, - = - .- REE

In eny case, the decision to change the basic position could
not reasonably be justified as an urgent response to the escalation
of the war. A change of position to that of favouring Argentina
could not arise unless the entire character of the war and of
. Britain's objectives in it changed. Our politiecs are not conjunct-

ural, dependent on the ebbs and flows of battle. They flow from
~a principled class analysis, : -~ - .. - . .

~ - Por these reasons supporters of the old  position on the REC
insisted that.the EC position could not become WSL policy unless
‘endorsed by an NC. The EC majority comrades accepted that. It was
- ‘then a question of whether to wait two weeks, for the scheduled NC

or have an emergency NC this weekend| The new position comrades
chose the latter. S ' N S

_ o O
The TILC resolution

‘The-resdiution;pﬁt by.thé WSifEG_ﬁo the:TILC.conferende'at _
_ Baster (IB 5) remains an adequate revolutionary platfom for our
work in Britain and elsewhere. B L

. The new position comrades believe it commits us to a change of
_position such as. they advocate in conditiorswhich they say now
‘exist. We shall see that they are mistaken. : : ' '

‘Phis is the relevant sentence: : ST

"While recognising that the present confliect is restricted to
the Falklonds issue, in the event.of a full-scale war be tween
Britain and Argentina we would be -unequivocally for the defence.
of Argentina". - S - ‘

The second part of the sentdnce, following the corma, is not as
‘clear as it might be. The first part is.perfectly clear and
adequate, It defines how we see the conflict :and therefore what is -
méent in the second part of the sentence by "full-scale war". . @)

A shift in the situation?

The question is not the scale of the war but its nature., Is it
. war over the PFalklands, or a threat by Britishiimperialism to
subjugate Argentina, an escalation:of the conflict (not of the
military action) o the point of the survival of Argentina's -«
sovereignty displacing the Falklands as the issue in dispute.E,

Some comrades, if I understand them correctly, argue that the
Faelklands are no longer the issue.because the war: is now a brial of
. strength between imperialism and Lrgentina. BEvery war is a trial of
" gtrength between the rival powers, and this conflict was a trial of
strength right from A4pril 2. Neither government is or was fundament-
ally concerned for the Falklands or the Falklanders. Both the
- British imperislist government and the Argentine sub-inperialist
military dictatorship are concerned to assert their prestige and
strength by seizing the islends. That defines the war as reactionary
on both. gides. The war would become a progressive one on Argentina's
.g8ide only if it became one between British imperialism and Argentine
~mnational liberation. e S o :

No such shift has taken place. The fighting does not amount to
auch a shift. The 12 nile linit is a blow within the paranetors of
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the conflict over the' Falklamds. 211 war is a conflictiovef
disputed 'soverejgnty: and a trial of strength. ‘

. "Bven the most brutal and reactlonary particular blows' struck
by Britain- cannot change Galtieri's war into a progressive war.
If Britain bombs mainland Argentine alrflolds and- ports, we will
denounce the- 1mperlallst act. “But ‘when Galtlcrl
uses such Brit sh aggr0851on to obacurg the overqll picture and’
claim that his war is really one to defend Argentine national rlghts,
it will stil} be the duty of &rgontlne M%rx1sts to- eXplnln that

. Gﬁltlvrl is lvlng._;w,‘_

To foeus . on the-lnd1v1dual blows at nrgentlne soverelgnty at

‘the expense of the overall nature of the war inplies to.be for .

Argentina.  This could only be grounfded in principled proletquan
politics if overall assessment of the wsr led 'us to back Lrgentina,
But assessrment of the issues led us in fact to indignantly reject
the attempt of the Argentine junta to extend and agsert its

. Sovereignty over the islands. Tc becone sengitive to the inmplications
~ for Argentine sovereignty of this cor that blow in the war so that we

forget that we rejected hrgentinats claim to extend its area of
soverelignty -~ thatiis toc lose owr bearings,it is to abondon-
principled politics and adopt what Rosa Luxcmburg, ertlng agquSt
the centrists in- World. War 1, called: .- - : =

"not fundgmental tqctlcs, but conguncturul polltlcs, cut to
fit. the nilitary situation of the moment... the famous politics
from case to case, the old opportunlstlc scesaw polltlcs.;."

n—-—---—--——_— s . e e b

~War is a- contlnuatlon of polltlcs by other mcans, as Morrow
rlghtlj says. To have an attitude to the war, once shooting starts,
in contradiction with our attitude. to the politics which it _
continues . (the Argentlne invasion- und the British response). VlOl-
ates” that principle. It is to recomnend to. Argentine Marxists that
they. should be like the traitor-sccialists in 1914:: very internation=-
alist, very intransigent, very clear in their assessment of the
forces in conflict - untll thefirst shot was fired! I+t is ourseclves
to capitulate. It is not capitulation fo. the pressure of our own
bourgeoisie, rather to the pressurée which is closest “to-us, that
of thc left: but failure to keep our bearings against such small,
imnediate pressures today is bad preparation for keeping our, bearlngs

T agalnst blgger Jnd Worse pressures tomorrow.;_g~f<

———muu—m_u—n-m_.n—.——— ————-.—.n.

Our pr1n01ples, spelled out at the beglnrlng, are these"

fi1; Argentlnu has ng legltlmate cla1u o the. Falklands._;
2

The Argentine reglme is a'major. bulwark of 1mperlallsm in. Souﬁh
snerica. The invasion was designed to reinforce the Lrgentine
military against working class opposition and other sections of the

-Argentine ruling class, It was an act of- colonialism.

3} Argentina should not have invaded and should now w1thﬂraw.

4) Ve are defeatists for British imperialisn, Britain is neither
primarily motiveted by the just denands of the Falkland- islandcrs
to decide their own future free of military rule by a foreiegn

‘pbople, nor :L a rellﬁble defender of those demands.

A = ==y ——m——.——u—-————————_—mm—

Thg Lrvcatlne clwlm is preposterous from a worklng class point
of view 1nd tobally drrelevant o sericus anti-inperialisn,



The historical fncts axe
Americana). e

~There is a dispute. about

4. |
these {(token from the Encyclopaedia

whether an English or a Spanish ship

first discovered. the Falklands in the 16th century. Britigsh settle-

ment began in 1765 .(no doubt
of the island!s position). I

rotivated by the strategic importance
t was. at Ffirst resisted, but in 1771

recognised and accepted by Spain, Britain abandoned .the island in

-1774, After 1774 Spain built

‘houses and fortifications on the

islands but ebandoned them in.1811, Then in 1829 the Argentine
federation sent two dozen colonists led by Louis Vernet, In 1831

Vernet'!s 'governnent' seized

o, US sealing ship for 'enc®“achrent'.

The US - the democratic republic, then the ‘beacon for: revolutionary

derocrats “throughout the wor
stoimant Mexico in the 1840s

13, whose expansion at the expnsee of
Marx was to defend -and praise - sent a

1cdrvette,'the2'Lexingtbnj, Which forced iany of the colonists to

evacuates

.. -.In 1833 Britain removed
settlerent began-again, It h
the present.inhabitents are

-settlenent, e

150 years iS“a*lohg'tiﬁe

the rensining settlers and British '
as becn’ continuous since theén. Sone of
said to be‘descendants_of the 1833

« In 1833 Argentina ﬁas,a backward:t

country, a federation loosely tied together on the basis of the
0ld Spenish colonial adnministrative unit (fron which Uruguay and
Paraguay had broken off): Whole vast areas of the Emerican continent

like California were still n
carved out; the markets that

ot settled; states were still being
would knit the viable ones together

were still rudimentary or undeveloped, Modern Argentine nationalism,

which dates from the 1920s, was a century in the “future, -

.. ,.The idea ‘that Argentine possession of the Falklands for. four
"years gives it a valid cleinm/grievance that remains. good down the

years and has weight against the-fact that a distinet population

has been shaped in the Falklands, has nothing - in common with-

. Marxism. It can only be just
ArgentinglpatibnaliSm,*an&La
outside of history and nmater

The Argeniine Slaim: our criteria -

'For_Mafxists‘thesdeciéivﬁ=questibn is the‘WiSheS?éfithéx ';“

ified: on grounds. of a revanchist -~
nationalism of a rystical sort, . ..
jal apd® social facts. - Lol

Q

" population - other things being equal. The ppulation of the .
Falklands ig historically, culturally, linguistically, nationally,
and in its concegtion of itself s -distinet entityi There is no

sense in which i
distinet geographically ~ 40

is Lrgentine. It is elso markedly cut .off and

0 niles from Lrgentina.,

ire other things equal? Yes. They do not exploit any -other
community -in the islands. The islands are not - and in fact never
have been -~ a base from.which Argentina was doninated, threatened,

) Qr‘suqugated.

Are the iSlandsra,pofeﬁﬁidl site"for*imﬁerialisf militaryif
bages? Yes, Bubt Britain and Argentina are part of the same inperial-
. ist bloc. And there is strong.evidence (see the New Statesman -

- article  circulated .in. photoc
wgll:be the prelude t0 the.e

opy) that Argentine possession could
stablighnent of a base by ‘the US.

In any case, for us to sy it is better that Argentins should

have the islands and the pot

ential for nilitary bases there, and

that therefore we: support.Argentina in occupying a foreign terrw.
-itory to which it has no right we rccognise,and subjugating the

people of thatvﬁerritbry, to

come down to in working clas

gét those bases — what does that
s political ‘terms? : o



There are no possible‘working class or'umm;aimperiaiist gains

from such an ococupmbion. It will not 'liberate’ or lessen military

pressure on a Third World country (which Argentina anyway essentially
is not). It will not be a blow against imperialism -- on the contrary
it may well strengthen “the hend of imperinlism in the South itlantic
- specifically the hand of US imperialism, tc which Lrgentina serves
as & sub-imperiaslism in the region. : S

— . e i P P s s e i S s e e e

Under what_circumstances should our_ basic position be changed?

These were the consierations-that led us to rejeet the idea 6f

siding with: Lirgentihg: in the conflict, and which underpin the TILC

resolution,

They would only be offset if the entire characte of the war
changed and if Argentina were threatened with reduction to a colony
or semi-colony. The fact that Britein is an imperialist power and
irgentina a pere adjoint of US imperialism - a cepitalist economic
and military power of the second or third rank, playing the role
of a sub-imperialisn inh the region ~.would then have implications
for cur attitude to the conflict.:

But such a change in the characte of the war would require -
for more than episcdic shifts on the battlefield or an escalation of
fighting. It would require a political and strategic shift so huge
as to be barely conceivable..

2Tf Bngland should be victorious she will put another fascist
in Rio de Janeiro and will place double chains on Brazil", says
Trotsky in a discussion gquoted by Morrow, arguing in 1938 for siding

“with Brazil = despite the Vargas dictatorship - in a possible war

with Britain. But the Vargas regime was cne of a very different
character from Galtieri's, and the motives Trotsky envisaged for -

- a posgible war were different. The world situation was also very

different. - : L ‘
If Britain were still a flourishing inperialisn, an attenpt by
it to put tanother fasecist! in control of Argentina and place .
tdcuble chains' oh. it might be logical ond likely as the British
war airm in a conflict initiated on an apparently irrelevont motives.

But Britain lost its economic domination over Argentinaz four

“decades agc. Thére is no evidence that it sees regaining that

domination as a realistic objective. _ ) 3
. For four decades British imperislism has been in rapid decline.

1% has proved ungble to neintain military control even over snall

outposts like hden, After the Vietnanm war, even US inperislism finds
itself wesk, unable to impose its will on Nicsragua and having great
difficulty in El Salvador. . S

hgainst this backgrouyd in this context, it is dnconceivable
that Britain could succeed in conquering Argentina - 2 najor
sndustrislis®d country, with a level. of development similar to
Spain, Greece, or Poritugal. It ig even nore inconceivable that in
an effort at conquest Britain could retain the united support of

imperialism which the 'new position' comrades nake so nuch of. The

US and Itely, in particular, which doninate Argentina econonically

today, are hardly going to support an attenpt by Britain to replace

then as‘the dominant power.

The Eepl@dement’of'the Galtieri regine is certainly not an

objective. of imperielism. Dennis Healey, the nearest thing to an
 official spokesperson for US inmperialisn anong leading British

politicians, %old the Tories last week that while he supported then
fully they should beware on one point. They should not push so haxrd
that Galtieri falls! The replacernent would surely be nuch less

anenable to inmperialism. . ‘

Lo men AlLanat T Dritadin A anthineate



The TILC resolution and now

1

During the TILC conference we had to have a recess to . L
aldow the. WSL delegation to discuss our position, We had found diverg-
ent . attitides/positions' to.éxist within: support for the  eomion. . .
resblution, We readhed agréenent on 'that ocoasion.:Tt.is mow cleer
- - however. that different understendings of the resoluticm pérsisted.
 Nome.of us expected that the conflict would reach the level 6f
' military seriousness it has reached, Now some comrades went to
‘-'abagigntour basic assessment becausée 1t hes become & serious military
conflict, SR AR -

The way to proceed, however, is not by pretending that we are
'developingt,thenold-positipn,_but-tp.reeexamine our bhasic positions.
If we have made & nistake: — and whethcr they know it or not that is

. what the position of SJCL implies — we fwust be prepared to say so.
Otherwise we will niseducate ourselves ‘and’ the rest:of. the i
organisation. J FERRERE

' The positions in the disputéf”

There- are two basicapoéifionsﬁin,ﬁhe disbu¥éﬁ—itﬁﬁtjq£§the"
TILC resolutiqn-andithat;of.Mdnrow; Ehen-there-isga-hybrid-pbsition
- SJL¢ - which accepts the basic assbs&mgn@s,dﬁ-theTTILCﬁgasolution

and, wanks How f5ia8d A thovel msessnents otle: conelugiong that .
1ow (And ‘£l ow “16giealiy i Frdn Morrow IS He8AtE00s % i n T J,}?.ii

" Only two of ‘these positions are;teﬁéﬁfé#““ﬂbﬁiﬁﬁﬁsi&@@ddﬂfga C
The Bybrid position deces not add up. RS

~ Either Argentina has rights in the - Falklands or it doesn't.
‘Either the issue is one of imperialism versus  some degree - of

: liberation of a tdependent! country, a .'nec-colony' .or whatever .

- or else it isn't.

., Bitler Nrgentina has ;rights and jreal natjonal liliétation issues

involved, 'and we''side with it in avstruggle rfor them.~ oruit (&
doesn't. S T N B F e RENET R
Morrow says it does have rights in the. Falklands and: therefore
that there is a real issue of Argentine national libveration - -
invelved. Though: he would not have advocated the invasion he
supports the position that flows from it.:-This is logically - -
_consistent - even though it dis rubbish as a. picture of ‘the real,
world and of the issues din the dispute.. . - ° - . s

. 8JLC say: that Lrgentina, had end ha$ no: rights in the :Falklands,
that it showldn't have invaded, that it should . have got' oyt (when (j\
Britain was merely threatening it). Now they also.say that it . <

- ceased to be necessary for Argentina to get out ~ when? When the
Belgrano was sunk? When the 12 nile linit was inposed? That is, when
‘the militery consequences of the act of war carried out by -

" Argentina and the Tact That the British ruling class decided to
fight began to fall into place. e

'~ Ppolitics ﬁhatituhﬁj360JﬂQgrees“bngﬁheir,axis-acéq:ding to

| confuBtulals events, ito [the;obbs, and.ELoWS of (the, war within the

CILATRRRteY of the-military jeonfilick oven the Falk¥) ands; Clontagn all

sorts of contradicticns. ' . _ : : : ?é""fﬁ** - wﬂ
.. Not cnly the Belgrano was sunk; so-wrgithe Sheffield. We are

. 4o1d that British ships asre vulmerable . ' i 1o -l o
R . SOUTITET T 14 a€ guite possible that-other

pritish ships will be sunk; That there will be very big casualbies
in an invasion of the Falklends, T G o “f‘_._,
,Itwisﬁfuledtogﬁ,ﬁhat,th@_gqmrQQQs!,conjpnctqral_pglitics on
itne issue  showld,swing -t Ssupport for Britainy Bubt if Argentina

is doing well e_SIaughtéfing;thefBrifisﬁgarendeﬁinghthegblgpkade
ineffective, holding positions-in_the’islandsﬁaggiﬁstgigvasion -
¥ill that thew nodify the position of support for - Argentina that
the comrades sdopted when the Belgrano, was. sunk? Why not? Why -
showldn't the basic assessment (flowing from ouwr view of the rights

. Coomimd T
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znd wrongs of the issue) reassert 1tself? Lougically it should

(and the military picture I have painkd is not fanbtastic, Over a
few months Britain prohably could not sustain the war effort without
US logistic support). o -

" e e B e s B (ke S v

A_test case_against imperialism?
But in fact; if I understand the.coﬁrades, the ir shift is not
really a response to this or that event, even though the events

have fuelled or triggered it, but they Yoy that the war, whatever ie
issue, has become a.graat test case between inperialism . and -
What? .El?her_imperialism versus national liberation -~ i.e. anti-
imperialism is involved in the Falklands dispute - or not, 'And in
the basic analysis SJLC say it is not. ) . ' '

- The great test case approach flows from an assessment of how
it appears in the world, on where the synmpathies of the Latin Aneri-
can res es lie, on whether the cvents will be a negative or a plus
in the conscioushess of anti-inmperialists throughout the world.

- It is trye that the overwhelning sentinent in Latin America is
for Argentina. For the rest, such things as world-wide psychological
nood are extremely hard to gauge. And they cannot be o deterninant -
for Marxist politics. Moreover: if they can, they should have led us
to support. Argentina right from April 2, ‘

In his discussion of proletarian morality, of the alleged
aenoralism of Lenin and Bolshevisn, or their supposed adherence to
the (alleged)} Jesuit principle of the end justifying the means,
Trotsky formulated the question of what can and cannot be admissible
for proletarian revolutiocnaries approximnately as follows: Do what-

‘ever rouses the masses, strengthens their combativity, self-confidence

and revoluticnary consciousness. . ‘

. Support, once it is engaged with Britain in a shooting war, for
the Argentine state on the grounds that the issue has become a test
cage between imperialism and the others, because it is seen as such,
would be far.outside Trotsky's formula. It abuses the c onsciousness
of the subjectively anti-imperialist masses on a nunber of important.
points. : - - ' :

e s e D WL i St . W gt WAV WP (e s G el SR P R T

Tt is in the nature of nationadist movements and sentinments to 7
ignore or resent and supp¥ess their own closest minority nations,
peoples, or fragoments of peoples. Unless some greater principle is
involved (such as the Argentine people's right not to have the
Folklands:: used as a bage to threaten or subjugate them) it is an
outrage to proletarian democracy to brutally seize the people of the
Falklands, Marxists need to say that -« and to say it clearly. The
hrgentine socialaist ~who does not say it is an Argentine chauvinist.
Actions - like- . 3, appropriately carried out by the butcher junta,
poison and miseducate the masses who accept then as & blow against
imperialisn. _

Feke anti-inperialisn

Colonizlisn and anti-inperialisn arc not identical, Colonialisn
is close to being a historical categery. Imperialisn is doninand in
nost of the world. The rhetoric of anti-colonialisn is not anti-
imperialisri. , : . '

- Quite the contrary (and cd Morrow should think about this) -
the presently dominant imperialist power, the USA, had anti-
colonialism as a major ideological weapon of its drive to imper-
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ial hegernony on the basis of its gigantic econonie strength,
Until after it had used doilar power to flnal1y prise open the

- 014 French and British inperialist blocks - that is, until the

late 1940s - anti-colonialisn was central to -the 1deology of U8 -
imperialisn.

General sentiments against colonlallsm, or ag alnst 1mpor1allsm
conceived mainly as .colonialisn, can gctually shlel& the operation
of the - 1mper1allsm that really ex1sts, as it really existsa . -

The" vast’ Waves of the- colonlal revolutlon that Tolled" for three
décades afber “World Var 2.,have left capitalist regimes in Varylng
degress of subserv1ence to imperislism &@nd of econornic. doninance .
by capitdl from the metropolitan countries,. The only alternatlve
would have been the international socialist revolution, The '
rhetoriciof anti-colonialiam continves to express the. resentrent

~.and the aspirations of the nassesy but w1th less and less purchase
~on the-realities of the world. : .

© In Latin “irericd there is a vast contlnent—wmde hatred of foxe:gn
econcnic dopination, It is a political factor that regimes of all

. sorts of political coloration have to take into- account. Studied:
assertiveness, 'insolence' and denunciation of the US.are staphes O

of Latin American regines, Butb: the eccnonic ties: contlnue.

Thenretlcally there are two alternatives o such economic
ties continuing in their existing forms. .

1. Prolétarian revolutlon which would transform them and
the place of the less developed countries in the world economy.
.72, To attenpt to becone nationally autarchic. In fact this -

'15 1mpossible and would be'totally reactionary. Yet 1deologlcally

the 'imner life' of the sort of undefined.nass populist nationalisn
that is so widespread in Latin America  is"a dialogue. between: the-
reactionary utopia of autarchy (often consciously held. up as.a goal
by Maoists and other 'leftists') and. thé proletarian revolutlon.,

cAutarchy is the- logical goal of. the natlonallst demagogues from

rlght to left, Most of them: know better - and fake.‘_”.

aes And why we should ok endorse 1t o

Support for the idea that the Argentine junta- is striking a
blow at 1mper1allsn in the current dispute will do the opp081te (:)

~of ralslng ‘consciousness on such questions.. . .

The gabre-tattling of the Argentine junta is part of theihklng
endeﬂlc +to all Letin American bourgeois regimes. The comrades know

_ that the invasion was alnost certainly a desperate throw by the.

junta as everything around them threatened +o oollapse Yet now
they say that because the junta has succesded in: passing off ‘their

- annexation of the Falklands as genuine anti- 1mper1allsm (remenber,

SJLC share with us the view that it wasn't), we'should rush to

"'enﬂorse the conmanshlp, lap up and spread the delu310n. I can't

see any sense in this.

The job for Marxists is to keep their heads, analyse the
world, and, to those we can reach, then explain the conmanship
of junta untl—lmperlallsm and make propaganda for-our international

' SOClallSt programme.A

Ot polltlcal noral: and actual rlght to talk to the thln

Cimerican masses i8 secured by our revolubionsry defeatism towards

our own government. We have to maintain the political clarlfy to
explain (and- to: understand) what real anti-imperialism is and what

the stock—ln-trade of the. bankrupt bourg901s and petty~bourg@o1q
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politicians of the 3rd World is,

We wop't do that if we . go beyond. British defeatism and
support Argentina, either on the basis of the lie (which we knew
and said to be a lie) that the Falklands are an issue in a real
anti-imperialist struggle, or; indefensivly and unforgivably,
because we want. to jump on the bandwagon in support of the fake
anti-inperialisn of the Argentine Junta, : o

Effects of an Argentine victory

The psychological speculation about the world - or Latin - .
Anerican - nasses in the present conflict is  ’'speculation and, =
as 1 argue, not the decisive thing anyway. A likely effect of a
victory for Lrgentina, however, to which conrades shouwld apply
the ir nminds, is that it will strengthen the junta and secure
the grip of this murderous regime over the Argentine workers for
another period, . S : - o _ . ,

That defeat for the Argentine working class will continue *to
be a najor factor in the rass psychology of Latin Arerica long
after amy illuscry feeling that justice is being done consequent-
on an -Argentine victory has vanished, leaving nothing behind it.

We should fight for the defeat of British inmperialism. Bub
those who want positive support for Argentina. should tell us what
assessnent they make of the consequences to nass anti-imperialist

paychology of the continued rule. of the bubtchers of the Argentine
working class for.the pericd ahead. . o

If there were a genuine issue of Argentine national rights, a
genuine anti-imperialist strugegle, then we would have no choice
but to side with even this junta, striving to create working class
independence within the struggle for liberation, The model would
be the Trotskyists' support for China's national war against the -
Japanese invaders, under the leadership of the counter-revolutionary
Chiang Kai Shek. g o '

Those who assert that such is the case with Argentina are
utterly confused (Morrow) or Argentine chauvinists and dyed-in-
the-wool capit@lators to Peronist nationalism (Moreno). But at
least they are consistent and logical after s fashion. ‘

Not so SJLC, who like ds_denynallithat end merely want to
take sides according to the issues as the junta in Buenos lAires
have succeeded in rnisrepresenting them to a lot of people.

It was possible to talk of a national war of Chinese liberation
in 1937 even under the leadership of Chiang Kai Shek, and our
comrades then did that. It is scarcely possible to think of an
analogous type of struggle against the sort of inperialisn that
doninates Latin America. and much of the world., Vorking class -
independence and ‘2 working class programne are the basis for
fighting an imperialism that operates through econonic penetra— .
$ion and domination. - ' '

Lny-ekplieit or implied prograrme. to lop off the links with

the world market ard roll the second rank capitalist countries.
backward economically is reactionary and contrary to the working-—

class international prograrmme. In the histor.*cal experience of

versions of this being ftried, from Argentina in the '40s to

1608 to Southern Ireland from 1932 to '58, it is a blind alley.

Therefore proletarian independente is absolutely necessary
for the maintenance of the very possibility of the ¢ _class being
able to play its progressive historic role.and avoiding being

taken in tow by nationalist demnagogy.
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To endorse the Lrgentine junta as anti inperialist or
'objectively anti-imperialist! is to forget all about this, and to
see our political responsibility asn slletohlng no further than
Fo go with the 'left! 'mass' nmood. That is: to mlsunderstand the
fundamental raison d'étre of the WSL. a

To-rendorse- nllltarlstlc, tokenisd, mlnl—oolonlallst action
like the juntat!s:invasion as anti J.mperlallst is to take-
responsibility for presenting.reactionary. apd” oounterproductlve‘;_
deeds, by the enenies of the working class and the supporters of
inperialism in Argentina and elsewhere, as anti-inperialisn, c

" A A P T o . . M i S G e

What we do and “don't do is almed to helghten the -aWareness
of the working class and oppressed nasses of théitr real situstion
and what they really must do to change it. To present the anti
working class junior partners of US inperialism who rule in
Buenos Aires as anti-inperialist or objectively antl-lmperlallst
is to tell lies to all whom Wwe can reach. -

- Bven in terns of the polltloal species to which 1t belongs
the junta's anti-imperialism is.spurious and hollow, All Tatin
American regimes fake for the masses while maintaining the key (:)
econonic links. Since 1976 the junta. has systenatically and
successfully dismantled the economic ~ 7. nationalist structure
bullt up since the early '40s and set. out to attraot foreign capital.

LS Mgr31sts we hold no brief for the previous systen. ‘Far from
1t But what does it mean to tell the Latin Lmérican messes, or
rather to. endorse the current lie, that it neanirgful anti-
imperialism - or cobjectively anti-imperialism, or a symbollc test
‘case of anti-imperialisn - for this junta, the organiser of e
a big .new penetration of imperialist oapl%al in Argentina, to do
what it hes done. in the Palklands? It is to beconme a part of the
utter political discrientation and confusion that reigns. among
Third World revolutionaries whose ideological tools for understanding
nodern imperialism are the conoeptlons approprlate to the struggle
agalnst colonialism,

Even if the Falklands Were a real 1ssue of Argentlne Sover—
eignty that would be so = because they would be such a narginal-
elenent., For those 1liké SLJC who &cn't think that the Falklands
are even that - the proper- oonolu51on to thelr analysls 1s the ~one (:)
we formerly held in conmon. - : S

We do not endorse the 'aﬂil 1mper1a11sm' of the junta - either
before the invasion, after 1t, or durlng fhe war that is the
consequence of 1t. : :

Internatlonallsm5

Wha't SJLG propose can. also only have g harmful effeot on the
internationalist consciousness of the British working class. In’ o
effect what they propose is to abanden the goal of internationalisnm
and (in the belief that we are being anti-imperislist) adopt
Argentine - or Latin American bloc - nationalism. The nationalisn
of the oppresséd is not the sane: as the nationalism of the oppressor.
But  this profound +thought: translates 1nto congete terms aoodrdzng
to what is going on in the real worle.. :

And of course Lenlnlsts dre never partioipants in even

the nationalism of the oppressed ‘We try to coopt -its progressive
goals . (fréedom from oppression, freedom : of developmen 1nto our

internationalist working class pOllthS.ﬁ

The anti-imperialist demagogy of the present Argentine reglme
igs part of the mere ideological form of Argentine nationalisn and
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chauvinisn. Lrgentina has had no strusgede for national i

: - has sele Tor natisnel idenpendence
in eny mgdern gsense ~ or in any sense sinoce 1811, Modern Aigentine
ngtlonallsm dates from the '20s and '30s and was part of the world-
wide wave of nationalisnm snd chauvinism then.,

_Slnce the ‘4OS.lt has begn domninated by Peronism, which in mmae
of its forms conscigqusly copied fascism. Mcreover, Argewbhina is &
State consisting entirely of white Buropegn colonists - a down~
narket Canada or Australia, vastly different from'nost Latin
Arerican countries. To describe existing Argentine nationalisn
and chauvinism as anti-inperialism- is, I believe, culpably
naive.

What do the British workers see in the Falklands war? A
vicious regime, warlike aggression, the seiz. e of territory and
o inoffensive British people 300 niles. away from Argentina, the
deniel of all rights of self-control to these people. Is this the
result of imperialist brainwashing? No it isn't. It is nuch of
the truth. : ' ) ‘ '

Now it is true that nost British workers do not oppose British
imperialisn. How do we get then to do so? By telling thenm that they
should forget about the considerations listed above and see it
in terms of the overall struggle against imperialisn? We would have
to do that = if it were true. Apart from Morrow a1l the EC are
agreed (more or less) that it isn't, _

Tn a situation of real conflict between imperialisn and a colony,
neo~colony or sub-imperialist country involving a fight by the
1latter for its rights, we would proceed by pointing out what the
issues were, the ijustices being fought against, and arguing that
socinlists and trade unionists snould support the fight and

oppose inperialisn, Ve would appeal tc them on a comnon class inter-
est, Nothing like this is ppssible since no such issues exist

in the Felklands dispute.

The idea that the main eneny is in our own country is the core
of our polities., It is perfectly rational and understahdable to
workers faced with Thatcher and Thatcherism. We can explain 1%
rationally. There is no way that we can so explailn the 'victory
to irgentinal rider that the conrades want to add tc it.

The addition of the czll for 'victory of Argontina' can only
act in the consciousness of thinking British workers agains®
accepting British defeatism on the crounds that the main cnemy is
at hone.

That idea is grounded on internationalisn, -m the idea of
sn international interest by workers throughout the world, which
will be pusued throughout the world.,

Tn a classic situation of war of imperialisn against inperial-
ism, we answer the question twhat if the 4 other side wins?' by
“1king of our class brothers and sisters on that side of the
divide and of their defeatism. We have habitually charged the sccial
patriots on either side of such a conflict with destroying the
rational basis of defeatisn on the other side, and thus throwing
the workers there into the arms of their ruling class.

In any war where there is reason to actively support the
opponents of our own ruling class, the internationalist reasoning
would be deployed as above, expressed in terms of a class interest
in common ardl of a conmen fnterest with the oppressed nation (or
whatever) against our own ruling class.

But Teninists in Argentina now should be defeatists because
(2) Galtieri's war is a -diversion, (b) there is no snti-imperialist
content to it, and 1t will strengthen the allies of inperialism in
power in Argentina, (¢) they should defend the democratic rights
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of the Falklanders, which in the olroumstanoes 1nolude the rlght to
secede,

For us to adopt the Argentine naticnalisn 1mplled in the joint
position of Morrow and SJLG cannot bo presented in internationalist
terms to the Britisk working class -~ not rationally amway, not in
ternmg of anything more clear than cloudy notions of a struggle:
between a2 secondary imperialist power and a.sub-imperialisn where
we choose t0 follow Latin American fegionalist feeling,

The left and the Falklands crisis

_.....——.-o—-—————_ o — — ——— - -

We have stood more or 1ess alone (thu SWP has been close 1o
v but has wobbled badly) in naintaining a balanced . class position
of stark opposition to our ruling class and state, with a refusal
to imbibe or spread illusions about their Ergentine opp051te '
nunbers. We linked up with an Argentine militant in Britain to
. preach defeatlsm and international solldarlty to. the Brltlsh labour
movenent., : :

1 think thls is a record we have reason to be proud of - if we (:}
do not now proceed to tdevelop' it 1nto its opposite. Wesshould
reject the proposals of SJLC.



