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THIS ISSUE of Workers' Socialist
Riowvigw goes to press just after the
Flaeet Straet emplaoyvers’ unsuccessful
attempt to get EETPU Press Branch
secretary  Sean  Geraghty jailed for
contermpt of court in leading a strike in
support of the health workers.,

The failure of the bosses” attempt
Geraghty was fined £350 plus costs —
gave a baost 1o the whole labour move-
ment. Where do we stand now !

The slump

The first half of 1982 inet including
the ASLEF dispute} showed a total of
strike-days almast equal to the whole of
1881: about 4 million. But that iz =till a
low figure by the standards of the
1970s,

Industrial production  has  just
dipped again, back to the same level as
the 1975 slump. Manutacturi g
industry is some 11 per cent below
18753 level. The slump with all its
effects in increasing unemployment
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The arithmetie
of class struggle

and prassurising those still employed
— has na end in sight.

The Tories are still riding high in the
opinion  polls  after  their Falklands
sabre-waving. The Labour Party
leaders are helping the Tories by deli-
cately trying to purge radical |eft-
wing commitments from the party
manifesto, and not-sa-dalicately
witch-hunting Militant.

In the ASLEF dispute the TUC
leadership mobilised itself for concer-
ted, disciplined action in a way rarely
seen — in order to break the strike, The
weight of TUC discipline was used, not
to biring other unions out alongside the
train drivers' union threatened with
mass sackings, but to force ASLEF
back to work.

A gloomy picture? Yes, but it is anly
half of the reality. During the same
period, support for the health workers
— especially on June 23 — has reached
levels of solidarity action not seen since
1972 or 1926,

Socialists have long agitated for
strikes by other workars in support of

the NHS5 workers, but really with the
idea in our minds that a few token
stoppages would represent a peak
achigvement. Mow, suddenly, solid-
arity strikes have been mushrooming
and burgeoning on a mass scale,

The tactics of the NHS union leaders

- rajacting the NUPE conference call
far all-out action, and instead going for
rare and maore spread-out and dis-
persed dribs and drabs — may vet tor-
pedo the dispute. But in any case the
exparience of the solidarity action Is a
lasting gain,

The rail disputes

The rail disputes also showed trem-
endous rank and file militancy. Con-
ditions could hardly have bean worse.

The union leaderships wera delibar-
ately, grotesquely divisive. The ASLEF
leadership had practically conceded tha
flexible rosters issus befora it called its
strike. MUR general secretary Sid
Weighell sabotaged his union’s strike,



A newly aggressive management, mak-
ing Edwardas-style threats, with a war-
like Tory government behind it, was
backed up by a press barrage. Yet both
the NUR and the ASLEF rank and file
were remarkably solid. ASLEF activists
— no thanks to their leaders — were
organising successful flying pickets.

The union conferences this year have
generally shown a shift to the left. Most
spectacular was Arthur Scargill’s first
confarance as president of the Mational
Union of Mineworkers, which set the
NUM firmly on course for confrontation
with the government. The miners look
like being the next big test case in the
continuing war between the Tories and
the unions.

The new generation of Broad Lefts
in tha unions continues to multiply:
CPSA, NUR, COHSE, TGWLU, POEU,
UCW, IRSF . . . these new Broad Lefts
vary, of course, in their politics and
effactiveness. Thaey are all, however, a
distinct breed from the old Communist
Party dominated Broad Lefts: more
left wing, more activist, less bureau-
cratic. The paolitical clamour in the
Labour Party is clearly beginning to
resound through the unions, too,

The Labour witch-hunt

And though some of the prominent
leaders of the Left (in the LCC, for
example) have responded weakly to the
witch-hunt, the constituency rank and
file has so far been solid. They reject
firmly the idea that any group or faction
texcept, of course, the already-estab-
lished bureaucracies and the Parlia-
mentary Labour Partyl] must depend
for its right to existence on *'positive
vetting’* by the NEC.

The Socialist Workers' Party has
distinguished itself on the left as the
most vehament advocate of the view
that the working class has suffered a
histeric collapse — which forces social-
ists back to rebuilding elementary
trade unionism at grass-roots level,
They dismiss the activities of the new
Broad Lefts and the ferment in the
Labour Party as mere resolution-
passing, and even propose the remark-
abla view that the problem with Tony
Benn is that he is too left wing for the
working class. The Labour Party, they
argue, is caught in an insoluble
dilemma, because more left-wing
policies will surely mean more certain
alectoral defeat.

Obstacles to stroggle

There is a grain of truth in the SWP's
arguments, of course. Often thare are
left-wing resolutions passed at Labour
Party GCs or Trades Councils which
have very little relation to action. But
tha point then is not to reject the
resolution-passing — which is after all
a necessary part of the paolitical devel-
apment and regrouping of the Left —
but to fight to link it to action, And all
the evidence is that given a sufficiently
clear call from a strong leadership, the
apparently ‘apathetic' and ‘demoral-
izad’ rank and file will respond.

For the situation is not that the
voltage of class consciousness has been
cut off. The voltage is very high, but
the existing leadership is maintaining
crucial breaks in the circuit through
which the current of class struggle
could flow. Occasionally sparks leap

through this insulation, showing what
is possible,

At the same time as the most modest
disputes face great difficulties, in
recent months — around the NHS dis-
pute, around the ASLEF dispute, and
again around the possible jailing of
Sean Geraghty — workers have been
talking about a general strike. |t seems
paradoxical. So long as the outlook for
small disputes remain bad, shouldn’t
the talk of general strike he dismissed
as mere hot air, or sloganising to keep
our spirits up? if we are weak factory by
factory, how can we be so strong
overall?

Two and two make ten

Tha answer is that in the arithmetic
of class struggle two and two do not
make four, but ten or twenty, Workers
who ara realistic in being un-confident

about small local battles can be equally
realistic in being confident about the
prospects if only the whole force of the
labour movemant can be mobilised.

A revolutionary organisation

The issue hinges, then, on challeng-
ing, winning control over, and replac-
ing the leadership in the labour move-
ment. This is a struggle which is not
the work of one day, which proceeds
in many different tactical forms, and
cannot be accomplished by this or that
group proclaiming itself as the saviour
come from afar. MNevertheless the
essential core and political driving
force of the process has to be a revolu-
tionary Marxist organisation, integra-
ted within the existing movement and
tactically sensitive to it but absolutely
sharp and clear on its political prin-
ciples. That is the organisation the
WSL is working to build,

Join the
WSL

The present Workers® Socialist League was formed in July 1981 by
the fusion of the old Workers® Socialist League with the Internation-

al-Communisl League,

The old WSIL. originated in the expulsion from the Workers
Revolutionary Pariy in late 1974 of about 200 members, including
the principal working-class base of the WRP in the Cowley car plants
at Oxford, They had opposed the accelerating sectarian degeneration

of the WRF.

The I-CL was created by a fusion of Workers' Fight and the
former International Socialists Left Faction in December 1975,
Warkers® Fight, the larger of these two groups, dated back 1o a small
breakaway in 1966 from the Militant tendency, but traced its
political roots to the early-1960s SLL (forerunner of the WRP),
It rejected the SLL from the mid-"60s as irredeemably sectarian.

The WSL, together with the LOR (ltaly), TAF {Denmark), and
Socialist Fight [Australia), is affilated to the Trotskyist Internation-
al Liaison Committee. The RWL (USA) is prevented from affiliating
to TILC by reactionary legislation, but is in political sympathy,

The WSL organises on the basis of democratic centralism, and
aims to help build a revolutionary workers’ party in Britain as part
of a revolutionary International, For other WSL literature, see the
advertisement elsewhere in this issue.

* For more information about the WEL, wrile to: W5SL, PO Box

135, London N1 ODD,

I would like more information about the WSL.
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»  with

the
PLO

. against
| Israel

The invasicn of Lebanon by lsrael is

nitned at delivering a crushing blow to the
Pulestinians and creating, through the de-
feal of the Lebaness National Movement,
the conditions for the restabilisation of
Lebanon on the bhasisa of the rmle of
bourgeois reaction

The Zionist state here acts as the mailed
fist of US imperialism. The EEC states,
while condemning Tsrael’s invasion, con-
tinue to supply arms to the Zionists,
There has salso been digaent within the US
ruling class  (possibly  reflected  in the
replacemnent of Haig by Schultz),  Indesd
there are even differences betwesn the
Begin-Sharon  leadership and the more
reliable interpreters of US foreign policy on
the leadership of the so-called lsraeli
Lubour Party as to precisely how to effect a
final solution. Bul whatever differences
there may be, all thess forces are united on
the need to crush the Palestinians and de-
feat the Lebanese National Movement.

The Arab regimes have no wish to see the
victory of the Palestinians and the Lebanese
National Movement. Al present a victory of
this alliance would be imcomparably more
threatening Lo them than a strengthening of
imperialism through the victory of Zionism
and the Lebanese Right. Their play at
‘foreing concessions' from imperialsim and
Fioniam iz a show in response to the pres-
sure from the masses,

The Stalinist bureaueracy foara a further
strengthening of imperialism in the region;
hut its counterseevolutionary desire for co-
existence with imperialism prevents it from
countenancing any line of action that woild
threaten vital imperialist interests, and its
innate conservatism leads it to cling to its
exiating alliancos. .. even where these allies
are prepuring a capitulation to imperialism.

2. The timing of the present onslaught is to
be understood as deriving from the pressure
an the Zionist state coming from the mount-

.w.__,s ing Palestinian action on the West Bank on

L e

the one hand, and the freedom of action
granted to Israel by Egypl's signing of the

Fllg Camp  David Aprestments and Irag's

embroilment in the Gulf War.



More fundamentally, however, the invas-
ion connecls hack to the Lebanese civil war.
This war was the outcome of two intersect-
ing developmenta, On the one hand the dis
-tribution of state power enshrined in the
Mational Pact of 1943 no longer representad
the communal balance within Lebanon as

the Muslim population  increased.
On the other hand a radicalisation had taken
place among the Lebanese working class
and petty bourgeois (mainly in the Muslim
communities), catalysed by the presence of
the Palestinians. Both  developments
threatened the relatively priveleged posi-
tion of the Maronite community and the
position of the Maronite bourgeocisis in part-
icular. And while the clags struggle had not
advanced to the point of challenging hour-
geois power, it hoth created the conditions
which permitted the Palestinians a conaid-
erable freedom of action.

The mid-T0s saw the heginning of a
ayatematic offensive by the Lebanese
fnsciats, playing on the existing communal
divisions, directed at the forces challenging
the traditional allocation of power. Within
this offensive there were also clashes het-
ween rival communal militias, the Ksta'eh
(Phalangists led by Gemayel) emerging as
the chief battering ram of the offensive of
the Lebanese bourgeoisie as o whole,

In the course of the counter-offensive
against the fascists and their allies, there
evolved an alliance hetween the PLO and
the LNM — an alliance which not only cona-
tituted an immense step forward in the fight
against Lebanese reaction and Zionisk
attacks, but was a pragmatic prefiguration
of the strategic alliance necessary between
the Palestinians and the oppressed masses
if Zioniam is to be defeated. The rofusal at
first by the PLO leadership — effectivaly
the leadership of Falsh — to involve their
forces in domestic struggie constituted a
crimingl repetition of their line that in 1970
enabled Hussein to slaughter the Palestin-
ians in Jordan. This time it permitted the
advance of the fascists against bhoth the
Palestinians and the LNM. The course of
eventa and pressure from the base foreed
the FLO leaders belatedly to create an
allianee with the LINM.

The recent deseriicn from this alliance of
sections of the w M, above all of Walid
Joumblatt, represents, whatever state-
ments may be made about the continued
ecommitment to fight Zionism and Lebaness
fascism, an historic betrayal. It weakens
not only the Palestininians’ struggle, but
alsa the fight against the extreme Right and
opens up the possibility for imperialsim to
impose its solution and include some of
those elements until reenetly fighting on the
gide of the Palestinians and forces opposing
fasciam, !

Given the breakdown in the central state
apparatus and the offensive of reaction, the
Lebanese masses fighting the right-wing
vffensive were forced to create organs of
self-defence  and self-administration.
These organs are not the expression of a
proletarian challenge to the bourgeois state
power, but of the petty-bourgeois and prole-
tarian masses pitted against a fascist on-

slaught.

3. The Syrian intervention of 1976 was
directad at halting the counter-offensive of
the Palestinians and the LNM and using
control over Lebanon as a card ta be used in
striking a bargain with imperialism. The
Syrian government — including a complain-
ing but co-operating Communist Party of
Syria — kept its troops in  Lebanon,
butchering now the Palestinians and their
allies, now the Phalangists and their
supporters.

This bloody halancing act was given dip-
lomatic cover by the agreement negotiated
on behalf of the Arab regimes by the Libyan
leader, Jaloud., Apgain the Arab regimes —
from the verbal Left to the verbal Right,
from monarchist to pseudo-socialist —
supported a solution desipned to break the
radical impetus of the Palestinian struggle.

Today Israel uses the situation in Leban-
on to weaken the Syrian regime militarily.
We condemn this aggression and support
Syria against Israel but st the same time
place not the slightest confidence in the
Assad regime to offer any resistance to
Zionism or otherwise act as a wall of de-
fm}i:& for the Palestinians and the Labanese
Left.

The Zionist state

4, The Zienist state was established by dis-
possessing the Palestinian Arabs. Ita estah-
lishment and continued existence have only
been possible with imperialist support — a
support given because Isreel is the watkh-
dog of imperialism in the Middle East, the
servant of its interests, in particular the
interests of the dominant imperialist, the
United States.

Although this support gives rise on
occasion to complications for imperialism in
its attempts to relate to the Arab bourgeois
and feundaldrourgenis  regimes, Israel
remains the primary military instrument for
maintaining imperialist order and imperial-
ist interests in the Middle East, Imperial-

ism’s reliance on Israel is qualitatively diff-'

erent from its reliance on other apencies,

Having expelled the Palestinians and
being a weapon against any Arab Initigtives
apposed to the interests of imperialism, the
Zionist state 1s compelled to try to impose
ita will over, and sometimes to occupy, ever
wider surrounding territories either for its
own security or to do the hidding of
imperialism.

5, The Palestinian people are the direct and
central vietims of the imperiglist-sponsorad
Zionist settlement, We are for the destruct-
fon of the Zionist state and unconditionally
in support of the struggle of the oppressed
nation, the Palestinians, against the
oppressor, larael.

We are in favour of the destruction of the
Zionist state and the creation in its place of
a democratic and secular state in all of
Palestine — that is, a unified state respect-
ing the right of all those who presently live
there to live side by side with the returning
Palestinians as citizons, but while the PLO
lendership — because of its own class
interests and because of pressure from the
Soviet Union — struggles in reality for a
hourgeois atate and develops consequent
strategic and tactical positions, we affirm
that the destruction of the Zionist state will
necenssarily be the task of the oppressed
magses under the leadership of the working
class and is practically inconceivable with-
out the Arab working class having estab-
lished its class rule in at least a substantial
part of the Arab East.

We advocate and would fight for the
maximum cultural and communal righta for
Jews within such a state that are compatible
with its existence, but oppose any
‘bi-national' or confessional arrangement
opposed to the wishes of the Palestinian
people.

6, The westablishment of & PFalestinian
soversign state on the West Bank or West
Bank plus Gaza Strip would not constitute a
just solution of the Palestinian guestion,
There can be no just settlement without the
right of the Palestinian peaple to return to
all of pre-partition Palestine as citizens.

The fact that a section of the PLO leader-
ship hes for some time been pressing for
such a state and the fact that this leadership
would in return for the establishment of
such a state guarantee the borders of Israel
—if necessary by militarily suppressing
those wanting to continue to struggle
against the Fionist settlement — doss not
change the fact that the Palestinian nation
has a right to return to all of Palestine, nor
does it legitimate the existence of a Jewish
state based on the expropriation of Arab
landa,

No such agreement resulting from the
murderous attack of Zionism of any other
forces can be considered as having the
alightest legitimacy,

7. The oulcome of the present conflict
centred on Lebanon will have profound
importance for some time to come, both for
the course of class struggles in the region
gnd for the course of imperialist develop-
ment regionally and globally.

In Australia, Greece and Scotland, the
trade union movement has called for a boy-
cott of the Fioniat state. There is an urgent
need to mobilise working class support for
the Palestinian people and those others
fighting reaction.

#. In Israel the anti-war feeling has heen
growing. Despite the political emorphous-
ness of the huge demonstration called by
the 'Peace Now® leaders under pressure,
the importance of a protest of such size
during a military campaign should not be
under-estimated. Nor should the petty-
bourgeios composilion of the anti-war
movement as a whole cause us to downplay
the importance it could have: the movement
could develop into an qualitative step
towards internal political differentiation in
that state. We recognise particularly the
important role plaved within the anti-war
movement of the Anti-War Commities
that has developed out of the Bir Feit
Committes.

Adopted by TILC, August 2 1982,
Note: the vote on point 5 was
taken as consultative only, pend-
ing further discussion.
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The struggle in

Central Ameriea

Resolution of the TILC, December 19581

Since this resolution was discussed, there have been several changes of facade,

Following the elections in El Salvador, the

Christian Democrat president Duarte —

who was always something of a figurehead without real control over the army — has
been ousted in favour of a nominee of Roberto d'Aubuisson, described by a former

U'S ambassador as ‘a pathological killer’,

In Guatemala a coup has brought Rios

Montt to power. But essentially the same strugele continues, between the same

forces,

In recent weeks, several thousand Honduran troops have entered El Salvador to
aid the Salvadorean army. The Nicaraguan government has reported that substan tial
armed forces have invaded from Honduras; the US government admits that US
transporl planes are running regular flights to the border. Our criticisms of —
indeed, more than eriticisms: expressions of class independence from and hostility

to — the Nicaraguan government and the F

DR-FMLN leadership in no way diminish

our unconditional solidarity with them against the aggression of US imperialism and

its local agents.

SINCE THIE averthrow af Somaza, Central
Amerivie s been the seene of sharpening
strugeles, Ower the last year the Reagan
adniimistration has sought with over-areater
desperation to wesken and reverse the mobil
aton al the masses i Guatemala and Fl
Salvidar, (o promote o counier revalution in
Micaragier, and 1o cow the Castro leadership
in Cael,

In vscalating it military presence in the
darvit undd returning toothe poelitics of the Caold
War, the muoves af imperistism in Centrul
oeriva ane e sharper expression af its world-
witle stratvey, But the challenge 1o US milie-
ary and ceonomie supremacy 15 also most
dente in this, its van “hackyard

IMPERIALIST STRATEGY

By mid-November 198 | Secretury of Stale
Coenetal Daig bad begun openly preparing the
diplomatic ground for o possible blockade of
Cuba and Nicaragua as well a: dicect military
interwention in 1 Subvador, These threats
which have alw vy existed have become
murre insistent and acwte. They have been met
by w defensive mabilisation of military Toece
- buolly Cuba and Nicaragua, as well as loud
warnings by e regime in Grenada that they
Lt o US dnvasion,

Yot Pentagon war chiefs are cautious
abowd actual intervenfion. US imypuerialism
Guces prolilems in moving from tineats o
aciiong, because of

* The weskening of its power — reflected
in ceunomic erisiz at heme and abroad, and
repeated  blows struck against s political
power, parbicularly since the Vietnam war,

* The oppogition that it woeuld faee — far
diverse reasons — fram the American people,

* The increased importance for imperisl-
s of il celationships with Third World
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baruczenis and military rulers, who in turn
have become increasingly conscious of their
own interests in some  inslances Tunning
counter o those of their US sponsors. This
means that the US imperialists could not
nocessarily count wpon material SUpPOIL éven
from the most pro-US and anti working class
dictatorships in Latin America, Tt is this latter
fact which acts as an vbstacle to the use of
the so-called ‘pesce-keeping force’ of the
Organisation of American States in place of
LIS marines in E1 Salvador — g course which
would otherwise be cheaper, diplomatically
more acceptable, and easier 1o sell to pubhc
apinion than a direct US intervention,

As regards direet US inlervention, the
Pentagon knows full well that it would not
today be a question simply of repeating the
invasion of the Dominican Republic in 1965,
Mational liberation struggles have advanced
m strength and scope, and the US would be
torced to fight protracted antiguerilla wars
in the fuce of mass oppogition, US imperial-
ism has an o wnhappy precedent for such
actions in Vietnam — and has no suwarantee
that it would be able, even much closer Lo
home, to avoid a repetition of the swme
cxperience,

Bul despite the large obstacles in the way
of the US mounting a military intervention in
line with Haig’s threats we cannot exclude
the pussibility that the Reagan administration
could resort to such measurcs, Sound the
alarm und mobilising on an internatioga scale
agninst any such intervention is a major task
in the workers' movement of the imperialist
COURATTIeS,

We should recognise that within the USA
the wmpaign against intervention is based
largely  on the antipathy to new foreign
adventures in the aftenmath of Vietnam,
Though the campaign iz publicly hesded by

lireral sectors, it has gained most of its
impetus in Congress from an  essentially
conservaiive reaction, The task of mobilising
a proletarian internationalist opposition to
the war drive has been evaded by the leaders
of the US workers' movement,

SOCIAL DEMOCRACY

In this situation a division has developed
within the imperalist bloe hetwoen the USA
and sectors of ‘the Eutopean hourgealsie.
These clements — expressing  themselves
principally through the Second International

have declared major reservalions about the
Reagan strategy for Central Amerlea, and
produced an  alternative steategy  which
appears to challenge i,

This difference it most obvious in the
FrancoMexican recognition of the Salvador-
eun opposition front, the FOR-FMLN. This i
particularly important because Mexico is the
strongest local capitalist state, of great strateg-
ic importance to the USA,

Social democracy opposes the Reagan
stance of strengthening the existing local oli-
gerchics and their military dictatorships — a
policy which has led inevitibly (o genocidal
civil wars, Instead the reformists look to
concede political independence and an end to
absolutist rule of the landed bourgeoisies, in
a bid to forestall the complete destruction of
the capitalist state apparatus  and  thus
preserve tho basic property relutions within 2
recondtructed  state-capitalist  regime. It
envisuges natlonalisations sufficiently extens-
ive to provide an infrastructure and guarantee
af the long-term extraction of surplus-value
by imperialism,

This stralegy is bess immediately thresten-
ing to the masses than the US war drve and
its urming of the dictatorships. But ultimately
it is equally as pernicious — since it seems to
fit in with the sims of national liberation
strugele and to coincide with many of the
proposals of the petty bourgecis nationalist
leaderships of the guerillaa organisations.
These leaders themselves seek only to achisve
farmal bourgeois democratic frecdoms. But
they, like the Second International, fail to
grasp that such frecdoms are not realisable
in backward capitalist states.

Social demucracy is also fighting for the
hegemony of the bourgeoisic in the national
liberation movements, This means limiting
the mass mohilisation and ighting ultimately
for bourgeois control over the very workers'
movement wpon which the nationalists and
sucial democrats themselves depend to secom-
plish their schemes. The stratery of social
democtacy Tests on the containment of the
anti-imperialist strupgle and the suppression




in particular of its socialist element.
MOBILISATION OF THE MASSES

MNICARAGUA: In NMicaragus the initial
clazs alliance forged by the FSLN is now
[ulling apart, But it shows no sign of being
replaced by a workers' and peasants’ govern-
ment based on a strong working clasy leader-
iship. Meanwhile the Sandinista regime contin-
ues to follow its necessarily erratic and crisis-
tidden course as a petty bourgeois leadership
which is organically threatened not only by
the domestic bourgeoizie (as in the constant
tirades of the La Prensa newspaper) but also
by the working class (bringing from the
FSLEM the typically bonapartist response of
prohibiting strikes and independent proletsr-
ien orEanisation),

The US offensive has succeeded in reveal-
ing to the FSLW that imperialism iz not
susceptible to diplomatic overtures, but fights
vonstantly for its interests — though the form
of its fight varies according to circemstances.
Hence after failing to abiain indizputable
bourgeois  hegemony in the new regime,
Carter’s administtation embarked upon the
campaign of economic and diplomatic sabot-
age which Reagan and Haig arc now escalating
into a full-scale offensive,

To the petty bourgeois leaders of the
FSLN the choice now appears to be between

two alternatives — neither of which is a prole-
tarian revolutionary policy. Either:

al they must submit to client status 1o
imperialism — the terms of which they cannot
hape to negotiate — at the expense of their
prestige and positions in the eves of the
masses of Nicaragua, or

b) they must mueke a ¢learn break with
imperialism, nationalising the remaining decis-
ive sections of the economy and aligning
themselves clearly with the Stulinist bloc, This
course — with material sid from the Kremlin
— could concervably ga as far as the destruct-
ion of cupitalism ‘and the creation of a
deformed workers” state, in a rough paralicd
with Cuba.

The Sandinista leadership — despite their
thetoric — show no signs of internationalist
action. But while they continue to hold back
the masses, and fail despite impcrialist
accusations — to provide necessary aid to the
struggle in El Salvador and Guatemala, the
FSLMN will dig the grave of the Nicaraguan
revolution. But the masses of Nicaragua must
be offered a third, revolutionary alternative,
based upon a turn to the masses in strugeie
against imperialism. This means steps towards
the mobilisation of the masses in Nicaragua to
expropriate the capitalists, together with open
suppart for other Central American struggles
and public demands for aid from Cuba, the
Soviet bloc and the international working
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class. It is for their failure to offer such :
perspective and not through any abstract o
dogmatic  motivations  that  Trotskyists
criticise the FSLN and call for the building of
a revelutionary  proleterian  leadership a
Trotskyist party — in Nicaragua.

EL SALVYADOR: In El Salvador the
puppct Duarte regime and the USA are losing
the puerilla war simply by not winning it.
Militarily the guerillas of the FMLN have
recovered from the disastrous Tinal offensive”
of January 1281 and now effectively control
o third of the country, But without external
support they will be incapable of making a
breskthrough and gaining state power in the
short ar medium term.

The FOR-I'M LN alliance has been built on
the Micaraguan medel. 12 is therefore intringic-
ally unstable even under war conditions, On
the one hand the bourgeeis eformists (Unga,
Mayorgs and Zamora) seek s negotiated
settlement in tandem with social democracy
On the other hand within the PMEN itseld
cerlain groups (notably FARMN) constantly
tend to the “short cut’ of 2 coup in allance
with dissident sectors of the military, This
reveals their aim: an entente with imperialism.

Yeb the bourgeods forces in the FONE have
na significant social base, They rely upon the
backing of the Communist Party, which is
still attached to the wneealistic policy of 4

The revolutionary left in

Portugal (T-CL) .....ocvcvrenrn, 15p
The Toolroom strike and the

fight to end wage control .........., 25p
A policy for BL workers .............. 20p
Don't let Turkey become another
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The Hotel Strikes ... ..................35p
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Workers® Action magazine, March 19581:
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movement; the Third International:
Militant and Afghanistan ............ 50p

Why we need a General Strike ... 20p

Marxists and Nicaragua ............... 15p

Afghanistan: Imperialism — hands
off! USSR — troops out! ............. 15p

The Politics of Militant ................ 20p

Labour’s Misspent Youth: an account
of the history of the LPYS ... 15p

Al orders to WSL, PO Box 135,
London N1 0DD. Cheques to WSL or
Workers' Action as appropriate. Please
add 20% for postage (minimum 15p).
Orders over £10 post free.
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bourgeais-democratic revalution even though
no indigenous bourgeois supports this policy.
However in such conditions — as experience
has shown — the petty bourgeoiz leaderships
can act as the efficient agent for the creation
of a new hourgeois order after a victory
against imperialism. It is on this that Stalinists
and social democrats tely, But they are also
faced with a left wing in El Salvador which is
much stronger than in Nicaragoa, principally
becouse the left organisations have developed
out of the CP in strong opposition Lo it

Heowever the Salvadorean left has pledged
itself to a programmatic platform which sets
aside socialism ‘in the short term’ and lends
itself openly to bourgeois reformism. Whils
some forces on the left (FPL and BPR) call
for a worker-peasant alliance and have a
history of opposing the CP and bourgeois
reformists, they do not fight for the
establishment of a workers” and peasants’
government, Nor have they sought to break
the links with social democracy which offer a
lifeline of suppart to the bourgeois reformists,
Thuz, although the political forces in the
FOE-FMLN are more heterogencous  and
potentially antagonistic than those contained
in and organised around the FSLN, the tend-
ency is increasingly towards bourgeois hege-
money within a popular front.

GUATEMALA: In Guatemala the process
of building the anti-dictatorial strugele has
advanced more slowly. This fact has stowed
down the revolutionary movement in the
whole region, since Guatemala is the key state
in Central America, possessing the largest
population and most developed economy,
Chver the last vear the goerilla struggle has
made a major impact  with considerable
successes against the forces of the dictatorship
{eviden! in the fact that more officers have
been killed than in El Salvadar), and it has
seen the opesational unity of the various
groups (EGE, ORPA, PGT, FAR).

But the concentration of the guerillas in
the countryside has failed to protect the
working class and contributed to its slow
recovery [rom the major defeats of the 1960
apd 19705, The guerillas still adhete to the
broad fromt strategy of the FSLN, despite
recaiving a cool response from the reduced
circles of bourgeois reformists, and despite
the fact that they are heavily based in the
large  rural  preletarist. The Guatemalan
struggle is however having a growing influence
in Mexico, and forcing US military support to
the dictatorship.

Couniry Fopul-  Urban GNP per  Main Unempl- % of labour force  Infant Life Literacy
ation popula-  head exXporis oyment Agric: Industry mortality expeet-  (per cent)
(million) tion (%) (B81979) (per cent) {per cent) {0-1, per ancy
1000)
Costa Rica 2.2 43 1820 coffee (34) 4.6 30 23 45 70 90
bananas
(18)
El Salvador 4.8 41 &670 coffee (40} 35 (1977) 51 22 74 63 62(1975)
cattan (10)
Guatemala 7.3 39 1020 coffee (35) 45 56 21 B 39 47 (1975}
cotton (15)
Honduras 3.7 36 530 coffee (24) 10 63 14 a5 58 60 (1979)
bananas (23}
Micaragua 2.7 33 660 coffee (35) 45 ({980} 40 14 96 36 SO {1980)
Mexico 65.5 67 la40 T 26 6l i A2 {1976)
For comparizon
Argentina 273 52 2230 13 28 51197570 94 (1976)
Britain 559 91 6320 2 42 14 13 99 {1976)

Population figures for 1980, Labour force composition figures for 1979, Infant mortality figures for 19735-80 faverage). Life
expectency figures for 1970, Other figures for 1980, Sources: Jenny Pearce 'Under the Fagle'; World Bank World Development

Repart 1981 Pluto Press World View 1982,
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HONDURAS: In Honduras, less econom-
ically developed and more  backward
politically, the level of mass mobilisation has
not yet reached the point of armed conflict
on 4 national scale. Significantly a sector of
the military considers that its best chance to
avoid this iz to offer reforms and establish a
populist regima, The USA has pressured the
high command into following the “Duarte
formula' of conceding elections  and
acquiescing to a civilian figurehead while the
army- 1etaing the power, This solution is
destined Lo failure, and will not protect the
weakening Honduran oligarchy from  the
tornado that is sweeping the region.

THE LIBERATION FRONTS

Almost all of these mass movements are
organised in the form of cross-class fronts in
which a relatively small proletariat is allied
with a very much larger peasantry amd rral
profetariast as well as bourgeols reformist
elements, As pointed ont above they follow
the Nicaraguan model which in turn was
influenced by the failure of Guevarism and
by the turn of the Castrodtes to more tradi-
tienal Stalinist politics of class collaboration,
They are therefors not natural’ alliances but
the product of the crisis of political lcadership
in the region,

 YOlSH

The small entrepreneurs, petty bourgeois
and middle class, although they may depend
directly upon the exploitation of the workers
and peasants. are also oppressed by imperial-
ism, They can therefore at times join with
serious strugeles against imperialism. But it s
only the peasantry and the lower strata of the
petty  bourgeoisie who, together with the
rural proletariat, can be solidly allied with the
industrial working class through the whole of
the anti-imperialist strugele.

In the cross-class front, beneath zll the
slogans of ‘uwnity’, there i3 therefore a
constant and bitter struggle — taking place at
present between on the one hand the bowrg-
eniz opposition (backed by social democracy)
together with the petty bourgeois forces
which solidly suppott it, and, on the other,
the more radical petty bourgeods leaderships
based wpon the workers and peasants. This
internal strupgle determines the ocutcome of
the anti-mperialist struggle, within a range of
alternatives from the Zimbabwean experience
to that of the Cuban revolution.

But a full victory of the struggle — though
 socialist revolution subsuming the democrat-
i programme — is poszsible only through the
development of an independent praletarian
revolutionary vanguard which can forge a
strong alliamce with the oppressed plebeian
masses of the countryside and cities. Such a

development presupposes the break-up of the
existing fronts and the winning of the worker,
peasant, and other plebeian forces from these
fronts to proletacian leadership.

POLICY TOWARDS THE FRONTS

Such an independent proletarian revolul-
wnary vanzuard however does net cixst, The
forees from which it might be built are largeky
alrcady  organised in the left wings of the
existing crossclass fronts, Small zroups of
Trotskyistz attempling o lay the groundwork
for @ Trotskyist parey muwst take this realiy
into account in developing theiv factics,

Fram outside the struggle we can only
sugpgest extremely broad ocutlines of policy.
Fhe bagic principles, in our view, would have
to b the following:

4] Maintenance of independens proletarian
politics: a rule of ‘March separately, strike
topether’ in relation 1o bourgeeds and petiy
bourgeais Forces: This means for cxample that
there can be no guestion of signing the pro-
prammes of the broad fronis.

by Provided that  they  maintsin their
palitical independence and their own discipl-
ined  arganisation,  Trotskyists  should  be
[hexible in theis means of eaching Lhe moasses,
o long as they remain only small groups and
net yet wiable partics they muost seck First



and foremost to achieve maximuem involve-
ment in strugele with and slongside the lefl
wings of the movement actually fighting
imperialism.  Abstract  self-proclamation
should be strictly avoided,

In El Salvador for example this would
mean invalvement in the FDR-FMLM, via
the trade unions, local commiltees, military
forces cle which are affiliated to it

c) In the fronts, the task of Trotskyists
must be to fight for the programme of
permanent revolution and for the exclusion
of the bourgenis forces. The illswory nature
of such ideas as the political ‘subordination’
ar subjugation of the bourgeois forces or of
achieving proletarian ‘hegemony” over them
within the fronts must be patiently exposed.
The reality is that the bourgeois forces will
remiain in the fronts only insofer as it is pfref
programme and perspeciive which predomin-
ate — and that therefore thew remain in the
fronts only to slangle the struggle for
sociulist revalution.

Tactical intelhzence would, however, be
nocessary as regards the form of the fight fior
our principles, For example the exclusion of
the bourgeais forces may not necessarily be
the most appropriate leading slogan at the
first stage al the work of a Trotskyist group
in 2 broad front, it might be more appropriate
to  hring forward demands designed o
expose to left wing militants the gulf between
their class interests and their so-called “ablies”,
in order 1o lay the basis of the palarisation of
farces within the fronts.

But the political struggle must ot hi
delayed until after the taking of power in the
mistaken beliel that the continued mobilisat-
ion af the masses can spontaneousty and auto-
matically displuce the existing leadership and
lead fo the overturn of capitelist property and
the emergense of a deformed workers' state
on the © uban pattern.

[t it indeed such @ belief which lies at the
heart of the USFI's strategy for Central
Ameriea, They voice only mild criticisms of
the FSLN and refuse to try to build Trotsky-
ist parries, This policy corresponds to a false
understanding of the Cuban revolution and

e

of the current attitude of the Stalinist bureau-
cracy towards developments in Central Amer-
jca as well as a capitulation to petty bourgeois
reformist. The responsibility of the Trotsky-
st movement is to build parties thal will
provide revolutionary leadership — not to
wait for the spontancous evolution of petty
buurgenis leaderships into ‘natural Marxists’
or to praise the actions of local agents of the
Moscow bureaucrats. Indeed even the Cuban
revolution and the assimilation of Castro's
petty bousgeois nationalist movement into
the orhit of Stalinism confirms the necessity
for the establishment of genuine workers'
power based on the organised strength of the
masses and for a policy of internal extengion
of the revolution.

Revolutionaries must therefore fight on
two fronts, On the one had they must support
the anti-impetalist struggle against a arowing
imperialist offensive, and take an active part
in this fight. On the other hand they must
fight for proletarian hegemony. The latter
gtrugele does not diminish the importanee of
the fopmer, Yet It cannot be achieved simply
by proclaiming a separate Trotskyist party
outside the existing mass organisations. This
would be a sectarian stance towards left
wing and centrist organisationw which are at
present notable in many cases for their lack of
defeinee political character and in some cases
highly accessible to revolutionary ideas,

SOCTALIST UNITED STATES OF
CENTRAL AMERICA

Furthermore the task of forming a revolu-
tonary vanguard in these struggles must take
as its focus the impossibility of the consolid-
ation of national liberation while il remains a
strugele constrained within the limits of the
nation state, Central America is a balkanised
region, comprising small, disastrously-organis-
ed economics. A planned economy must be
created through the fight for a United Social-
ist Stares of Central America.

In failing to give concrete military support
to the other strugeles in the region, both
Micaragpa and Cuba are endangering the

survival of their own conquests. And while
Cuba — itself under direct pressure from the
USA - has made perceptibly more emphatic
verbal declarations of solidarity than those
emanating from the rest of the Soviel bBloe,
the fact is that (despite the labrications of the
State Department and the illusions of the
USFI} Castre is at one with the Kremlin
leadcrs in promoting the counter-revolution-
ary politics of Stalinism and failing in the
elementary responsibilities of anti imperial-
ist solidarity. The fight for principled revolu-
tionary  leadership and the building of

Tmlrsk:.fist parties in Central America invalves
a’ fight against illusions in Stalinism and its
Castroite variant.
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Along with all the revelutionary left, the WSL campaigned with all itz
energy against Thatcher's war in the South Atlantic. The aim of the
war, we said, was to boost the prestige and position of British imperial-
iem and the Tory government. For British workers, the main enemy was
at home.

This campaign was, of course, our main concern. But Marxists aim
not only to campaign but slso to understand  to ses issues not only
from the angle of cur immediate activity, but within international poli-
tics. 50 we were concermned also with the debate on the Left about
attitudes to Argentina’s war,

That we opposed Britain's war did not, for Marxists, mean that wa
necessarily supported Argentina's wer. From the point of view of
international working class action, a possible attitude was to denounce
the war on both sides and 1o urge working-class struggle to overthrow
both governments, irrespective of the fact that in each country such

struggle would contribute to defeat of that country in the war. For
both working classes the main enemy was at home,

Such an attitude is called by Marxists revalutiondary defeatist. The
majority of the WSL National Committee concluded that it was the
best attitude for this war.

A minority in the WSL NC argued, however for a defencist position
in Argentina. 5o did most of those considering themselves Trotskyists
internationally.

The defencist position meant supporting Argentina in the war while
insisting on no confidence in Galtieri.

In this issue of WSR we present a brief statement of the WSL's
position; resolutions of TILC, background material, and articles arguing
the rival points of view on Argentina’s war.

The articles by Trotsky which we reprint explain in more depth
what Marxists mean by defeatism' and ‘defencism’ in wars, and the
possible tactical forms of these principled positions.

A war where workers
could win nothing

THE FALELANDSMalvinas war was about
tval claims to the islands, The Falklanders
are, and for 150 years have been, a distinet
community, with a distinet and separate terri-
tory, displacing no-ene, oppressing no ather
community. Meithe: Britain nor Argentina has
any valid claim aver this community.

The rival governments fought for possess-
ion of the islands o boost their respective
pogitions al home and to promoets themselves
as powers in the world (Brilain) or in the
region [Argentinal,

The war was therefore reactionary on
hath gidos.

For British socialists the main task was to
campalgn  azainst  Thatcher's  war,  But
Cialtieri's war was also reactionary.

Craltieri's invasion did not liberate anyone
from colonialism or imperialism, 1t did not
lgssen the burden of imperialist exploitation,
ar improve the conditions o the fight aEainst
i, for a single Argeatine worker.

It embroiled the Argentine people in a war
in which they could hope to win nothing of

gignificance — a disastrous war in a false and
reactionary cause, :

The fact that the Argentine slate i@ so
much weaker than the Hritish state — loo
weuk te Tealise the imperialist-type aims for
which it launched the war could not
modity our judgment of those aims and there
fore of the war. Qur concern s oot the
halance of forces between imperialist and
non-imperialist bourgeoisies, but the indepen-
dent mobilisation of the working class,

Wa do not fight the hourgcoisie’s wars, We
fight cur wars, We fizhl jointly with buurgeols
forees when they fighl lor an fssue — like
pational liberation — which we fight for any-
way.

If the war had been about Argentina’s
national rights, therefore, we would have
supported Argentina. But it wasn’t,

Argentina’s claim to the islands

The sovereignty of the Falklands/Malvinas
has been disputed since before 1833, when




the: British seized them from the Republic of
Buenos Aires, In general territorial sovereign-
ty should be an unimpartant issue Tor social
ists, who are concerned with.issues of human
liberation.

Sometimes — ep. in the case of colanial
occupation where peaple are ruled by an alien
power — the strugele for human liberation
involves the strugsle for territorial SOVETRIZn-
ty. In the Valklands/Malvinas dispute nothing
of the kind was involved.

Today Argentine wwvereignty s clearly
against the wishes of those who inhabit the
islunds, who Belicve, almost certainly correct
Iy, that Argentine sovercignty would lead to
their greater oppression,

Hence there is no pencral reason why
socialists should supportt Argentine sovercign-
ty over the Valklands/Malvinas, and at present
there is @ specific rcason why we should
appose 1L Argenting’s claim to the I alklands/
Maulvinay should not be reearded as an anti
imperialist demand,

Self-determination

The WSL has  therefore defended  the
right of the FFalklanders to self determination.
The objections put Foraard o this are invalid.

Iirst, it has been argued that tho Falk-
landers are pro-imperilist, That iz hardly
suprprising, since they see Rritish imperialism
wi  their  only  defence  againgt  Caltieri's
oppression, Our support for their rights to
sell=determination, however, does not invalve
suppart for ils imposition by British military

W,

There i nothing orginad about that, We
suppart many  people’s pights withouot
supporting their  dmposition by capitalist

ilitary power,

Our demand in refation to the Falklanders
imvalves urgwing thit it should be defended by
the Argentine labour movement, which has
for the most part 5o far maintained g reaction-
ary chunvinist position on this question,

It has abzo been argued, alarminely, that
e small numbers of the Falklanders in same
wiy  dewalue  their rights. This UrElment
implees that only laree numbers of like-think-
g people have sghts © 3 view which has in
the  past ed  socialists 1o aceept  much
O PEEERIoN.

1t has s been argued that the Falklands
Mabvimas are foo guall 1o be vigble® as an
independent country, There s absolutely no
restson al all te belicve this, Thene s no reagon
politicul or vevmomic why countries ‘need” to
It i e wertain minimum s,

And there  seems meo reason gt sl to
beliove thar the Valklmdess® right o self-
determination would reduce the righis of
o elae,

Buooowe shoukd defend  the Falklandess'
right o selt<determination, byt not  dis
enfoivenenl by impedalist military might,
amd demand support For this right by the
Arpentine kebayr novenent,

The invasion and the war

Liltiers invasion was reactionary. This
s bevigse i was smoattempe o deflect the
mass  oppogition e the dictatership, and
because it fmposed the dictatorship on the
Ttk Bl ors.

N was reactionary, socialists had o
appoge 01 and demant e withdrawal of
Arvgentioe troops, B owas o disastrous Cailure
of the Arpentine leff that it did not Lo gencral
do i, even though mony analysed correctly
the reasans For the invasion,

Svae comrades areue that the sending of
the sk foree chaneed this, and meant thal
i was wrang ta continue 1o call for the with-
drawal of the trovps because thet wauld have
meant a victory for Thatcher.
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Thiz i3 a temmible argyment. It means
supporting an acknowledged evil to combat
what i regarded as a greater evil (an Unperial-
ist victory). Anti-imperialism can only be
weskened by the defence of reactionary, evil
actions, Socialists should have maintained
independent class polilics, continuing the
demand for the withdrawal of Argentine
troops, and refusing to let the clamour of
war drown their politics,

Those an the lefl who have argued for the.

defence of, or support for, Argentina in the
war, haye taken two distincl positions. One
was that the struggle against Galtieri and the
dictatorship should be suspended during the
wear and taken up again afterwards (this seems
to have been the position of the Peronists and
the Argentine PST) and another sought to
combing the strugele against Thatcher and
Galtieri (e.g. Politica Obrera) or to promote
the struggle against the British military with-
autany support for Galtieri,

The second position is a difficult one. In
what way could a struggle against the military
dictatorship be carrled on alongside a struggle
against the British military? What would our
position be on the general strike called shortly
before the invasion, or the mutinies which
evidently took place in the Argentine army?

Alao, it has been argued that o victory for
Argenting would have intensified and assisted
the struggle againsi the military dictatorship,
This seems to be largely wishful thinking. It
has been arpued that the new regime 15 to the
right of Galtieri and that proves the point.
But thut argument ignores the obvious loss of
authatity of the regime since the war,

An oppressed nation?

The argument on the left for supporting
Afgentina has been based on a description of
il as an oppressed nation,

This hus raised  important  theoretical
points which, however, have little in our
opinion to do with the paint at ssue.

Argentina cannot be considered gither an
unperialist  country o1 4 semi-colonial
country. Such divisions are too crude to
describe reality, and Argentina occupies an
intermediate position,

The eategory sub-imperialist has been ysed
to describe Argentina, and has some validity,
though it is far from complete,

But the point s that a revelutionary
position on any  war cannol be decided
independently of the origing and the content
af the war,

It iz the contention of many on the left
What, regardless of the initial content of the
dispute, the sending of the task force convert-
cd into a battle between imperialism and unti-
imperialism,

For many reasons this is wrong. First, why
nol support Argentina in that. case before
there was o South Atlantic war?

Second, the British war aims were limiled
Lo regaining Lhe Falklands/Malvinas — though
of coutse they went very far in doing so, and
will undoubtedly take advantage of the
victory fo strengthen their strategle pasition.
But the war and defeat could have been avoid-
ed by  Argentina  withdrawing from an
unambiguously reactionary action,

Yet the pro-Argentine comrades oppose
them daing 50, And seemingly on the grounds
thut the specifics of the dispute {the rights
und wrongs of the oceupation, the rights of
the Falklunders) all became secondary Compa
compared with the strugsle between two
camps in the world,

This disustrous theory of two camps has
led revolutionaries over and over agiin ta
suspend struggle against specific injustices and
Teaction in favour of critically supporting the
(relativelyd progressive against the Teactionary
cumnp’ in the world. 1t has led revolutionaries

variously 1o support the Vietnam Stalinists
sgainst Cambodian Stalinists, Iran’s reaction-
ary repime against Iragq’s, Generul Jaruzelski
against Solidarnose, and the Soviet Army's
murderous invasion of Afghanistan, etc. etc.

An independent socialist vision of the
world is submerzed beneath a perceived
need to support the lesser of today's evils.
This in the long run is the death of socialism.,
It  means socialists  will  always  be
outmancewvred by those who pose as
progressives but act as reactionaries, ;

In such a dispute socialists should surcly
put forward a view, utopian as it may sound
in the short run, which comesponds to the
logic of the necessary  strugples of  the
oppressed workers of Argentina, Britain, and
of the inhabitants of the Falklands/Malvinas,
and meety their real needs, instead of support-
ing fake anti-imperialist demands and playing
into the hands of reactionaries,

That would have meant (at least in the
short run) being isolated — not the first time
for revolutionary socialists! Better than in the
long run being irrelevant,

It should be obwvious that none of the
above detracts from the cardinal importance
of the fight to oppase Britain’s war, The WSL
argued for the defear of Britain — that means
not defeat by the Argentine military, but
defeat by mobilisation of massive opposition
in Britain,

We should not underestimate the bad
political and {deologicsl consequences which
the British action and victory have had in the
British working class, We should redouble our
right against chauvinism and militarism.

War and peace

Finally: socialists cannot lightly support
war, given the destruction and death it canses,
Sometimes violent means are the only way to
tight for human liberties, In this case the
violence wrose in defence of something
reactionary, Socialisty had (o be against war in
this case — ie. in faveur of an Arrentine
Fetrear because the ‘gain’ (occupation of the
Falklands) was notl one worth defending from
the point of view of socialists, or of the
interests of the Argenting warking cliss.

This position is chareterised by some as
pacifism, not revelutionary defeatism. That
is perhaps due to the degeneration of revolut-
ionury socialist traditions, Sociulists are surely
very reluctant non-pacifists, One of the main
slogans of the Russian revolution, after all,
wias “peace’. We should oot fall 1o use it
because it has been so besmirched byStalinists,

A WAR?

- OVER \SLANDS WE DION'T WANT

- POFUATION DON'T WisH
To BE FOUMT OVER

~ PGAINST SANORS WE HAYE TRAINGD.
= IN SHIFS WE HAVE BUILT




THIS WAS the title of an article written by
Leon Trotsky in 1938, [t was one of many
directed against the stream of ulira-leftists in
amd around the Trotskyvist movement. One of
their characteristics was that they rejected
defence of the USSR and support for semi-
colonial countries like China because — or in
part because — they believed that such polit-
ics would frevipaldy entangle the working
class in imperialist countries allied with the
USSR, for example, in a net of social-patriotic
support for their own governments.

Trotsky was far from denying that social
patriotism was and would be a problem. He
denied that working class organisations could
shield themselves from it by adopting a single
rule of thumb, The proletarian party had to
work out its politics in the different situat-
ions, maintaining its independence, thinking
through and comeretising its class politics for
each occasion. fn 00 easer oul of 100, the
warkers acfuglly place g minus sign where the
bourgeaisie places o plus sign. fn 10 cases
however they are forced to fix the some sign
a3 the hourgeotsle, bul with their own seql, in
which i expressed their mistrast of the bourg-
eaigie, The pelicy of the proletariat (8 not ar
all gutomatically derfved from the policy of
the bourgeoisie, bearing only the opposite
s — Mhis would make every Seclavion o
mastey sfrategist

Trotsky said of one of those he argued
against: “'Craipeau belfeves that in the War —
the war with g copital W — the proletarial
showld not be interested fnowhether it Iy a2
war apgingt Germany, the USSR, or againgt o
Morocea v rebellion, hecause in all these
cases it @4 necespory to procloim ‘defeatism
without phrases’ as the only possibility of
escaping the grip af social patriolisn.

“Omce  ggmin we see, grd  owith  whot
clarity, that ultra-deftivm s always an oppas-
ition which iy afrald of itself ond demands
ghsolte puaraniees — that i, ron-existent
mearaHiees that it will remaoin tue to (s
flag. This type of intransigence calls fo mind
that fype of timid and weak man who,
becaming  furiows, showrs to Ris friends,

= INtroduction

Hold me back, I'm going o do something
terrible’, Give me hermetically-sealed theses,
prt fmpenetrable blinkers over my eves, or
elpe.., I'm going to do somerhing rerrible!

The psychology is the same, even if the
descendants today of the COehlers, Vereeck-
ENiS, a.m‘l-r Eitfels of the 1930s express them-
selves mainly on different isswes, such as the
Labour Party.

These late-"30s articles by Troisky have
been mined for “quotations” to explain and
justify their position by those Trotskyisis
who took a ‘victory to Argentina” position in
the recent British/Argentine war over the
Falkland lzlands, In the publications of all the
tendencies, the selfsame gquotations have
appeared, Flainly they have all read the
articles, or at least bits of them, But they do
not seem Lo have read them very caretully.

For though these articles were directed
against ultra-eftist politics which eguated
China with Japan or the USSE with the
impernialist countries, the method, criteria,
alternatives discussed by Trotsky are just as
relevant for the politics of the “twin’ position
~ mistaking the gordid petty adventure of the
bourgeois Argentine junta for a hlow agsinst
imperialism, and the consequent British/ Arg-
entine war for an anti-imperialist war of liber-
ation by Argentina, This is, so to speak, the
Oehlerism and Eiffelism of the rght.

In this discussion, the points made relate
tor both the minority in the WSL who argued
for support for Argentina, and to the big
majority of those calling themselves Trotsky-
ists throughout the world, Politically the most
important of these latter groups is the USFI
{(United Secremariat of the Fourth Intemnat-
ional). But that omeanisation’s response to the
British-Argentine war was direcily refated to
itg deep political crisis, which merits separate
comment.

In essence, the Socialist Workers' Party of
the USA, and the big section of the world org-
anisation that it influences, have taken their
identification with the now-Stalinist Castro
regime in Cuba o the point that their attitude
o it is barely distingmishable from old-fash-

by Jackie Cleary

Learn to think

joned Stalinist attituwdes to the USS5H, They
have in recent months explicidy repudiated
the historic Trotskyism on the question of
permanent revolution, They take their politics
increasingly  from Castro: Castro, For most
purposes, takes his from the Kremlin, whose
subsidy to Cuba is about 58 million a day,

The only organic viewpoint according to
which the Argentine state enters "our class
camp” when il has a squabble with Britain is
that of Leonid Breshney, Castro expresses
that viewpoint, The S5WFP accommodates to
Castro, The rest of the UISFI is pressurised by
the SWP.

I'he Evropean leaders of the USFL, such as
Ermest Mandel, produce clear-headed analysis
of the Arsentine manocuvre (see the LSFL
statement printed in Socialist Challenge, May
13}, But then the political conclusion emerges
as a result of the pressure from the SWP,

It was like that too in 1980 when the
majority of would-he Trotskyists supported
the invasion of Afghanistan, or retused to call
for Russian  withdrawasl, For the fist six
months of 1980 the SWFP welcomed the Huss-
jan presence as ‘aid o the revolution’, They
pressurised the rest, The ‘compromise’ — the
political lime — was not to call For the with-
drawal of the USSR army, Such politics is
necessarily wnstable, Today  the 5WF hag
changed position, deciding that it Jdid oot
study Castro’s statements on Afghanistan
carefully enough, and “the majority of the
world Trotskyist movement” calls Tor the
withdrawal of the troops.,

Ower the Argentine war the USFT found
itself  recreating o grim caricature of the
Yo camps’ politics that politically decimated
the Trotskyist movement at the beginning of
the 1950z,

The hest way to refute these politics 15 o
call Leon Trotsky to the witness stand, The
elearest indication that pro-Argentine politics
in 1982 are not Trotskyvist politics is contain-
ed in the texts in which Trotsky argued for
supporl for China and other couniries in the
19308, We reprint some texts in full, and
dizcuss one of them in detail.
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Learn to think: a
friendly suggestion to

certain ultra-leftists

CERTAIN professional ultra-left phrase-
mongers are altempting. al all cosls to
‘carrect’ the thesis of the Secretariat of the
Fourth International on war in accordance
with their own ossified prejudices. They
eepecially attack that part of the thesis
which stales that in all imperialist countries
the revolutionary party, while remaining in
irreconciluble opposition o ita own govern-
inent in lime of war, should, nevertheless,
mould its practical politics in each country
tor the inlernal piluation and to the inter-
national groupings, sharply differentialing
u workers' slate from o bourgeois state, a
colonial  country  from @n  imperialiat
couniry.

“The proletariat of o capitalist country
which finds itsell in an slliance with the
USSR, states the thesis, ' must retain fully
anel completely its rreconcilable hostility to
the: imperialist government of ita own coun-
try. [n Lhis sense its policy will not differ
frinm thut of the proletariat in o country
[izhting against the USSR, But in the nature
ol practical actions considerable differences
may arse depending on the concrete war
sitwation’’. [War and the Fourth [nter-
narional |,

War continues politics

The ultrn-leflisis consider this postulate,
the correciness of which has been confirmed
by the enlire course of development, as the
starting point of...social-polriotism. Since
the attitude townrd imperialist governments
should be ‘the sume’ in all countries, these
strategists ban any distinclions beyond the
boundaries of their own imperialist country.
Theoretically their misieke arires from nn
alltempt w consiroct fundamentally differ-
ent bases for war-time and peace-time
poliries.

Let us apsume that rebellion breaks ouot
wmorrow in the French colony of Algeria
under the banner of nationol independence
and that the Italian government, motivaied
by ils own imperialist interesis, prepares to
sentd weapons to the rebels. What should
the attitude of the [talian workers be in this
case? | have purposely taken an example of
rebellion against a democratic imperialism
wilh intervention on the side of the rebels
from & fascist imperislism. Should the
Lialian workers prevent the shipping of arma
to the Algerians? Let any ultra-leftists dare
answer this question in the affirmative.
Every revolutionist, together with the [tal.
ian workers and the rebellious Algerinns,
would apurn such an answer with indigna-
tion., Even if a genernl maritime atrike
broke out in fascist ltaly at the same time,
even in this case the strikers should make
an exception in favour of those ships carry-
ing mid to the colonial slaves in revolt;
otherwise they would be nor more than
wretched {rade unlonists — not proletarian
revolutioniats,

At the same lime, the French maritime
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workers, even though not faced with any
strike whatsoever, would be compelled o
exert every effort to block the shipment of
ammunition intended for use against the
rebela. Only such a policy on the part of the
lalinn and French workers constitutes the
policy of revolutionary internationalism.

Does this not signify, however, that the
Italian workers moderate their stroggle in
this cese against the fascist reglmeT Not
in the slightest. Fascism renders ‘aid’
to the Algerinns only in order to weaken its
enemy, Fronce, and to lay its rapacious
hand on her colonies. The revolutionary
Italian workers do not forget this for a single
moment. They call upon the Algeriana not
to trust their treacherous ‘olly' and at the
same time continue their own irreconcilable
struggle against fascism, ‘the main enemy
in their own country’. ﬂnly in this way can
they gain the confidence of the rebels, help
the rebellion and strengthen their own
revolutionary position.

If the above is correct in peacetime, why
does it become false in war-time? Everyone
knows the postolate of the famous German
military theoretician, Claosewite, that war
is the continoation of polities by other
means. This profound thought leads nat-
urally to the conclusion that the stroggle
against war is bul the continuation of the
general proletarian stroggle during peace-
time. Does the proleloriat in peace-time
reject and sabotage 8l the acts and
measures of the bourgeois government?
Even during a sirike which embraces an
entire city, the workers take measures to
ensure the delivery of food to their own
districts, make sure that they have water,
that the hospitals do not suffer, ete. Such
measures are dictnied nol by opportunism
in relation to the bourgeiosie but by concern
for the interests of the sirike itself, hy
concern for the sympathy of the submerged
vity masres etc. These elementary rules of
proletarian strategy in peace-time retain full
force in time of war as well,

A minus where the bourgeoisie
puts a plus

An irreconcilable attitude against bourg-
eols militarism does not signily at all that
the proletariat IN ALL CASES enters into a
struggle against its own ‘national’ army. At
least the workers would nat interfere with
soldiers who are eatinguishing a fire or
rescuing drowning people during a flood; on
the contrary, they would help side by side
with the soldiers and fraternise with them.
And the guestion is not exhansted merely
by cases of elemental calamities .

If the French fascists should make an
attempl today at a coup d’etat and the
Daladier government found itself forced to
maove troops against the fascists, the revolu-
tionary workers, while mainiaining their
complete political independence, would
fight egainat the fascists alongside of these

troops. Thus in o number of case the work-
ers are forced not only to permil and toler-
ate, but actively to support the practical
mensures of the bourgenis government,

In ninety cases oot of a hundred the
workers actually place a minus sign where
the bourgeoisie places a plus sign. In ten
cased however they are forced to fix the
same sign as the bourgecisie but with their
own eeal, in which is expressed their mis-
trost of the bourgecisie. The poliey of the
proletariat is not at all entomatically derived
from the policy of the bourgeoisie, bearing
only the opposite sign — this would make
every sectarian a master strategiat: no, the
revolutionary party must each time orient
iteell INDEPENDENTLY in the internal as
well as the external situation, arriving at
those decisions which correspond best to
the interests of the proletoriat. This role
applies just as moch to the war period as to
the period of peace.

Concrete and abstract

Let us imagine that in the next European
war the Belgian proletariat conguers power
sooner then the proletarint of France.
Undoubtedly Hitler will try to crush prolet-
arian Belginm. In order to cover up its own
flank, the French bourgeois government
might find iteelf compelled to help the
Belgian workers’ government with arms.
The Belgian soviets of course reach for
these arms with both hands, But actuated
by the principle of defestism, perhaps the
French workers ought to block their hourg-
eoisie from shipping arms# (o prolelarian
Belgiom? Only direct traitors or out-and-
out idiots can reason thus.

The French bourgeoisie could send arms
to proletarian Belgium only out of fear of the
greatest military danger and only in expect-
ation of later crushing the proletarian
revolution with their own wespons, To the
French workers, on the contrary, proletar-
ian Belgium is the greatest support in the
siruggle against their own bourgeoisie, The
outcome of the struggle would be decided,
in the final analysis, by the relationship of
forees, into which correct policies enter as a
very important factor., The revolytionary
party's first task is to ulilise the contra-
diction between two imperialist countries,
France and Germany, in order to gave prole-
tarinn Belgium,

Ultra-left scholastics think not in concrete
terms but in empty absiraclions. They have
transformed the ideo of defeatism into such
a vacuum. They can see vividly neither the
process of war nor the process of revolu-
tion. They seek a hermetically sealed
formula which excludes fresh air, But a
formula of this kind can offer no orientation
for the proletarian vanguard,

To carry the class struggle to its highest
form — civil war — this is the task of defeat-
ism. But this task can be solved only
through the revolutionary mobilisation of



the masses, that is, by widening, deepening
and sharpening those  revolutionary
methods which constitute the content of
class struggle in ‘peace’ time. The prole-
tarian party does not resort lo artificial
methods, such ws buming warehouses,
petting off bombs, wrecking trains, etc, in
order to bring about the defeat of its own
government. Even if it were soccessful on
this road, the military defeat would not at all
lead to revolutionary success, & SUCCEES
which can be assured only by the independ-
ent movement of the proletariat.

Revolutionary defeatism signifies only
that in its class struggle the prolelarian
party does not step at any ‘patriotic’ consid-
erations, since defeat of its own imperialist
government, bronght about, or hestened by
the revolutionary movement of the messes
is an incomparably LESSER EVIL than
victory gained at the price of national unity,
that is, the political prostration of the prole-
tariat. Therein lies the complete meaning of
defeatism and this meaning is entirely
sufficient.

The methods of struggle chenge, of
course, when the struggle enters the open
revolutionary phase. Civil war is a war, and
in this aspect has its perticular laws. In
civil war, bombing of warehouses, wreck-
ing of trains and ell other forms of military
‘pabotage’ are ineviteble. Their sppropr-
inteness is decided by purely military con-
piderations — civil war continues revolo-
tionary politiecs but by other, precisely,
military means,

However during an imperialist war there
may he cases where a revolutionary party
will be forced to resort to military-technical
means, though they do not as yet follow
directly from the revolutionary movement
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in their OWN country. Thus, if it is a goest-
ion of sending arme or (rocps againat a
workers' government or a rebellions colony,
not only such methods as boyeott and atrike,
but directly military sebotage may become
entirely practical and obligatory . Resorting

or not resorting o such measures will be &
matter of practical possibilities. If the Belg-
ian workers, conguering power in wartime,
have their own military agents on Germen

Algerig wing independence, Revolietiontsts had a duty to aid the colonial slaves in revolt’

soil, it would be the duty of these agents not
to hesitate at any technical means in order
to stop Hitler's troops. It is absolutely clear
that the revolutionary German workers also
are duty-bound [il they are able] to perform
this task in the interests of the Belgian revo-
lution, irrespective of the general course of
the revolutionary movement in Germany
itself,

Defentist policy, that is, the policy of
irreconcilable class struggle in war-time,
cannot consegquently be ‘the same’ in all
couniries, just as the policy of the prole-
tariat cannot be the same in peace-lime.
Only the Comintern of the epigomes has
established a regime in which the parties of
all countries break intn march simulian-
eously with the left foot, In struggle againat
this buoreaucratic crelinism we have
attempted more than once to prove that the
general principles and tasks must be
realised in each country in accordance with
its internal and externol conditions, This
prineiple retains its complete force for war-
time as well.

The ultra-leftists who do not want Lo think
a5 Marxisis, that is, concretely, will be
caught unaweres by war. Their policy in
time of war will be a fatal crowning of their
policy in peace-time. The first artillery shots
will either blow the ultra-leftists into politic-
al non-existence, ot else drive them into the
camp of social-patriotism, exactly like the
Spanish enarchisis, who, absolute 'deniers’
of the state, found themeselves from the
same causes bourgeois ministers when war
came. In order Lo carry on & correct policy in
war-lime one musl learn o think correctly
in time of peace.
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On the Sino-Japanese
war: a letter to Rivera

[ear Comrade Diego Rivera:

During the past few days | have been
reading same of the lucubrations of the
{}ehlerites and the Eiffelites (ves, there is a
tendency of that sortl] on the civil war in
Spain and on the Sino-Japanese War. Lenin
called the ideas of these people *infantile
disorders™ . A gick child arouses sympathy.
Bul twenty years have passed since then.
Thie children have become hearded and
evien bald. Bul they have not ceased their
childish habhlings. On the contrary, they
huver inereased all thuir faults and all their
loshishness tenfold and have sdded igna-
minies to them . They follow us skep by step,
They horrow some of the slementa of our
analysis, They distorl these elements with-
vt limil and counterpose them to the rest,
They eorrect us. When we draw a human
fiyguee they add a deformity. When it is a
wennzn they decorste her with g heavy
miustache, When we draw a rooster, they
pul an vpg under i And they call s]l this
brurlesgue Margism and Leninism,

Pwant Lostop Lo discuss in this letter only
the Sino-Japanese War, In my declaration
b the hourgeois press, [ said that the duty
of ull thes workers” organisations of Ching
st L parbicipate actively and in the front
s afl the present war seainst Japan, with-
vt ahandoning, for a single moment, their
e preogram and independent activity. But
that s aocial patrictism!” the Eiffelites
erv. W is capitelation te Chiang Kai-shek! It
15 the abandonment of the principle of the
class strogpehe! Bolshevism preached revo-
lulivmary defeatiam in the imperialiat war.
Mow, the war in Spain and the Sino-Japan-
e war are both imperialist wars. Ogr
pusition on the war in China is the same.
The only salvation of the workers and peas-
ants of China is (o struggle independently
uprninst thi two armies, against the Chinese
urpiy in the smme menner as againat the
dupanese wrmy." These four lines, taken
from an Eilfelite document of September
WL 1937, suffice entirely for us to say: we
wre concerned here with either real traitors
ar  complete  imbeciles.  Buat imbecility,
raised to this degres, is equal to treason .

Ireland. Poland, Morocco

We donot and never have put all wars on
the same plane, Marx and Engels supported
the revolutionary siruggle of the Irish
surinst Great Britain, of the Poles againat
the Tsar, even though in these two pational-
ist wars the leaders were, for the most part,
members of the hourgeaisie and even at
times of the feudal uristocracy . . at all
events, Catholic reactionaries, When Abdel
Krim rose up against France, the democrats
and Social Democrats spoke with hate of the
struggle of & “savage tyrant™ against the
“democracy”. The party of Leon Blum
supported this point of view, But we,
Marxists and Bolsheviks, considersd the
struggle of the Riffians against imperialist
domination as a progressive war, Lenin
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wrote hundreds of pages demonstrating the
primary necessity of distinguishing between
imperialist nations and the colonial and
semi-colonial nations which comprise the
grent majority of humanity, To speak of
“revolutionary defeatism'’ in general, with-
out distinguishing between exploiter and
exploited countries, is to make a miserahle
caricature of Bolshevism and to put that
caricature at the service of the imparialists,

In the Far Fast we have a classic
example. China is a semi-colonial country
which Japan is transforming, under our
very eves, into a colonial country. Japan's
strupggle is imperialist  and reactionary.
Ching's  struggle is emancipatory and
pProgressive.

No illusions about Chiang

But Chiang Kui-shek? We need have no
illusions about Chiang Kai-shek, his party,
or the whole ruling elass of China, just as
Marx and Engels had no illusions about the
tuling classes of Ireland and Poland.
Chisng Kai-shek is the executioner of the
Chinese workers and peasants, But today he
is forced, despite himself, Lo struggle
aprainat Japan for the remainder of the inde-
pendence of China, Tomorrow he may again
betray. It is possible, It is probable, It is
even inevitable. But today he is struggling,
Only cowards, scoundrels, or complete
imbecilus can refuse Lo participate in that
struggle.
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Let us use the example of a strike to
clarify the guestion, We do not suppart all
strikes, If, for example, a strike is called for
the exclusion of Negro, Chinese, ar
Jupanese workers from a factory, we are
opposed to that strike, But if a strike aims
at bettering — insofar as it can — the con-
ditions of the workers, we are the first to
participate in it, whatever the leadership, In
the vast majority of strikes, the leaders are
reformists, traitors by profession, agents of
capital, They oppose every strike, But fram
time to time the pressure of the masses or of
the ohjective situation forces them into the
path of strugple,

Let us imagine, for an instant, a worker
saying to himself: "'l do not want to partici-
pate in the strike because the leaders are
the agenta of capital.”’ This doctrine of this
ultraleft imbecile would serve to brand him
by his real name; a strikebreaker. The case
of the Sino-Japanese War, is from this point
of view, entirely analogous. I Japan is
an imperiplist country and if China is the
vietim of imperialism, we favour China,
Japanese patriotiam is the hideous mask of
warldwide robberty. Chinese patriotism is
legititnate and progressive, To place the two
on the same plane and to apeak of ' social
patriotiam®" can be done only by those who
have read nothing of Lenin, who have
understood nothing of the attitude of
Bolsheviks during the imperialist war, and
who can but compromise and prostitute the
teachings of Marxism, The Eiffelites have
heard that the social patriots accuse the
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internatiomalists of being the agents of the
enemy and they tell us: '"You are doing the
same thing.”" In a war between two imper-
inlist countries, it is a guestion neither of
democracy nor of national independence,
but of the oppression of backward non-
impeialist peoples, In such a war the two
countries find themselves on the same
historical plane., The revolutionaries in
both armies are defeatists. But Japan and
China are not on the same historical plane.
The wvictory of Japan will signify the
enslavernent of China, the end of her econ-
omic and social development, and the
terrible strengthening of Japanese imperial-
ism. The victory of China will signify, on
the contrary, the soclal revolution in Japan
and the free development, that is to say
unhindered by external oppression, of the
class struggle in Ching,

Bul can Chiang Kai-Shek assure the vic-
tory? I do not believe so. It is he, however,
who hegan the war and who today directs
it. To be able to replace him it is necessary
to gain decisive influence among the
proletariat and in the army, and to do this it
iz necessary not to remain suspended in the
air but to place oneself in the midst of the
struggle. We must win influence and
preatige in the military struggle against the
foreign invasion and in the political struggle
against the weaknesses, the deficiencies,
and the internal betrayal. At a cortain point,
which we cannot fix in advance, this polit-
ical opposition can and must be tranaformed
inte nrmed eonflict, since the civil war, like
war generally, is nothing more then the
continuation of the political struggle. Tt is
necessary, however, to know when and how
to transform political opposition into armed
insurrection. :

During the Chinese revolution of 1925-

27 we attacked the policies of the Comin-
tern. Why? It is necessary to understand
well the reasons, The Eiffelites claim that
we have changed our attitude on the
Chinese question. That is because the poor
fellows have understood nothing of our
attitude in 1925-7. We never denied that it
was the duty of the Communist Party to
participate in the war of the bourgeoisie
and petty bourgenisie of the South against
the generals of the North, agents of foreign
imperialism. We never denied the necessity
of & military bloc hetween the CP and the
Kuomintang. On the contrary, we were the
first Lo propose it. We demanded, however,
that the CP mainlain its entire political and
organisational independence, that is, that
during the civil war against the internal
agents of imperialism, as in the national war
against foreign imperialism, the working
class, while remaining in the front lines of
the military struggle, prepare the pelitical
overthrow of the bourgeoisie. We hold the
same policies in the present war. We have
not changed our attitude one iota. The
Oehlerites and the Eiffelites, on the other
hand, have not understood a single bit of
our policies, neither those of 1925-7, nor
those of teday,

In my declaration to the bourgeois press
at the beginning of the recent conflict
between Tokye and Manking, 1 stressed
above all the necessity of the active partici-
pation of revolutionary workers in the war
againat the imperialist oppressors, Why did
1 do it? Because first of all it is correct from
the Marxist point of view; because, second-
Ly, it was necessary from the point of view of
the welfare of our friends in China.
Tomorrow the GPU, which is in alliance
with the Kuomintang (as with Negrin in
Bpain), will represent our Chinese friends

a8 heing ‘defeatists’’ and agents of Japan.
The best of them, with Ch'en Tu-hsin at
the head, can be nationally and inter-
nationally -compromised and killed. It was
necessary to stress, energetically, thaet the
Fourth International was on the side of
Ching against Japan. And I added at the
same time: without abandoning either their
program or their independence.

The Eiffelite imbeciles try to jest about
this ''reservation™. “The Trotskyists,''
they say, '‘want to serve Chiang Hai-shek
in action and the proletariat in words."" To
participate actively and consciously in the
war does not mean “‘to serve Chiang Kai-
ghek™ but to serve the independence of a
colonial country in spite of Chiang Kai-
shek. And the words directed against the
Kuomintang are the means of educating the
masses for the overthrow of Chiang Kai-
shek. In participating in the military
struggle under the orders of Chiang Kai-
shek, since unfortunately it is he who has
the command in the war for independence
— to prepare politically the overthrow of
Chiang Kai-shek . . , that is the cnly reve-
lutionary policy. The Eiffelites counterpose
the policy of “‘class struggle'™ to this
"nationalist and social patrictic'’ policy.
Lenin fought this abstract and sterile
opposition all hiz life. To him, the intersats
of the world proletarial dictated the duty of
giding oppressed peoples in their
national and patrictic struggle against
imperialism. Those who have not yet under-
stood that, almest a guarter of a century
after the World War and twenty years after
the October revolution, must be pitilessly
rejected as the worst enemies on the inside
by the revolutionary vanguard. This is
exactly the case with Eiffel and his kind!

L. Trodsky

TIME AND AGAIN the same quotations from
Trotsky have been used to justify a pro-
Argentine stance in the Falklands/Malvinas
war. But the main thing the quotations prove
is the pro-Areentine comrades’ lack of grip on
the points in dispute.

Everyone in the WSL majority would
agree that IF the comparison with China and
the other colonies and semi-colonies of the
19305 referred to by Trotsky is legitimiate,
then we would not invoke the character of
the Argentine regime as a reasom for not
siding with Argentina.

We could immediately arrive at agreement
if the pro-Asgentine comrades would —
or eould — tell us how, in what way, for what
real  national-liberation zoals, or ins what
social/vennomic/political sense Argenting was
fighting imperdalism in the Talklands. Bur
they can't,

Fro-prgentine comrades quote Trotsky
(Wrirings 1938-9 p 34, saying that he would
side with ‘semi-Tascist’ Brazil against ‘demo-
cratic’ Britain in a hypothetical war because:
I England should be victorfous, she will
put another fascist in Rio de Janeivo [ie, will
control Brazil] and wiill place double chaing
oft Brazil [ie. conguer it, or force territorial
concessions from it, or unequal treaties, or
impos political conditions which tie it Con-

by Jackie Cleary

omicatly to Britain’s empire] *.

Trotsky was quite richt, in our view, If a
similar sitgation arises today, what he wrote
will e a blueprint for cur attitudes,

They ote Trotsky in 1937 rejecting
defeatism [or Ching which was, under Chiang
Kail Shek, beginning to oreanise a national
war of liberation to drive out the Japanese
armies that had been on Chincse territory
since 1931 and agringt which the Trotskylsis
frad consistently colled for a national war af
Iiheration,

We belisve Trotsky was 1009 tivht about
China, His comments as quoted would serve
perfectly to muide us for any more or less
comparable situation toduy,

But what Trotsky wrole about Ching nat-
urally cannot serve as a concrete analysis of
any siluation todav! That we must make for
ourselves. And only on the basis of that
analysis can we decide how much of Trotsky's
Blucpring is relevant te the given situation,

The comrades quote Trotsky advocating
waorld working class support for Moxico (Wi

The texts and the
method

ingz 19389, p.64), whose radical. perhaps
quasi-revolutionary, bhourgeois  povernment
had nationalised British oilfields.

Yes indeed. Trotsky was a rood commun-
ist! But he was also a pood Marxist,

They guate him pledeing support for even
the ‘barbarian’ Bey of Tunis to drive out
France* (Wringngs 19389, p.d6)l.  Yeg!
Trotsky had attended the Second Congress of

R e s e T e TR ey

* The Bey [Regent! of Tunis was the local
ruler within the Cttoman Empire, whick con-
troffed Tunivia from 1574 to 1881 In 188)
France seized Tunisle and made §t junst
1956] a ‘profeciorate’. The Bey retafned o
mowtingl posiiton, but confrol wes in the
hands of French of ficils.

The immediate background to Trotsky's
comment eifed above was g protest in Tunis
armanised by the middle-closs Neo-Degtour
{New Constitugiongl) party and the trade
unioni. Frenek police opened fire, and killed
of wondntded 1 74 people,

The Bey had ne part in this matiomalist
profest. Trofsky's poing was that even under
the leadership of the Bey fand in fact, later,
in 1942-3, Munsif Bey did flirr with Neo-
Destour), socialisis. should support the Skt
for national independence for Turmisi.
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the Communist International. He even wrote
its manifesto, which said this:

“The Socialist whe aids directly or indie-
ectly (0 perpetuating the privilesed position
of e mation qf the expense of another, whao
aecormmodstes  fimsell o colonis! slavery,
wha draws g fine af distinetion between races
and colours fn the matrer of human rehis,
wite: helps the howrgeoisie of the metronolis
to maintain s owele of over the colowries
insteqd of siding the grmed uprising of the
coloniey; the British Socizlist who  fails to
spport by ol possible means the upristngs in
frefand, Fgvpr and fndis emaings  London
plufaceacy - sucl o soctalist deserves fo be
branded with infamy, if net with  bullet, but
in ne paze meris either o mandate or the
confidence of the proletariat Ay

Ile had supported the wretched Negus,
Faile Sclassie, against the Ialian invasion. He
cven wrote Lhis, which is @ tremendous state-
ment of the principles that must animate us
on the national question:

"What characterizes Bolshevism on the
Aol question (5 that i dts aitiude toward
orressed wations, even e most backward, it
constders them not anly the object bur also
e seliject of politics. Bolshevism docs not
coriing el fo recopniing their “right™ to
selfdefemuinagion and to porligmentary pros
fewes against e trameling wpon of this righe.
Bolshevivm penetrotes into the midst of the
opnressed narions, i raizes e up agaiis
ety ppressors, & Hies up thelr strieple with
e sinple of the prolctariar in copitalise
coaafrics, §t instrices the oppressed Cliiness,
Hiwefus o Arahs i the get af frsueree tion and
I gzsanes Sl resporalbilivy Sor this work in
e foee of civilived exceusioners, fleve anly
does Belsheviom hegin, thar i, revallirionary
Marxivm i aotions, Fvery g that does mot
sfen wver thy boundery remaing centrism
W hat Mes?').

But  these  guotations . merely  beg  fhe
guestion — are they relevant to the Argentine
situation” Was the Falklunds war remaotely,
oroal all, comparable to what Trotsky Qs
Gl ke abaout’? Lssentially, no,

The issue: national liberation

Lwen in the shertest guoote, the concrete
s inwolved striepple For liberation
saninst colonial asmies, defence of the right of
4 backward  stale to espropriale  (ereien
capital, ety is spelled cut or teferred to,
bmperializm sl aperated  throwgh  celonial
cempires, amsd  Uhe struepgle lor such empires
wnd Tor their redivision was “the substance
ul Warld Wir 2,

But Argenting was mod threatened with
doihle clains. The Argentine regime is o pro-
fecror ol foreign eapital. They didn't even
expranciate British capital as a gambit in the
WL

Any  comparizon of  Argenting with
Cunisi, Mexivo, or Chima of the '30s is
prepasterig, In terms of its lovel of develop-
ment, role in ils region, and place in the
ceanumic muwork of imperialism, it might be
better compared with Traly or lapan ar the
L95s except that in is more developed than
Japan was, und has @ omore or less fully-
dpveluped  bourgeods social structure, which
Vupuan and cven Ftaly did not have,

Fhe pro-Acpentine comrades” way  with
quotations stems o me to he repugnant to
Uhe spirit of Marsism and the apposite of the
practice of Marxisl analysis, [0 rules out spec-
fic anulysis, substituting instead  dogmatic
recipes umd  formulas, They  mechsnieally
apply texts derived from past use of the
Marxist method in conerete ciccumstances of
the poust. Those cirenmstances are aol with
us any more. They hove evolved and develop-
ed and permoted o e present situation,
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which is different — moere or less radically
different, but certainly different.

Even where chanees are not very profound
or major, we cannet just gzsyrre that the
Murxist text dealing with some apparently
similar situation is a sutficiently detailed and
conerete depiction. That is to operate blindly
dogmaticallv.

It is possible 1o ‘zel by when the changes
are not all that great, and the chosen texts not
too markedly ill-matched to the concrete
giluation (but that means that whoaver
matches them has done at least some work on
the concrete situation), On the basic ideas
worked out by the geninses of our moverment,
it is possible ta 'zet by for a very long time
indeed.

How to use quotations

Even the most miserable of “Trotskyist”
sects works from a stock that retains a
tremendous potency and relevance. But to
wdopt the method of dopmatic text-worship is
to cut the roots of Marxism and to make
renewal and living development difficult and
ultimately impossible.

Sooner or later i85 no longer possible to
‘met by, The texts become dogmas preventing
us fromn relating o reality, acting like distort-
ing spectacles,

The notien that what Trotsky wrate in a
very different world (dominated. by colonial
unperinlism, for example) about countries like
China can provide ug directly with answers to
the Argentine war is ridiculous. The principl-
es, methods, and wavs of looking at the
world, rTemain what they were when Trotsky
weote, but 1o conclude  that the ctexts
embodying  their results when applied to
working throwgh a concrele problem, can
directly offer ws puidelines now, the comrades
would have to establish that similar or
roughly similay conditions exist — that Argen-
fna was faced with colonlal invasion or some-
thing siemiilar.

Since many comrades in fact admir that
there was no real issue of Arcentine national
liberation served by the seizure of the Falk-
Iands, it i a culpable depurture from the
Marsist method to pretend to call Trotsky's
vodee from the grave to tell us what he thinks
we should do over the Falklands war, and to
citg what he said ghout Ching’s resdstance to
the lapanese invaders as his answer.

It is slefght of hand, sumd in the eves,
asking the relics to speak — but not Marxisem.

Marxisis should use — oriry to wse — the
chassic teats of our movement in a different
way: as moedels of anabysis, and as suides and
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checks in
analysis,

Il wou compare any of Lenin's serious
work with the texts of Stalinism, from the
‘205 to the "60s, vou cannol fail to see the,
difference  between Marxizsm and pseudo-
Marxist scholasticism, The Stalinists quote the
classics (as it suits them, of course) as them-
selves prool, themeelves giving answers, Thus,
for example, the theory of ‘socialism in one
country’ was “proved’ true and Marxist by a
few lines from an article by Lenin written in
1915,

Lenin's writings are studded with quotat-
iong from Marx and Engels. [He cites them Lo
establish Marx's and Engels® views on a relev-
ant issue at a given time, He then asks if the
concrets reality has changed and evolved. and
if so in what way, and how does it relate to
other connected jssnes. He asks what modifi-
cations, additions, or deletions to the views of
hary and Engels must be made in secordance
with their method, criteria, principles, in the
light of developments,

Hle thinks, works it through, reworks i,
cottcrelises the answers for fhis own time and
conditions, on the basis of scientific analysis,
fSee State and Revolutfon', for example),

He frequently insisted against all dogmat-
ists and gquoetation-mongers that “the truth is
conerete”. Political development in a revolut-
ionary Marxist spirit iz possible only by an
unrelenting  struggle for concreteness, for
science.

The elassic texts here are our starting
point, our models, our historie ‘memory’,
our  theoretical and political arsenal. We
ourselves, however, must work ocut  the
politicul responses 1o our own problems and
our own concrete reality, The books cannot
think forus,

Quotation-mongering  and  ‘proof  from
texts’ was, and in some cases atill is, the
method of our anti-Marxisl epponents, It is
the measure of the state of the Trotskyis
movement that the same quotations on China,
Brazil and so on have been almost universally
cited as if they eould tell us anything directly
about Argentina,

the practice of living Marxist

The letter to Rivera: analysis

It iz worth following through in detail o
key text of Trotsky's — his letter o Diecgo
Rivera, a profound and brief text which
applies the principles we all share to China
in 1937,

Whalt iz the issue? "China {5 & semi-coloniel
country wiich Japan @5 translorming, wnder
atdr very eyes, into o colonial countey. fapan'y
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struggle is imperialist and reactionary, Ching’s
strugple iy emancipotory and progressive
‘Semi-colondal’ meant that until the 19305
China suffered imperialist interventions, it
ceded territories to the big powers, il ceded
parts, it zave them specisl privileges — and
then in 1231 it was invaded by Japan,

And Argentina? Argenting is a regional
‘big power’, dominating Uruguay and Para-
suay, vving for influence in Latin America
with Brazil, skirmighing with Chile owver
disputed territory. Its national integrity has
hean undisputed for 100 yvears at least. It is
subordinated to imperialism not through the
Falklands but by the agency of its own ruling
clagy, Until 1930, or even 1948, it was one of
the world's richer countries, It is a developed
capitalist cconomy.,

“Struggle for... the national
independence of China®™

“Today he (Chiang Kai Shek] s forced,
despite himself, to strupele geainst Japan for
the remainder of the national independerce
of Ching,..” This was not a symbolic war in
which an aspirant regional imperialism and
agent of big-power imperialist  penetration
led a fight over an irrelevant issue — it was a
real national liberation war, against national
subjugation.

“The example of a strike™

The example af the sirike has been scand-
alously misused by the IMG, The union exists
apart from the hideous things its leaders may
do — or even its members (racist strikes), We
are for the union, despite everything, It is a
class organisation, We criticise it fundament-
ally by way of Ffighting to transform  it,
Trotsky uses the analogy of the union to
point to what is threalened and worth defend-
ing, irespective of what Chiang Kai Shek may
do: the freedom of the Chinese people from
Tupanese control,

The Argentine pecple were not strugeling

ER
ARGENTIN:

i

to throw oul gn invader, thev were not
threatened with subjugation.

“‘Chinese patriotism is
legitimate and progressive™

"I Japan i5 ar imperfalist couniry and i
Ching iy the victim of imperiglism, we favour
Ching. Japanese patriotivn iy the hideous
magk of world-wide robbery. Chinese patriol-
fsmt g fegitimate and progressive. To place the
two on the same plane and o speak of ‘social
Pairiotism " can be done only by those whe
have read nothing of Lenin,, "

Argentina i85 net the victim of colondl
imperialism (which Trotsky is talking abouth.
It never has been. 1n his World War 1 writings,
for example, Lenin distinmeiched .-m.:en:f:a
from the ‘semicolonies’ and bracketed it
with Portugal (which itself had a vast colonial
empire} a5 an cconomic satellite of Britdin
though politically independent, (Since then
Argentina has long ceased to be an ceonomic
satellite of Britain).

The exploitation of the Argentine workers
is in part conducted by foreign capital — in
tandem with the Argentine bourgeoisic, What
have the Falklands got to do with that? What
did the war have to do with that?

Chinese patriotism was nol primarily back-
ward-looking, xenophobic, etc, but progress
ive. Why? Mot because it had been entirelv
purged of those aspects, still less because
those aspects could ever he progressive, but
becauge it was the patriotism of a people
rousing itself to modern political ife, and
rousing itsell to strugele to throw out its con-
querors, It was an expression of that strugele,

The attitude to the patriotism of the
Chiness was determined by the real content
of the strupele, which was a prosressive
struggle,

And our attitude to Argentine patriotism?
We evaluate it as internationalists, We ask
what cause it served, what role it played, how
it related to the strugsles which had to be
fought. Wo cannot answer these questions

without an assessment of the issues in'the
War,

Argentine patriotism was as progressive as
the cause it served as progressive as the
bourgeods military junts, on whose coat-tails
the masses followed, ted by it It was not
progressive in the war, In relation to the Falk-
land Islanders it was chauvinist.

The sentence from Trotsky’s article "A
Fresh Lesson’ wsually cited on support for
Mexice against Britain is preceded by this
comment; “we deem it not only the right but
the duty of workers in these [bockward
eodonial gnd semi-colonfal countries] actively
to parricipate in the ‘defence of the father-
land' agoingt imperialism, on condition, fo be
sure, that they preserve the complete fndepen-
dence of their class organisation and conduct
a ruthless strupple agalnsd the poison of chauv-
infsmm.'" In the Chinese war of national liberat-
ion we would denounce as Chinese chauvinists
any any anti-imperialist militants — and espec-
fully any communist militants — who would
freat any hational, ethnic, or relizlovs minog-
ity the way Arsenting wanted 1o treat the
Falklanders.

We might have to zay: the Atsentine mass-
cs are chauvinist on the Falklanders, buot
that's a detail - & were o mere detail, 1t was
not; control over the islands was the issue
over which the rival ruling classes, syided by
prestize and chauvinism, clashed.

In fact, the attempr to fregt Argentine
natonglism as pure anil-imperialism 5 ro-
thing bup owishfid thinking as far as § con make
ouf, The compedss o ROl presesi aly orpu-
ments, but only ossertions and gesumpons.
At best they derive the progressive charecter
af Argentine ngtionalism from the reactionary
character of British imperialism: but the con-
clusion does not follow, We do nor always put
g plus wiere our sRefmies put o mins,

It does not follow that because mass mili-
tant mobilisation even on the Falklornds fuue
could have opened channels in Arsentina
blocked six wvears zeo and (ike the con-
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THE WAR MONGERING
TNGOISM OF THE BRITISH
PRESS 15, TO PUT IT
MILDLY, TIRESOME!

ISLANDS CRISIS DOES
NOT INTEREST ME

spquences ol any wild  adventure or The anti-imperialism of fhe Peronists is Obviously the hietarchy of the capitalist
samble usually dob created ereat dangers For likke the anti-bourreis senlimenl of  Lhe world economy  is not  imelevant. But it
the junls, that Arecntine natienelism s fascists —  immrecise, lacking  scientific cannet transform oppression into liberation,
pragressive o thatl we should supnort it content, lackine definite, rational seals or  predatory  pro-imperialist juntas into anti-

A muowemenl i nrocressive by ils poals means of struggle, 14 was and is harnessed by imoerialist fighters, concrete realities of the
amil ity own logic, nol by ity possible side- the bourgeoisie, To be propressive, the anti- junta's petty land-grab into episodes of &
clfects, 1 the nationadist upheaval onens imperialist sentiment needs to be refined and  sypposed world drama.

apportunitics Tor  Argenting  socialists, we organised into an independent working-class The two-camp spectacles are altogether
should e pled of the owteome. W cannot movernent with rational goals which will too crude, too thick with lavers of petiy
dorive pur own assessment of  nationalism really strike at imperialism. hourgeais  politics, with  the layers of
freaim that Fact. The pro-Amgenting  comrades’  reply previous accommadation by the post-war
: ¥ ! amounts logically to this: we must follow any Trotgkvist movement to warlous national

. And Argentine nationalism? predatory junta in a (relatively) backward  |iberation and Stalinist movements {what is

country when it clashes with an imperialist called ‘Pabloism™). fa the notion of treating
Arpenting  suffored  British and  French power — for the sake of the smbolism of the Argenting ap meaningfully anti-imperiolist —

infervention swme 1400 vears ago Modern clash! But no, comrades! We need an indep- gnd  mecessarilv 5o, despire  the issue it

Areentimg, howeeer, has cssentially  taken endent working-class point of view, clashed with mperialism on! - g whole trend

sl over the Bt T vears, Argenting had Communist  anti-imoerialion sdves  us in- postavar Tromkyism  reached the outer

ne owar of Hbertion, 1ts nopulation is, to thut, It is not derived from a spurious two- limits of @ recurrent swing away Trom elass

within one per cenl, of Furopesn immigrant caymp pattern imposed on the world, It is nalitios,

vricii most from immieration within the derived from a unified working class view-

fusl 10D wenrs, Ma mass pooular nationalism point

dutes from cthe 1920y This nationslism wis, Everywhere that the workine class exists, A necessary war?

eypecially noils kb mavement manifosts- revolutionary Marxists identify it as the pro-

Lomd, shaped and consolidated by Poronism., tuponist, Where national oppression exists, “fn @ war befween fwo imperialist coun-
Persnism wis nol and i nol fascisn. But we still look o the workine class ay the iries, It is g question netther of democracy nor

corparatizm  aml Fascism  are ity essential pratagonist. of national independence, it of the opress-

leuloesical seuiees Irem that point of view we approach a fon of hackward non-imperialist peoples fn
Peran had heen in diplomatic service in sitnation like 1937 in Ching where a Chiang wech g war the fwo countries find themselves

Tty ab the end of the 1305, and consciously Kai Shek may be beginning (o (isht “our war®, on the smme historic nlane. The revolutiongr-

capbal  lascisime Peronist  natiomalism s We never sbandon oer own palitics, which  fer in both armies gre defeatists. Rut Japan
narresdy Areentine  directed gpainst Chile include the drive to replace the Chians Kai and  Ching are Aot on the same historic

aml RBeweil, For examede, 10 bhas been anti- Sheks — even during a life-and-death war like plane™,
sentitic: the murder gangs spansored by the the Sino-Jupanese, Note well: Trotsky uses not abstract cate-
lusl Peromist sowernment 4 1973-60 daubed In contrast, the pro-Argentine yiew would pories and labels, or static comparisons, but
walls with the sloean, Ckill o Jew o duy’ lurn us into peszive corsumers of world dynamic interactions as his criteria, It is poss-
{There are abowl half o milbion Jews in politics. We must pick and choose within the ible for countries to be on the same historic
Argenting, options, We dare not refuse our support ta plane (in relation to a concrete conflict or
Thy “anti-impuerialist’” rhetoric of Poronism one gide. even in @ miserable business like the issue) without being identical. The idea that
Wi varinl of the enyious jingoisn commaen invusion of the Falklands. We strap the there is an absolute and stable  division
Lt all st or fscistcoloured  movements. distarting  spectacles tightly on our eyes, between  imperialist  and  non-imperialist
It was hostile o e USA and Britain,, and and we sce the world around us not in capitalisms is unhistorical and undialectical,
Bragil, In 973 Peron called for o Seanigh- terms of facts, class rule, cluss interests, and Trotsky did not get drunk on words and
spedking alliinee aewinsg the Foglish-speaking real inteructions — instead just imperialist phrases, mistake images [or concrete reality,
amd Porlugese-speaking Armericans, and non-imperialist nations, or chase will-of-the-wisp ‘symbols’ into the

BUT THAT!S OUTRAGEOUS! THE MAN
% KNOWN TO BE A TORTURER. OF
POUITICAL PRASONERS ! ANP THERE'S
A COUPLE OF EUROPEAN COUNTRIES
WHO WABNT TD TALK. TO HIM ABOLT
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DON'T BE ABSURD!
THE DOCTRINE ONLY
APPLIES WHEN IT" SUITS

Left and
below: an

atl view af
e war,
Jrorm An
Phoblacht

misty realm of fantasy politics where Galtieri
is designated the banner-beares of anti-imper-
julisin without reference to concrete analysis.

Trotsky continues: “The victory of Japan
will gignify the enslavement of China, the end
of her econemic and social development, and
the terrible strenpthening of Japanese imoer-
inlizee. The victory of Chineg will signify, on
the confrary, the soclal revolution in Japon
and the free development, that is to sy
urhindered by extermol oporession, of the
class strugele in Ching™'

This “terrible strengthenine of Tapan™
would not be a matter of prestige, ‘autharity”,
ar the fimure it cut in the world, It would be
strengthened by plunder of China and exploit-
ation of hundreds of millions of Chinese -
which was why Japanese victory would be the
gnd of Chinese economic and social develop-
ment.

What goal does Trotsky spell oul for the
Chinese war of liberation? “I'ree development

unhindered by external oopression”. And
he socaks particularly of free development of
the class strusgle.

Conceete, procise, definabla — not some-
thing derived from a different type of situa-
tion and imposed as a pattern on the Chinese
events. The programme and attitude of the
Marxists were grounded in the concrete situa-
tion, the real choices. and the conseauent
necesmary  development  of  the workers'
struegle in Chine. Chiang Kai Shek was to be
‘supported” with gritted teeth because the war
was Aecessery and at that point he headed it.
This did nol mean political support to Chiang
Kai Shek — on the contrary.

In Argentina? Few comrades would
venture the view that the Falklands war was
necessary. Thev would say anlv that defeat of
Britain by the Argentine junta’s army {not by
the British working class) was necessary for its
svmbolic importance, The war was not necess
ary — but we should have supported Galtieri
in the war because of the symbolic signif-

icance of it. And that despite the fact that
no-one an the left would have cameaisned for
the starting of the war (the invasion). and
many condemn it!

Wherever the pro-Argentine stance comes
from, it iz not from Trotsky's and other
communists’ attitude during the wars of the
Chinese and others against colonial imperial-
ism. That's for sure.

What does defencism mean?

Trotsky's attitude was: “But can Chigng
Kaf Shek assure the victory? I do not believe
so. It v he, however, who began the war and
who today directs it. To be able o replace
Fim it iy mecessary fo pain decisive influence
among the proferariat and in the ormy, and 1o
do Hrat {f 5 necessary not to remain mspend-
ed in the air but to place onesell in the midst
of the seruggle. We must win influence and
prestipe in the militery sivigple against the
foreign imvasion and in the political strugele
apainst the weaknesses, the deficiencies, and
the mrermgl bermayval, At @ certain point,
which we cannot fix in advance, this political
opposifion can and must be gransformed nto
arirted conflict, since the civil war, (ke war
pererally, I3 nothing more than the continug-
tion of the politipal struggle. "

If Trotsky's arguments for supporting
China were relevant to Argentina, then so
also should have been this spproach. Pro-Arg-
entine comrades should have focused their
criticisrn of Galtierd on his weakness and
insufficicnt ruthlessness in fighting for the
islands.

The Peronists of course did that, so,
apparently, did the PST (Socialist Workers'
Party, Morenist). But most pro-Argentine
comrades shy away from this conclusion.
Iz it because they are half-aware of the false-
ness of treating Galtieri’s war as a national
liberation struggle?

drigh Repuilic-

Defencism and political
independence

Further: for Trotsky defencism did not
excluyde working for civil war in nationalist
China. On the contrary, the fght for nationai
liberation demanded it — and anyway work-
ing class politics did.

¥el the WSL minority write:

“Drefeatism means the defeal of your own
ruling vlass by the working clars. It means ‘the
main enemy i af home’ fr means ‘Brivish
workers and soldiers turn Your guUng ol Yorre
own afficers and rwling class’, bécause our
own ruling elass is an imperalist ruling clags,
That is o basic Marxist pogition that we hold
fre all wars at any time which are boing waged
by our own rling class. The question i, what
position do we hold for the other side in the
war. i thiz cape Argenting? If we hold g revo-
Iutiowmary defeatist position for the Argentine
working class, then we are saying, ‘Both work-
fmg closos defear pour own wling cless; the
oufrome of the war (8 Irrelevant; @ victory
Jor one side would nor he muoce progressive
than the other' "

That's exactly what we are suving.

But vou don’t have to be a defeatist to
gay: ‘Both working classcs defeat your own
ruling class’. That is what Trotsky said in
1937 — even while standing with Chiang Kai
Shek against Japan. Mot to sy it is 1o aband-
on the ground of working class politics (“for
the duration’}.

Pursuing the class struggle...

In China in 1937 it was a real strugple for
likeration against imperialism, Chinese “pate-
fotism’ flowed from our politics. We could
thercfore have an independent view on the
matter from that of the Chinese nationalists,

We provisterally and conditionally arrived
at the proposal of a national liberation bloe
with them or the basis of owr independent
pofitics, which were never abandoned o
shelved, never in any circumstances and not
to the slightest degree,

On the [Falklands, the pro-Angentine
comeades have passively adopted soméone
eise's viewpoint, They have proceeded not by
analysing the concrele issues, but by fitting
the war into a super-abstract image of the
world as two camps, imperialist and non-
imperialist capilalist states being scparated by
an unbridgeable chasm.

To fght in a war of Hberation like the
Chinese is nol to afwndon our politics — on
the contrary, it is the only way we can
muintain our class wviewpoint as a living
political Torce. By participaling we serve,
promote, and develop our politics. We serve
our politics by following where the logic of
the class struggle and the real struggle against
oppression and exploitation directs us.

“We were the fTrst to propoese [a military

. SHE. DOBSN'T
EALlLy BELEVE 1M

G

EXTRARITION !

EXTRADITIONT! WHO'S
EXMTRADITION?
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bloe of the CF with the KMT]. We demanded,
however, that the CFP mainigin fir entire
political and  organisational independence,
that is, that during the civil war against the
internal agents of imperielivm [Chiang Kal
Shek lod ome side apgainst the regional war-
lords of Morthern China), a5 in the national
war againgt foreipn imperialism, the working
class, while remaining in the front lines of
the military sirugple, prepare the political
averthrow of the hourpeoisie. We hold the
same policies in the present [anti-Tapancse]
war. We hove not changed owr griitude one
ipla. The Oeplerites and the Eiffelites, on the
ather hand, have not understond a single bit
af owr policies, neither thoze of 19257, nor
those af foday ™,

Likewise in 1982 Lhe Ochlerites and Eiffel-
ites of the right fail to understand, Tn China
there was an anti-imperialist war — defined
ai such by an independent Trotskyist assess-
ment of the isaues, The Ochlerites refused o
support it hecawse they reckoned that would
moan identifying politically with Chiang Kai
Shek. Owver the Valklands, today's "Oehleriies
af the right' supported the war us anti-imper-
fulise 1sm the basis of @ geneeal, vagoe identifi-
catinn with Argenting as ‘an oppressed coun-
try’ and reckoned, therefore, that it was
their anli-imperialist duty to foreer ohot
an independent judgment an the fssoe of the
1slanddy,

Fither there s o1 there &'t a real issue of
nationa Bbertion, 11 there s, then we have
or own eriteria, and a vast range of political
mdependence in relation to o Chiang Kai Shek
for a Galtieriy, [ thore is not, and if we side
with Caltieri Tar the symboelic anti-imperialist
siemificance ol his war, then for all ke
cenerele issues we have toosccept (Tfor the
fime being) someane clse's Viewpoant.

I we po begping to the table of the
Argenline jumnty lor symbals, then we must
ke whal we pet - take things as they define
them, sully ta the dssues they radse (which ‘in
themuelves™ we may not even secept), We have
tovdkines o thedr tune, on their weeeain.

Far the Trotskyists in Chima, the starting
paaint was: this ix ane war, They sturted from
the issges. In dentrast, o position on the
Fulklinds war which starts fiom g vigoe,
svabalic “unti-imperialist’ identification with
Arpenting can anly provesd by shelieing fndep-
efiefenr fedgrrent on the issue of Argenting's
claim o the Blinds and adopting someans
elses judgment instead,

This i the method pursued by Trotsky's
epigencs Tar 300 amd mare yvears. 1 is not
Marsism. 1t s ol boilding in the class
sbrugpgele,

It s instemd an ueterly artificial approach:
e un—conerete, un-Marxist construction of o
seenario, o world-pivture, in which comrades
aseeilet an anti-imperialise rele (that it jsa't
plivingh fa the pro-imperialise wod swh-imnper-

Lilisn raling clss of the comparatively devel-
e capitalist state of Argentina.

Facing reality...
.- or reading ofT scenarios

The scenario approach comes fram g
vision ol two preat GUnps, imperialist and
nan-imperialist, We have drpued that this is a
labscly static and undislectival view of capital-
s I seems o ome that the comrades arg
borrowing & pattern (rom the view of the
warld as divided between the Stalinist states
and capitalism.

Now between the USSR and imiperialism
Ihere s ditference of cless charscrer, [For
imperialism,  and ‘nom-imperiulism®,  both
‘ramps’ are ciapilaligt,

The wision 18 therefore false, But the
method of taking sides on Jssucs automatic-
ally with the ‘progressive” camp i3 radically
false even tor the USSR,
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A moedel of how to judge from an indepen-
dent profetoriagn standpoint even those states
(China in the "30s, the USSR} that we have
good and imperative reason o support, is
given in a discussion by Trotsky with a Chin-
ase comrade,

“Trowsky: ... The dogan ‘for revolitionary
uru'q» with the Soviet Union, with the proles-
arigrs of the whole world” showld rather be,

‘Linity with the proletariot of the whole world .

and for an alliance with the Soviet Unjon on
the basis of ¢ conerele programme In the
intererts of the {iheration of Ching’ The
Sowviet Union i now the bureaucracy — no
hlind confidence in the Sovier Urnion!

Li Fuden: {f the Nonking [Chiang Kai
Shok |  govermmen:  should enter into on
alfignee with  the . Sovier nion, and the
alliomee should be of suech o nature as to barm
Ching and benefit only the Sovier Unjon,
whiat sfould owr grtitude be towards it7

Trotsky: A milliary alliznce against Japan
world he i any cote preferable for Ching,
even With the bureaucracy as it is, But then
we st oy that we demand thar the Soviet
Llnfon deliver munitions, arms for the workers
and peazanis, special commitiesy must be
creaied i Shamghai, in workers’ cenires: the
freaty must be eloborgied with the participar-
e not anly with the KMT but also with the
warker aid peasant organisations.

We wsk for an open proclamation from the
Soviet bureaucracy that at the end of the war
no part of China would be occupied without
the consent of the Chinese people, etc,

Li Fu-jen: Do pou then think that the
Sovier Lnlon could be capable aof corducting
att imperialistic policp

Trawky: If it & capable of OF g ARing
Jrame-ups, killing the revolutionaries, i i
capahle of oll possible crimes™,

(Trarsky on Ching, p.562-3, emphasis
added).

Remarkable dialogue! Carefully, precizely
and with the brutal honesty we need in order
to be sevolutionaries able to grasp and change
reality, Trotsky sizes up the allies he is
supporting fand he supported the USSR
against impetialism emconditionaliy),

Would Trotsky be capable of forgetting
about the concrete issues like the Fulklands,
ar consoling himself with the idea that
Argentina was non-imperialist and therefore
the junta could not possibly conduct an
“imperialistic’ policy?

Mo he would not. He did not accept the
Chiang Kai 8hek cligue or the Stalin burean-
cracy for  their symbaolic value, He had
concrete class reasons for allying with them.
Those set the limits of the alliafice. There was

Waging an anti-himperialist war?

no ideclogical or political subordination, He
never ceased to look at them in all their
details with the eyes of a mortally hostile
epponent. He never let the dark shadows of
their imperialist opponents obscure the
hideous anti working class features of Chiang
Kai Shek or Stalin,

The truth — no matter how bitter

Trotsky could never have fallen into the
method which allowed comrades to reach
pro-Argentine conclusions on the Falklands,

This method was to take the elements in
the sitwation {war, working class chauvinism
in Argentina expressed in Peronist ‘anti-imper-
inlist” terms, etc.) and rearrange them into a
superoptimistic sceftario culminating in revol-
utionary working class victory,

The chauvinist mobilisation on the politie-
al coat-tails of the bourgeodsic became trans-
formed — in some people’s heads — into a
mobilisation against the system.

Everything ‘favourable’ to the scenario
was highlighted, the rest faded oul. The most
blatant example was when the USFI press
cited a speech by the junta’s foreign minister,
Casta Mendez, as anti-impedalist good coin,
More widely, much was made of a jingo Arg-
entine demonstration where the slogan was
chanted, ‘Malvinas Yes, Galtieri No®, Faded
out was the ather part of the same chant —
according to the Economist — ‘The Malvinas
are Argentina's, the people are Peron's’. And
Peron's legacy was what Galtieri was trving to
appropriate; he was attempting to answer the
call of the Peronist leaders for o new caudilla,

The scenario was constructed; then, in
deference  do  the preat revolutionary
prospects, assessment of the war was read
backwards from the scenario. The sordid
details of Galtieri's sally were transmuted by
the assurance that it was only the first stage
of a process due to culminate in the most
militant anti-imperialist struggle,

This has been the method of ‘Pabloism’
(a bad term, but a common one) for 30
vears, It is not Mandsm, It is even below the
level of the serious bowrgeols commentators,
It breaks with what Trotsky defined as a
cardinal rule of the Fourth Internationsi:
“Tu face reality squarely... to call things by
their right names, 10 speak the truth to the
Masses, no matter how bitter it may be™,

In the final analysis ‘scenario’ politics is
fantasy politics, and Fantasy politics is passive
politics, Instead of using Marxist realism as
a preparation for a revolutionary changing of
the world, it means ‘changing the world® in
our heads by way of wishful thinking,

The logic of the class struggle

It means faillng to follow the cardinal
injunction of Marxism, expressed by Trotsky
in the Transiional Programme thus: “To be
guided by the logic of the cliss strugple™,

The Mogic of the class struggle” includes
for us the logic of genuine liberation move-
ments, These can be complementary Ty, and
not countérposed to, the class struggle of the
working  class internationally and in the
oppressed countey. But if there Is no issue
of liberation struggle actually involved in the
wit, then it becomes possible to take sides
only outside of the logle of the class sirugele,

In the letter to Rivera Trotsky describes
the sectarians as following closely behind and
‘correcting” him, adding a moustache where
he draws u woman's face and an err whers
he draws a cock und so on. He did not foreses
that 43 years later most of those calling them-
selves Trotskyists would use the art of collage
to cut out the picture he drew of China in
1937 and to paste it over the figure of Argent-
ina in 1982 — an Argentina thar has more in
common Wwith the Japan of 1937 than with
the China of that time.



Argentina and
the world economy

THE current debate on the British left
about whether to support Argentina in
the South Atlantic war has raised impor-
tant guestions about the role of Arpen-
tina within world capilalism.

Some who argue for supporting
Argentina contend that, since il is an
oppressed, semi-colonial nation, its fight
against an oppressor, imperialist nation,
Eritain, must be supported regardless of
the_ political nature of the military
regime,

On the other hand, some of those
who believe that socialists should con-
demn the war and argue for defeatism
on both sides have argued thal Argen-
tina is not a semi-colenial nation,

In the contex!| of this debate, there-
fore, the nature of the Areentinian
economy and its relation Lo the world
cconomy has become a contrdversial
issue, And il produces a need for dis-
cussion of modern imperialism.

The main purpose of this article is
to  present and analyse the known
historical and contemporary facts which
might help to clarify these guestions.

It subsidiary purpose is to argue thal,
even if (he nature of the Argentinian
eeonomy could be clearly established
(which I believe it cannot in terms of
the categories of the debate), this would
not be decisive in settling the dispute
about whether or not'lo support Argen-
Lina.

At the end 1 shall summarise the
reasons why 1 personally believe social-
J'.*f(lis should give no support to either
side.

The rise of Argentine capitalism:
1870-1929. ..

Back in the lath and |7th centuries
when bheel was neither corned nor
refrigerated and when the plunder of
gold and other treasures was the basis of
conguest, the land which is today
Arpentina was a neglected nutpost with
few inhabitants, settler or indigenous.

Only with the exodus of Ttalians and
Spaniards in search of land and liveli-
hood in the later 19th century did the
Republic of Buenos Aires and then
Argentina become economically signif-
icant. Between 18537 and 1930 Argen-
tine received 6,296,300 immigrants,

by Beb Sutcliffe

T8% of them from Spain or Italy.

In the 40-30 years before World War
1, Argentina’s development was prodig-
ious. A well-known economic historian
has said that at that time “Argenting
witnessed one of the highest growth
rates in the world for such a prolonged
period of time.” (1)

The growth was primarily based on
rapidly expanding cxport markets in
Europe first of all for wool and hides,
then for wheat and finallv, with the
advent of maritime refrigeration, meat,

Between the late 18605 and the onset
of the Great Depression in 19239, Argen-
tina’s population grew from 1.7 million
to 11 million. Its area sown with crops
grew from about 580,000 hectares to
over 25 million hectarés, Its railway net-
waork from 503 miles to over 38,000.(2)

Although primary agricultural
exports were the foundation of the
expansion, Argentina alse experienced

considerable  industrial  development
which was closely linked with raral
erowth,

By 1930 nearly a quarter of the
labour force worked in the industrial
sector, many of them still in industries
closely related to aericulture.

Much of the capital which financed
Argentina’s prowth was, of course, nod
local but came [rom the advanced
imperialist countries, especially Britain.

In I].‘?DD long-term Toreign invest-
ment in Argenling amounted to 81,120
million; this was 329% of the fixed means
of production in the country.

By 1213 foreign investment had risen
to 48%, of the total, an enormously
high proportion. After the war it fell
back again to 34% in 1927 (worth
#3.474 million}.

The largest investor by far was
Britain, In 1900 its share was 39%, a
proportion it maintained until World
War 2. Up to then between gne-third
and a half of the investment was in rail-
ways and another third in government
bonds. (3} This was a typical pattern of
19th and early 20th century foreign
mvestment similar to that in the USA,
Australia, Russiz and other countries.
{See Table 2).

In the period after World War |
growlh and foreign investment con-
tinued but at a lower level as a result of
the problems of the world economy.

Neonetheless one basic pattern of

Argentinian development was  main-
tained from 1860 to 1930; a relatively
open  economy, participating in the
rapidly  changing world  division  of
labour by specialising in a few primary
products (meat, grain and linssed) for
which world demand was strong and at
the same time beginning a domestic
industrialisation, Foreign capital and
foreign trade were both very important:
exports and imports were each worth
over a guarter of the value of GMNP;
between  one-third and one-half of
capital was foreign owned,

There is controversy among &conom-
ic historians as to whether in terms of
income per head Argenting was ahead of
or lagged a little hehind Australia and
Mew Zealand in 1900; but the patlern
and speed of development of the coun-
tries was very similar up to 1929,

Argentina was one of the few coun-
tries of the capitalist world outside of
Furope and North America enjoying tho
status of an economically advanced
gouniry. It was one of the 132 richest
nations in the world. By and large, up to
1930 Argentina, like Australia, was
being developed rather than underdeavel-
oped by world capitalism, It was not,
howeyer, o significant imperialist power
in the sense that its bourgeodsie did not
play a politically important or indepen-
dent role on the world political stage,

Australia wenl on Lo keep up with or
overtake the economically advanced
countries of Europe and Worth America
while Argentina did not, The reasons for
Argenting’s  later  failure have heen
analvsed a pood deal less than those for
its earlier relative success,

... And the decline

Some economists date the dividing of
the ways long before the Great Depres-
sion of 1922, Andre Gunder Frank, for
instance, concludes thal Argentina first
“missed the economic boat' in the late
19th century: “Between 18580 and the
First World War the relative weakness of
the working class and labour movement
relative to the export interests led to
excessive agricultural export orientation
instead of industrial protectionism,
Thus Argentina never realised the “Aus-
tralian model” of development (for
which it had certain advantages over
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Australis) and missed the hoal in irs
direct competition with Australia. (In
Australia the relative strength of the
working class imposed a much more
protective infant industry paolicy on the
agricultural interests), The result was
that the development af Australia, with
only half the population of Argentina,
has far outpaced that of Argentina since
then."(4)

Even il there is some truth in this,
the  evidence still suggesis  that the
growth of Argentina’s naticnal income
per head was ahead of Ausiralia®s until
1930,

Some of he decizive reasons Tor
the sethack to Argentina’s development,
therefore, must he sought after the
onset of the Great Depression.,

Paradoxically this period is always
pointed Lo a5 the major period of
Argentinag’s industrialisation, The
COUNLIY™S primary exports were cut off
hy the densression and so this forced
Argentinian capitalisis to scek out new
sodees of profit.

At the same time the worldwide
collapse of industry meant that Argen-
Linian industrizlists had less competitian
to fave. In any cuse the government
bupan to raise a high tariit wall around
Arpendinian industry, Arpenting, how-
aver, unlike  Australio, was excluded
from the discriminatory trading blocs
into which the post-1929 warld Wiy
diviehed, thoueh it made some  trade
dgrecmuents with Brilain, for instance

Fhe prodectionist policy was main-
tined through World War Two when
the siluation was improved by o hoom
in printary expores as owell, By [945 it
sl “produced an important industeial
Pourgeosie and working class and petire
horgeodsie,™ (5]

Phe ulal apricultural exporting inter-
enls st poditical power o the benefi
ul the growing national industreig] hour-
pevisie dnad the strengthening, organised
working  cliss two polentially
antagonistic groups who could be tem-
povasily allied only (hrough industrial-
alinn,  proteclionism  and  political
mationaalisa,

I wis une Lhe basis of such an alliance
thut Peron and his followers buile his

TABLE 1,

Argentinian exports — growth and composition.,

Total exports {Index 1875-79=100)
Percentage comnosition

Wool

Hides and skins

Meat

Wheat and corn

Linzeed

hers

Source: Diaz Alejandro, pp.5 and 18,

1875-79 1 200-04 1925-29
100 9] ¥
2.9 2210 8.2
38.1 11:2 a1

8.2 T2 154
0.7 5.l 40,7
nil 9.4
0.1 15.5 I5.4

*=not available
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nationalist, populist regime from 1945
until 1955, It remaing today  the
strongest latent force in Argentinian
poditics. The various military regimes
from 1955 to 1973 were all obliged,
like it or not, to continue the protec-
tionist, nationalist policies of Peromism
in order to placate the dominant forces
in Argentinian politics,

During this whale period Argentina
retreated from being an open SCONOMmY
with high penetration by foreign capital
towards relative autarky.

Exports and imports had both been
over a quarter of the GNP in the early
part of the century. Since 1940 they
have been well under 109,

The total value of foreign private
investment was $3,136 million in 1913,
withdrawal of capital and liquidations
in the Great Depression had reduced
it to 82 580 million by 1940,

Peron’s nationalisations of the 1940s
and Furcher withdrawal of capital cut if
Lo about §1,235 million by 1949, There
it stayed until a sudden and short build-
up in the early "60s to send it up to
about §1 500 million by 1965,

Over the next ten vears of political
upheaval some foreign capital entered
Argentina on the one hand {mainly to
buy up existing firms for petroleum
production) while capital lelt mori-

bund industries on the other hand. So
by 1975 the total had only been raised
to B2,000.(a)

The claim made in a recent article in
the Militant (weekly magazine of the
Socialist Workers Party in the United
States) that “the reason for the Bap
between [Canada and Argentina] is
explained by the principal difference
between them: Argentine economic
development has been deformed and
distorted by the predominant role that
foreign capital has plaved in the devel-
opment of industry, and by the funda-
mental influence that imperalist com-
panies  exert on  the Argentinian
state” {7) s, therefore, extraordinarily
wide of the mark.

One of the striking features of the
last 50 years of Argentina’s develop-
ment is in fact the extremely small
amount of foreign investment which has
taken place, The real value of foreign
owed capital in Argenting today is far
less in absolute terms than it was in
19131 In 1955 foreign capital was only
3.1% of tolal capital stock, and it

cannct  be much  higher than that
today. (&)
About 1,000 out of Argentina’s

33,000 industrial firms are foreign-
owned.
That is not to say foreign capitalists

\

TABLE 2,

Fareign Investment in Argentina,

Tastal value of Toreign capital LS S

Percvntae of total copital stock
Share off

LIsA

Lk

Ol s

Shane invesied in
Barilways

Stare Bonds
Irlustry

{Mher

Petrnleuam

sonrees: Alde Ferrer, The A rrelfine Feonomy: Raul Mevra,
Comereial Evpaneda, 1980 Dz Alejandro, Frvavs.

= ot availa e,

1913 1&g
3,136 2580
477 20.4
| 20
an &l
40 20

Uk only
33 G0
21 20
46 ;:
I &
nil nil

15944 1965 1975
1,255 1,800 2,000
a4 * "

b 55

*

: 45
IS only

S & #

*® £ *
67 b 66

9 & 232
24 " 12

“Las inversiones extranjeras en Atgantina®™, fnformacion
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are not influential, In part Toreign induos-
trial capital is concentrated in a few key
economic sectors and in the largest
firms. Taking only the 100 largesi of
Argentina’s industrial firms, then 60%
of their total sales are the sales aof
foreign owned businesses,

In the politically unstable period
since 1955, US and European capital
has seemed maore interested in controll-
ing Argentinian industry than in devel-
oping it. It has repatriated a notorious-
ly high proporlion of its local profits
and ils policies have helped to hold back
private capitalist industry in Argentina.

Role of the state

Apart from a number of important
holding companics, Argentinian capital-
ist firms are relatively small, 11 is the
dlale which since the Peron period had
been the major capitalist enterprise in
Arzenting, The large public seclor now
dominates energy and transport and
includes armaments, most of the steel
industry, and some major branches of
agricultural marketing.

The state also plavs a very important
rale in Argentina’s exceptionally highly
developed linancial system, 47% of total
deposits are held in state-owned banks,
IR in Argentinian-owned private banks
and 15% in foreign-owned hanks,

The potential economic power of the
state. has not been  successtully
employed to speed Argentina’s growth
not only because of internal contradic-
lions but alzo because of restrictions
imposed  from  outside on a debtor
povernment, In parficular there was the
notorious  set of austerity  measures
imposed by the IMF on Argenlina in
the mid-1960s.

The IMF's policies were an ecarly
attempt by imperialist interests, in
alliance with sections of the Argentinian
ruling class and military, to break the
meould of Peronisl economics and create
a more welcoming climate for foreign
investment,

But, in spite of the growing encour-
apement of pro-imperialist governments
ever since 1953, foreign capital has
generally shunned Arpentina in favour
of other countries like Brazil and some
South East Asian countries,

Frank sees the period since 1965 as
"4 permanent political emergency in
which the agro-export interests, in
alliance with sectors of the big indus-
trial bourgeoisie (now increasingly allied
with American and  continental
European instead of traditional British
capital), have sought to discipline the
labour force sufficiently to impose an
Argentinian version of the Brazilian, or
at least the Mexican model(9), He con-
cludes that “the strength of the Argen-
tinian working class . . . prevented the
measures that superexploit labour — the
measures necessary for a smooth func-
lioning of the “Brazilian model™ "

Compared with 1929 the Argentina
which Peronism created and which per-
sists to a great extent today was protec-
tivnist and  solated.  Government
policies had  obstructed the further
growth of primary exporls and created
a guite widespread and integrated indus-
Irial sector, but one which was
incapable  of competing in world
markets. Growth was continuous but
erindingly slow. Argentina failed to
share fully in the great post-war boom,
Its rank fell from one of the top twelve

capilalist nations in 1929 o number 31
(in terms of GNP per head) in 1980.

During the course of this debate the
historical comparison of Argentina with
Australia has frequently been supple-
mented by a contemporary comparison
with Canada, whose populalion is very
similar, but one which is much more
dominated by foreign, particularly US
capital, The comparison shows, of
course, a very wide economic disparity.
Argenting is a far poorer and less
developed country; its national income
per head is only 23% of that of Canada,
its manufaclurdng oufput  29%  of
Canada’s and so on. Though it has been
distorted in the left press (10) those differ-
ences  are important  and  cerlainly
conslilute evidence of a gualitative
difference hetween the two economics.

But it iz also relevant to make a
parallel  comparison with  another
country, say Zaire, whose population is
almost  the same. That comparison
shows that (he disparities between
Argentina and Zaire are in most respects
much wider than those hetween
Argenting and Canada, Zaire's GNP pe
head is only 12% of that of Argentina,
its manufacturing output less than 2%,
Its death rate is 18 per thousand com-
pared with Arpentina’s 8 per thousand
(Britain’s is 12 per thousand), and seo
o1

It is hard e conclude very much
from such simple quantitative compar-
isons about the role of countries in the
world economic system. But [ think
that they suggest that it is as diffizult to
place Argentina in one politico-econam-
ic category with Zaire as it is to place it
in the same category as Canada. This is
further evidence that an understanding
of the workings of the world capitalist
system requires a more sublle catepor-
isation than the crude contraposition
of advanced imperialist nations and
backward oppressed ones,

After 1976: from proteclionism
to a new model

Mearly all economic commentators
agree that the 1976 coup marked an
attempt by the Argentinian military,
along with (especially American) imper-
ialist interests, to end the long political
and economic crisis,

The intentjion was to take the Argen-
tinian economy back to its heyday
befare the 1930s — to dismantle tariffs
and protectionism  opening up the
economy  to imports; to restore the
central importance of primary exports,
this time including oil; to extend a
welcoming embrace to foreign invest-
ment; Lo break the old alliance between
national industrial capital and  the
workers by the ruthless elimination of
lame indusirial ducks, the destruction of
the unioms by a huge cut in the #al pay
of Argentinian workers and incidentally
to curb the astronomic inflation.

As with Thatcherism and Reagan-
omics, the junta’s plans entailed the fact
that the economic situation would have
to get worse before it got better, But it
was supposed to wotsen briefly to pave
Fhe way for a truly epoch-making
ilmprovement,

Instead, the experiment has gone
increasingly wrong, A huge industrial
slump has happened and weal indus-

tries have been bankrupted by the score.
And the real wages of workers have
been cut in half,

But exports have failed to boom and
foreign capital has remained wary of
coming in. A bref inflow beiween
1977 and 1979 has been offset by the
closure and withdrawal of a number of
foreign  manufacturing  firms — their
local market had wvanished and they
could or would not export.

Inflation has been reduced but not
controlled and a financial crisis has been
developing; several major bhanks have
failed owver the last 18 months.

These policies led both to a.sharp
decline in the profits of private and
public companies and to a sharp
increpse in the government deficit, Both
ol these situations led to a staggering
increase in Arpentina’s foreign dehts,
public  and private, They probahly
amount to around 335,000 million —
more  than len times the wvalue of
productive Toreign capital invested in
Argentina,

This situation would have brought
Argentina close to a major defaull even
without the South Atlantic war, It
should noi, however, be exapeeraed,

Peron

One of the reasons for the high level of
official debt is the fact that the govern-
ment has since 1976 mainlained very
high real interest rates and because
Argenting has a relatively highly sophis-
ticated banking and financial system
which has attracted foreign short-term
deposits in Argenlinian banks, coming
both from imperialist and from other
Latin American countries,

Hence  as  short-term  debis  have
grown so there has been a huge counter-
parl growth in Argentina’s gold and
foreign exchange reserves which at the
start of Lhis vear were worth 310 billion.

In addition, and much less generally
known, Argentina as well as having large
forcign debts has almost equally large
lorcign assets. The only recent estimate
of these puts them at §30,000 million,
almost as large as Lhe debts, though they
are  extremely  difficull to  estimate
exactly {11},

Owerall, therefore, contrary o
general belief, Argentina may not be a
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debtor counlry. Those who are ohliged
to pay the foreign debts, however, are
not the same as the holders of the
foreign assets. Some are held abroad in
the personal bank accounts of the hour-
geosie and mililary hierarchy against the
day when they find it wise to leave;
some are held by banks; and a few
Argentinian companies have themselves
invested money in other Latin American
countries,

In March this vear, therefore, Argen-
tina’s large international assets were not
in such a form thal they could alleviate
the deepening economic and financial
crisis or avert the threatening political
crisis. of Gallieri’s regime to which it
was leading,

Craltiern and his cconomics minister
Roberto Alemann planned a sudden last
ditch atlempt to implement the jufita’™
long term economic plans — a tightening
of monetary control, a new purge of
inefficient  firms, new cutbacks in
government spending and higher taxes
and wholesale hiving off of the public
sector, Such a plan would be bound to
excite renewed workers opposition and
signs of a new militancy had been emer-
ging ever since mid-1981.

It was in that context that the junta
planned its invasion of the Falklands/
Malvinas, Given the continued strength
of the Peronist-led workers opposition,
the junta attempted to use what seemed
the only way of neutralising the
obstacles to its econoamic policies — to
excite a wave of national chauvinism,
Having failed to eliminate the old
national bourgeoisie/organized working
class  alliance the regime sought to
politicaily asaimilate itself to it while
eoonomically attacking it

Neither semi-colanial nor
imperialist

The analvsis of this article leads me
to conclude that Argentina cannot he
defined as either a semi-colonial or as an
imperialist country.

There are many on the left who
might say that statement was illogical
in that every country has to be one
thing or the other. It is true that at the
heginning of this century that Marxist
analysts revealed how the development
of capitalisrm had led to a new hierarchy
of nations — a select group of economic-
allv advanced, oppressor nations and the
great mass of economically backward,
colonial and . semi-colonial  nations,
Bolitically this provided a theoretical
background 1o the wview that there
existed both reactionary (imperialist)
and progressive {anti-imperialist) forms
of nationalism.

Later Marxists have rightly used this
distinction to argue that in certain cases
socialists should suppart the actions of
even reactionary governments in semi-
colonial coundrigs because they were
directed against national appression.

These points, if correctly emploved,
can still provide insights. But they can
also be abused, It is wrong to say that
impenalism or the epoch of world-wide
capitalist domination resulted in an
unalterable division of the world into
two tvpes of nation, Just as earlier
socialists recognised the changing hier-
archy of nations so we should observe
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that it has continued to change — in
twe ways in particular. One is the emer-
gence after World War 2 of a single
dominant imperialist power, the USA,
which cven today produces a quarter of
the world’s cutput, The second iz the
emergence, or rather cultivation, of a
few countries at an intermediate level of
economic development which act econ-
omically and mllitarily as subalterns of
imperialist hierarchy of nations. In any
case  there is no rigid coincidence
between the economic level of a nation
and its status in the hierarchy of world
power,

Neither from the point of view of its
relative level of ¢conomic developmedt,
nor from the point of view of its rela-
tions with the rest of the capitalist
world, nor finally from the point of
view of its role in the capitalist hierar-
chy of nations, is il possible to allocate
4 country nke Argentina between two
mutually exclusive categories of nation,
From all these standpoints it occupies
an intermediate posilion,

‘Sub-imperialism’

In Latin America some Marxist
writers have devised the {erm “sub-
imperialist™ to describe these countries
The most frequently cited examples
are Brazil since 1964, South Africa and
Iran under the Shah,

There are, of course, many extremely
economically backward nations which
have pro-imperialist rulers, But the sub-
imperialist countries are a special case
because their relative economic advance-
ment gves their rulers an element of
real independence and initiative on the
world stage as well as the material
resources on which to base an active,
interventionist repressive role in relation
to lesser countries.

Argentina in some ways fits this des-
cription and in some instances has acted
as a sub-imperialist power. From its
social and demographic siructure it
looks more like a poor mature capitalist
economy, rather than an underdevelop-
ed one, And for a century it has been a
biz power in its repion. But it has
not become one of the elect because of
its inherenl economic and political
instability, And that, as T have argued, is
related to the intimidating strength of
its working class.

It iz important to clarify all these
aspects of Argentina’s e¢conomy and
clags atructure for many reasons includ-
ing the analvsis of the present conflict
and its causes, But [ do not think that
such a clarification would decide the
question of whether socialists should
support Argentina in the present war.

Even if it could be unambiguously
established that Argentina was  an
oppressed, semi-colonial nation that, in
my opinion, would not convert jts role
intc an anti-imperialist one indepen-
dently of its aims and of the origing of
the South Atlantic dispute.

Galtieri’s aim was to assume, hy
force against the will of their largely
non-exploiting inhabitants, soversignty
of the islands — a move which if it were
accomplished successfully would objec-
tively do nolhing, either actually or
potentially, to increase the living stan-
dards or independence of the people of
Argentina, Galtieri himsell is presum-
ably well aware of this. In anyv case his
purpose in making the invasion was to
preduce a wave ol nationalist senti-
ment in the shelter of which he might

impose further economic hardship and
political repression. He did it as a des-
perate last attempt to avert the demise
of his regime.

The arrogance of Thatcher’s reaction
does not aller the totally reactionary
motivation and context of the Argen-
tinian invasion and should not, in my
view, stop socialists in  Britain and
Arpentina from arguing for an instant
cessation of the reactionary acts of bath
governments, It does not convert the
strugele into a war befween two camps,
one of them being objectively progres-
sive. And for socialists to interpret it in
that way leads to a loss of an indepen-
dent  vision of a world based on
humanity, freedom and justice and not
on a choice hetween evils,
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== \WSL minority tendency

Against neutrality:
defend Argentina

Many within the WSL disagree with the
present majority position on the Falk-
lands which is one of defeatism on both
sides linked to demands for the with-
drawal of Argentinian troops from the
Falklands and self-datermination for the
islanders,

Unfortunately there seems to be a
lack of clarity as to what defeatism on
hoth sides actually means for our posi-
tion on the war,

Contrary to the impression which
mayv be given, to call for defeatism in
Britain does not imply a call for the
victory of the Argentine forces ower
British forces. We have to be absolutely
honest and say that it means neutrality
in the military conflict between Britwin
and Argentina, There has been agree-
ment on the call for the defeat of the
British forces but mer by the Argentine
foroes.

What defeatism means

Defeatism means the defeat of your
own ruling class by the working class. It
means “the main enemy is ot home™. [t
means; British workars and soldiers turn
your guns on vour ownofficers and
ruling class because our own ruling class
is an imperialisd ruling class, That iz a
hasic Marxist position that we hold in
all wars at any time which are being
waged by our own ruling class, The
question is, what position do we hold
tor the other side in the war, in this case
Argentina? If we hold, as we do, a revo-
lutionary  defeatist position for the
Argentine working class, then we are
saving: Both working classes defeat
vour own ruling class; the outcome of
the war iz irrelevant; a victory for ohe
side would not be more progressive than
the other. In other words, we are
neutral in the military conflict between
the two stale powers, both in the linal
oulcome and in particular battles or
clashes. This is oflen a correct position
to hold, We would always hold it in the
case of a war belween two imperialist
powers, It would often be our posilion
in the case of a war between non-imper-
ialist powers — like Iran and Iraq. In the
case of a war between a major imperial-
ist power and a non-mperialist power,
however, it can be fundamentally
wrong. It even questions whether we

would favour the defeat of the British
forces by the Argentine forces if it
happened.

Such a position of neutrality reflects
in part the very different material con-
ditions prevailing at prezsent in Britain as
against those facing the Argentine
workers, In Britain of course there is no
conscription, no danger of air strikes at
our mainland, no enemy fleet cruising
12 miles off the coast threatening to
attack any ship or aircraft which
ventures out of port, and no overt
austerily measures,

Conditions in Argentina

Conditions in  Argentina are very
different., The working class cannot

escape from the fact that their country:

is under attack. The whole male popula-
tion has been conscripted; and there is a
foreign, imperialist navy offshare with
zuns and missiles trained on Argentine
targets. The imperialist response to
Craltieri’s  adventure in invading the
Falklands has in turn trigeered a wave of
anti-imperialist militancy. In the mass
mobilisation on the streets can be seen
the most advanced, class conscious ele-
ments in the Argentine workers’ move-
ment, exploiting the opening in the
repression to put forward the slogan
“Malvinas yes — Galtieri no!™

Effects of the war

It is in this context that every major
current of Trotskyism, with the excep-
tion of the WSL, has concluded that the
war creates conditions to rafse the con-
sciousness of the Argentine wmrking
;lass and develop the struggle against
impetialism. The closer we get to Latin
America, the more unanimous are
political tendencies that a victory for
Argentina would creale hetier
conditions for the struggle to oust
Galtieri and the junta. Yet from
England, the WSL majority tells them
all that they are wrong.

Indeed, since the majority position
suggests — at least implicitly — that the
cause of the Argentine workers might
be better served by a military victory
of British imperialism than by an Argen-
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tine victory, it is worth looking a little
more closely at this scenario, Would a
defeat for Galtieri precipitate a resur-
gence of workers' militancy in Argen-
tina, a resumption of the mass aclion
which pushed Galtieri into his initial
invagion, and produce a heightened
confidence among workers of  their
ability to topple the imperialist-backed
junta which has so savagely repressed
them?

This might be argued to be the case
were it true that the predominant
mood among the workers was hostility
to the war. But all the signs are that the
workers identify with the fight against
British imperialism. They would regard
a setback in that war as a setback for
them. We have no reason to presume at
present that wnder the blows of such a
setback the working class — which had
not been strong enough previously to
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topple the junta — will suddenly find
renewed strength, Indecd a beaten and
isolated Galtieri could even seek ways to
utilise such a situation to rally “national
unily™ in a beleagured Argentina, and
implant the Malvinas diversion as a
central obstacle to further moves of the
working class,

Cutside Argentina the masses of
Latin America would witness a bloody
setback inflicted upon a whole nation
by imperialist armed force. We cannot
precisely ‘quantity” such a blow (o the
consciousness of the masses; but it
would certainly shape the thinking and
thus the actions of those in strugele
against imperialist control,

The majority comrades have placed
greal  score  in the nature of the
Argentine regime. But fo stand for the
defence of Argentina in the war dows
nol mmply, of course, support for the
blood-drenched military junta, It means
standing  with an oppressed rarion
against an appressor, The government of
the day in the oppressed nation is an
importanl  issue  which we have to
address ourselves to, but it is secondary
to the struggle against imperialism.

Trotsky's very clear views on this in
the cases of Brazil, China and Mexico
have been quoted by every major
Trotskvist grouping to illustrate the
point. Maturally the majority comrades
teply to this with the lime honoured
answer to all quotes — thal they are
“torn oul of context”, As always the
use of historical examples can provide
no perfect parallels, but the point is
does the central point being made have
validity ?

Repeatedly, on numerous conflicts
Trotsky argues that it is perfectly
possible Lo stand on the side of a reac-
tionary regime when imperialism is on
the ather side, The similarities hetween
the Falkland conflict and the Japanese
attemprt 1o conquer China can  he
debated, but whal cannot be dehated is
thai he arpued for standing on the side
of a mass murderer of communisis, He
polemicised against those who could not
draw a correct line because they started
from the nature of the Chiang Kai-Shek
regime.

Having drawn this distinction,
Trotsky goes further and connecls this
with the way revolutionarics intervene
and fight for leadership in the mass
movement.He zavs:

In the midst

“Chiang Kai-Shek iz the executioner
of the Chinese workers and peasants.
But today he is forced, despite himself,
ta strugglesagainst Japan®. (It is) the
duty of all workers’ organisations of
China to participate actively and in the
front lines . . . without abandoning for a
single moment their own programme
and independent activity . . . To be able
to replace him (Chiang) it is necessary
to gain decisive influence among the
proletariat and in the army, and to dao
this it is necessary, not to remain sus-
pended in the air, but to place onesell in
the midst of the struggle, We must win
influence and presiige in (he military
atruggle against the foreign invasion.
[Trotsky uses the word ‘invasion®
because he is referring to an invasion, an
Brazil he talks about ‘military conflict’]
and in the political struggle against the
weaknesses, the  deficiencies, the
internal betrayal.”
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Whilst accepting all the differcnces
between the Japanese invasion of China
and the Falkland war, how does that
measure up to whatl the WSL is saying
to the Argenline working class, who
have a long and proud history of
slrugele. We are saying that despite the
fact that the war is being waged against
British imperialism by the Junta, oppose
the war. Campaign for the withdrawal
of the troops who are locked in combat

with Thatcher’s army. Black war
supplies, campaign apgainst the war
effort.

Such a position, were we in Argen-
tina, would completely separate us off
from the entire working class not only
of Argentina bul of Latin America as
a whaole. Far from fighting for leader-
ship in the anti-imperialist movement
we would simply become known as
those who opposed the anti-imperialist
WHT dgainst Britain,

The  majority

comrades  tackle

Trotsky's views in several other ways.
First, they gquestion whether Argentlina
is in fact a non-imperialist power, and
define il as “sub-imperialist™. Secondly,
they say that Trolsky's position would

Trotsky
only apply in the case of an invasion of
the Argentine mainland aimed at the
conguest and military  suppression of
Argentina, (Something which is absolu-
tely inconceivable), But  these two
positions are contradictory. The first
backs up an often-expressed view of the
NC majorily comrades that Argentina is
4 middle-ranking capitalist power liltle
different to Britain. The second savs
that in the event of a war of conquest
against Argentina it would be reparded
as fundamentally different and
Trotsky s view would apply,

The NC majority say that they waould
support  Argenting in 8 war against
imperialism anly if national liberation
wag involved, And national liberation is
defined to mean andy the struggle to
remove, or defend against direct imper-
ialist rule through conguest, What the
comrades have done is to define
nalional liberation and war in such a
way that they will never be called upon
to defend Argentina.

Bul the facts are that Argentina is
subject to  national domination by
imperialism, Mational rights are involved

the right of a non-imperialist nation
to recover what it thinks is its property
from imperialism, without having to
face attack and discipline from the
military force of imperialism, Argentina

i8 a non-Amperialist dependent atate.
And it is at war, in defence against
imperialist atlack.

The majority comrades argue  at
great length, and place greai SCOTE, 48
to  whether we have changed our
position or not (although they would
be better discussing whether we are
right or wrong rather than if we have
changed). There have certainly been
mistakes since April 2nd by a majarity
of comrades in the leadership. The esti-
mations of the war by the majority
(not the majority as it now stanids)
have varied between treating it as a joke
to a consistent underestimation of its
significance, From then until the first
bombing of Port Stanley airstrip, a
majority view held that the most likely
outcome would be military intimida-
on to hack up diplomatic moves
limiting military action to “skirmishes”,
Pressure for this came from comrades
who now form the majarity.

A third strand of argumenl is to
brand the anti-imperialist mohilisation
of workers in Argentina — or even Latin
America as a whole — as no more than
“chauvinism”. This position yet again
ohliterates any distinction between the
status of imperialist Britain and depen-
dent, non-imperialist Argenting. And it
ignores  the wery real contradictions
within the mobilisation of the masses
that has followed the escalation of the
war, The hundreds of thousands of
workers on the streets are denounced in
one lump as “chauvinists” — thus dis-
missing. any prospect of developing the
anti-imperialist dyvnamic of this move-
ment in the direclion of the overthrow
aof the nearest element of imperialist
control — the junta itself, To make calls
for the arming of the workers, expro-
priation of imperialist holdings and
overthrow of Galtieri a reality, it is
necessary to find a point of connec-
tion with the most advanced warkers.
That connection is plain only from the
standpoint  of defending  Argenting
against imperialism comhined with
the exposure and political struggle
against Galtieri's junita.

The position of the minority is

congistent with the TILC resolution
adopted al Easter, which s=aid the
following:

“While recognising that the present
conflict is resiricted to the Falklands
issue, in the event of a full-scale war
between  Britain  and  Argentina  we
would be unequivocally for the defence
of Argenling.'

{The majority comrades now invoke
the first sentence (o nullify the para-
graph bt sinee any war and any scale of
military action which arises out of this
conflict will be ostensibly “over the
Falklands™ it iz obviously a false inter-
pretation),

This paragraph is important, because
although we may disagree now over
what constitutes an all-oul war, the
paragraph clearly shows that the resolu-
tion saw a war hetween Britain and
Argentina as something different to an
inler-imperialist war. It recoenised (hat
a stage could arise when we would have
to  defend Argentina  and  made
provisions for iL.

Stage of development

IT the nalure and stage of develop-
menl of Argenline capitalism and the
decline of British imperialism as the




comrades argue invalidates a comparison
with Trotsky’s views (guoted above)
now, then the same was the case onA pril
9th at the TILC meeting. If the
view that Areentina and Britain =re
similar middle-ranking capitalist states is
right now, il was right then. The view of
course does not hold. Militarily there is
no comparison, Argentina is economic-
allv Idupn:ndenl on imperialism, mainly
US imperalism, Like most of Latin
hmunca,_ it is a producer of primary
commodities, in its case grain and beef,
lor export., Argentine private industry.
is heavily dependent on foreign, maostly
US, invesiment, and the state industries
and services are heavily dependent on
vast loans [rom foreign banks resulting
i the current huge debis,

Loans to Argentina

The Telegraph City Comment of May
I&th pave some inferesting figures on
recent Western bank loans to Latin
American countries (which should he
seen in relationship to GNP):

“Since  the Falklands crisis, inter-
national banks have been taking a hard
look at the extent of their involvement
in loans not only to Argentina, but to
the whole of Latin America, with the
result that many have begun to regret
their past generosity,. The latest figures
from the Bank for International Settle-
ments make it easier to understand why,
The bank, which monitors offshore
lending by international banks, reveals
that Latin America continued to attract
the ‘lion's share’ of new bank loans right
up until the end of last yvear,

“In the fourth quarter of 1981, inler-
national banks lent an extra $17.000
million to developing countries. OF that,
nearly $12.000 million went to Latin
America. Mexico alone borrowed an
additional 35,400 million while Brazil
took §4,200 million worth of new loans.
Argentina, though less avid for new
money, borrowed an extra §1.300
million, The BIS figures also show that
al the last count, banks had a total of
2182000 million out on loan to Latin
America. Apainst that, deposits from
the area, which are seen as the first line
of defence in the event of pavment
problems, amounted to just $55.000
million."

So, if the ohjection based on Argen-
fing economic development is not valid,
has the war reached the stage of an all-
out war? It iz certginly true that such a
stape was never adequately defined at
the TILC meeting. In debate, views were
expressed that this stage would come in
the event of an altack on the Argehtine
mainland. This was plainly inadequate,
and has to be reassessed in the light of
the unfolding of real events. A full-scale
war involving the destruction of most of

the Argentine navy and air force and
much of its army could clearly take
place without ever involving the Argen-
tine mainland, It is a false distinction to
hald a neutral position on a bloody war
raging between Argentine state power
and British imperialism in the South
Atlantic and on the Falklands and be
prepared to defend Argentina only in
the event of air strikes on mainland
hases — which would be a part of the
same war,

Already there are many reports of
British : forces opera tan_ an the
Argentine mainland, preparing military
operations  against bases and installa-

tions, Where would be stand on these?
Would we defend Argentina against
them whilst remaining neutral in battles
with the ships which landed them there?

In the first stages., when the task
[orce was dispatched, it was not at all
clear that Thatcher would be prepared
fo launch a war if diplomatic efforts
failed. The South Georgia operalion
was conducted without bloodshed and
the officers invited (o dinner alterwards.
It changed with the bambing of Port
Stanley airstrip., the smnking of the
Belgrano and the Sheffield, the shool-
ing down of aircraft and the extension
of the total exclusion zone to cover the
whole of the South Atlantic up to 12
miles off -the Argentine coast, prevent-
ing Argentine ships from leaving port.
At the same time the size of the task
force was doubled and the number of
troops at sea trebled. The decision had
been taken to go to war.

Whatever assessment we had made of
the previous period, and whether we
had been right or wrong in our assess-
ment of Thatcher’s inlenlions and the
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probable course of events, all hecame
irrelevant, It was now in our opinion an
undeclared war and should be treated as
such. On that basis we proposed at the
E¢’ on May 9th to change our attitude
Lo the war in line with the contingency
agreed in the TILC resolution, and
switch to a defence of Argentina
position.

This does not alter our assessment of
Galtieri’s motives in his invasion of the
Falklands, It was to head off a confron-
tation with the powerful Argentine
working class and therefore entirely
reaclionary. (Galtieri’s anti-imperialism
is phoney because he rests on imperial-
izm. He wanted to imvoke the strong
anti-colonialist  and  anti-imperialist
sentiment  in the Argentine working
class for his own ends. But hé clearly
miscalculated the response of British
imperialism, which saw it it a threat to
its authority and an opportunity to re-
establish some of the past elory of
British imperialism, and establish a posi-
tion  where  the forces of  British
imperialism has a record of military
intervenlion  far  beyond  Ireland.
Craltieri's problem was that he could not
stand againsl the British assaulc without
bringing forward the Argentine working
class and inflaming the strong and pro-
gressive  antidmperialist sentiments,
something which could dig his grave at a
later stage,

Mor does it alter the rights or wrongs
af the Argentine claim of sovereignty
nights over the Falkland: We cannot
ignore the fact that the Falklands were
taken by force from Argeniina as part
of Britain’s policy of colonial expan-
sion. We recognise that they were used
by Britain as a naval base o guard the
passage from the Pacific to the Atlantic
ovean, but if the settlers were a discinet
and viable community and were asking
for self-determination, we would sup-
port them. Geographical or historical
srguments would not apply, But they
are nof asking for sell-letermination,
They are militantly pro-imperialist and
determined to stay thal way. On top of
this, they are a population, as was said
in an earlier debate, the size of three
streels in Islington, and declining all 1he
lime. A third of them are there simply
because they are employed by Coalite
Company, who run the place like a
company cncampment. Obviously their
views and fears are a consideration and
could be decisive under different con-
ditions. Bul we cannot subordinate the
world political situation to the Falkland
settlers and give them an imperialist
vetn, Todoso would ignore the class
politics involved, The guestion of self
determination of the islanders has
equally become an irrelevant issuc. We
cannot allow the international class
issues involved to be subordinated to
1,800 people who as far as can be seen
could call in the fleet to throw (he
Argentinians out if they were given a
choice,

It i the inlernational strugele against
imperialism which should come first for
us now it has reached this stage. The
war has changed the parameters of the
situation we are dealing with. In other
words,  the  inlernational  dimension
becomes paramount. Britain is doing
what the UUSA has been unable to do in
any real war since the Vietnam war, to
impose its will on a non-imperialist
power. It is indeed a war of imperialis|



authority. The main plank of Thatcher
i5 Lhat Britain is now upholding inter-
national Jaw and order as US imperial-
istn claimed in Vietnam  and  Korea.
What Thatcher means is law and ordes
an dedined and interpreled by imperial
i, The dmplications of this are thal
the watcame o the war will have o
pridound elicct on the world politicsl
siluation  allerwarils, A wietnry  for
Britain would increase the confidenoe
ol workd finperialiso in using military
lorwe amd would begin ta estahlish (he

wse ol military Foree apainst non-imper-
Eilisl nalions as the aorm. Whilst o
defiar tor Brtuin would  deny he

iperinhists ol such w hoost and empha-
sise Lheir snahilily toowse foree success
tully

Meather s it just o maller of Brilish
inperialisime VS imperialisn, which hesi-
Lt Tor o weecks, came down an the ide
ol Brilain Like Thatcher, Fecagun would
prefer o pepediotel setithenment on
B’ termy foread on Arsenling by
iy threats and intimicdation, Bl

stnee iy s nol pesgille. with the ki
cadelt bebween British inperialism and
Mo amdi-imperialist sentinients o Lhe
mewerful  Araenline working  class
Ruspmen was Torced to openly state his

poethienn, Phe UEA b now clearly back-
i Pt eher with consicdershle mi Liry
it el supplics for ships gl in-flazhi
etvelling is move readily availalsie (o Lhe
sk Frovee, Sophislivaled radar cover s
evw beg supplicd T the extent ol @
sty Lwnched  CHip Bied' sy
sabullite. orbiting constantly  over the
Sl Adlantic, There s o doubn (h
aennbibed ool ol combal and
bt becal epunparere will b oongle avail-
able o Beilain Faun the USA as an
s feeessary. (nly g
Persi et smli-war Feeling ol lorme has
prenenid  Reaean o VI ol
sinibae adventures ol Bis ownd, To lock
Lis ap chey are also wsing e 10 8 0
Pt lisl politieal Blogck
Phio escalating muilitasy contlivl 14
Wl mrapations puloan emd fo s
tatetion ol Reapan™ prevarication
Pliowgely dlicis overall interests e Iy
ey ndentical, The LTNATS decision
Lo ok Brttain woas basaed on T s vss
ment ol s woubd best serve il
Wl interests, The nsk ol severe dis
Fupebive ol the 115475 relativoship wirh

len

the South American stales, through
undermining the Rio Treaty, OAS, ete.,
ware regarded by the US povernment as
less damaging than weakening links with
Western Duropean NATO  states and
their commaon  anti-USSE  cold® war
piodicies,

For us to call for the withdrawal of
the Argentine troops from the Falk-
lands, which the majority of the com-
rades argue for, under these conditions
15 incredible. To do that now the war
has  started would hand Thatcher a
massive victory on a plate, particularly
it the invasion of \he islands had started
and a land  war was  taking place.
(MNeither is it parochial to sav that such
4 demand Tor withdrawal of carried oot
would result inoanother Tory govern-
ment with o massive majority since it
would he an event of world signific-
HALE).

For British Trotskvists to call for the
withdrawal of Argentine trocps is thus
doubly unacceptahle, But of course this
does not mean lhat the issue i3 not g
perfectly legitimate question for debate
within the Argenline workers' move.
et 45 part ol a scrupele which shaald
centre  around  the slogans “Defend
Argenting; No Conlidence in Galtieri®,
The line of argument would then be
abvious:

I} Argenting s under attack and
must be defended sgainst imperialism,

2} But who is best placed to defend
Argenting? The Galtieri junta, hatchet
men of imperialism, whose crazy diver-
sionary adventure started a war aver a
side dssue instead of over the expropri-
atton of imperialist holdings? The Gal-
teri junta, who sent VOUNE conscripts
inta the invasion with erders nat to
shone back, who still shrink from any
break  with  imperialism,  who keep
thousands of militants in their prisons?
Lr the waorkers’ mavement, oreanised
in detachments to drive off the imperial-
IS0 uperessors and seize their real bul-
warks in Argenting their factories,
Franks and land?

A} The workers have been placed
under comseription — let the anions now
organise the arming and training of their
members  in independent  workers'
detuchments. Let the rank and file
saldiers organise their own committees,

and elect officers in whom they have
confidence to wage the struggle against
imperialism! Down with the officer
elite; down with the Galtieri juntal

4) Argentine workers have no inter-
&5t in the armed occupation of the Falk-
lands against the wishes of the popula-
tiomn most of whom are exploited
workers, Bul in the present conditions
it would be worse for the masses of
Latin Ametica as a whale if we were to
concede a victory to armed imperialist
ggperession, A withdrawal of imperialist
forees is the precondition for the Argen-
tine workers' movement 1o take up the
issue of the rights of the Falkland
islanders as part of the fighl on every
leve] Tor democratic rights and the over
throw of the Galtieri junta,

It was also argued that a victory of
the Argentine forces would strengthen
the junta and would therefore be NEga-
tive, There are two points about this,
Firstly, since the war is now a major
world issue, and its outcome will affect
the relationship of class forces on a
world  scale, the strengthening aor
wedkening of the junta could not be g
determining factor. But secondly, it
would net necessarily strengthen the
junta in the long or medium term.
Whilst it is not true 1o say that Argen-
lina 15 sub-imperialist, the junta does of
course rest entirely on  impetialism.,
Military juntss in non-dmperialist coun-
tries are the stooges of imperialiam. Like
a foreman’s relationship to an employer,
or a lieutenant’s relationship to the
generals. Therefore it imperialism is
weakened, as in the event of a British
defeat by Argenting, the dependent
military dictarorship must ultimately be
weakened and Galtieri would face that
situation under conditions where the
Argentine  working class would be
detinitely strengthened by the military
victary,

Despite  thizs  debate about  the
implications of the call for defeatism
in Argentina, we must not for one
moment be deflected from our total
involvement in anti-war work in Britain
For this, defeatism in Britain Bives s
the basis [or the slogans we need to
place at the front of our work: Down
with Thatcher’s war! Withdraw the
Fleet! Black war supplies! The main

enemy is at home!
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TILGC resolutions

April
1982

1, The Falkland Islands are a relic of
British imperialism to the sovereignty of
which the British ruling class has no
legitimate claim, apd which in  the
recent  past it has even tried to
relinguish to Argentina. Since that point
il has become clear that the islands
themselves and the adjacent area of
Antarctica seem cértain to he rich in oil
and minerals, offering a substantial
material incentive for the British imper
ialists to maintain their territorial claims

or at least to éxchange them only for
a puaranteed share of the possible
mineral pickings.

2. We repudiate any legitimacy of
British territorial ¢laims in the Falklands
or any legitimacy in relaled British
claims to resources in Antarctica,

3. We call for the immediate recall of
the British battle fleet, and campaign
against any military action or war over
the Falklands, which can only be
designed to preserve a relic of empire
and shore up the prestipe of British
imperialism. Any such war could have
onlv reactionary consequences in the
form of loss of life and a chauvinistic
fervour in both the Argentine and
British working classes.

4. But the pretext on which the
Arpentine junta has embarked upon the
invasion of the Falklands is equally con-
trived. In taking its action, the junta has
acted not against imperialism, bul in a
populist ploy designed to divert and
unite the Arpentine masses behind the
Cenetrals’ own repressive rule,

5, In doing 30 the Argentine dic-
rators have trampled upon the rights of
the Falkland inhabitants, who in them-
selves oppress and threaten no one and
should have the right to decide their
own future, Such action does nothing to
build anti-imperialist consciousness in
the Argentine working class, but rather
seeks to  generate  chauvinism  and
‘national unity’. We do not support this
action, and call for the withdrawal of
Argenting rroops,

6. We condemn the jingoism of most
British Labour leaders, and call for
labour movement action against the war
through public agitation and through
blacking military supplies.

7. While recognising that the present
conflict is restricted to the Falklands
issue, in the cvent of a fullscale war
hetween Britain  and Argentina  we
would be uneguivocally for the defence
of Argentina. Despite the leftist rhetoric
of the Labour leaders about the “fascist’

nature of the junta — with whom they
traded happily while in government -
such a war would not be a war for
democracy but a war for imperialist
authorily,

R, In any ewvent we call upon the
British and international working olass
to render all possible assistance to the
Argentine  workers in  their struggle
against the Galtieri dictatorship, for the
establishment of a penuinely anti-

imperialist workers’™ pgovernment  in
Argn_anﬁn_a. Instead of assisting the
Tories  in  their crisis by ‘patriotic’

support for the government, the British
labour mpvement should be using the

crisis to hasten Thatcher’s overthrow in:

the interests of the working class, and
giving all material and political support
ta the Argentine workers in the fight for
democratic and trade union rights,

APRIL 12 1982, Proposed WSL. Yoting for:
WSL, TAF. Against. LOR, RWL. Absent.
Socialist Fight.

August
1982

1. In the Malvinas wat, it was the duty
of revolutionaries to call for the uncon-
ditional military defence and victory of
Argentina, an oppressed nation, against
Britain, an imperialist power.

2. This position of revolutionary
defencism on the side of Argenting and
revolutionary defeatism on the side of
Brilain could in no way relieve Trotsky-
ists of the obligation to expose the
motive of the Galtienn invasion of
the Malvinas as an atlempt at diverting
the tising mass struggle apainst the
brutal regime into support for the
regime’s seizure of the Malvinas, Such a
position of defencism implies no con-
fidence in the Galtieri regime’s ability to
wage a penuine antiimperialist war
effectively,

3. Trotskyists in Argenting should
have intervened in the mass mobilisation
Galtieri could not avoid by pointing out
that the anti-imperialist masses coulyl
not rely on the Galtieri junla, hatchet
men of imperialism, to defend Argent-
ina and wage a consistent fight against
British imperalism. Rather, the masses
must look to the leadership of the
mighty Argentine workers’ movement,
organised in detachments to drive off
the imperialist aggressors and to seize
the rteal bulwarks of imperalism in
Argenting — the imperdalisi-owned fact-
ories, banks and land.

4. In the struggle to turn the war
over the Malvinas inlo an enlarged and
thoroughgoing strugele apainst imperial
ism and the reactionary junia, Trotsky-
ist militants should have attempted Lo
support and provide consistent leader-
ship to the wheole range of lactics
needed to advance this struggle, espec-
ially the occupation of factories and
other facilities directly controlled by
the imperialists. Such occupations
should be linked with the strugele lo

split the army by reaching soldiers
drawn from the working class around
issues arizsing from the junta’s allempls
Lo suppress such militant actions by the
anti-imperialist workers, With the mass
of Argentine workers already conscript-
ed, Trotskyists should have called for
the unions to arm and train Aheir
members  in  independent workers'
detachments; and for rank and file
soldiers to organige their own commit-
tees and to elect their own officers,
Through the course of the military
mobilisation, Troiskvists should  hawve
raised  the slopans, ‘Down with the
officer ehite’, "Down with the Galtier
junta’.

5. Arpentine workers have no interest
in the oppression or abose of the
Falkland Islanders. But voncern for the
fate of the Falkland Islunders must nol
divert allention from the serious harm
done to the strugeles of the Latin
American masses as n whole by the
victory of Britain’s armed impenalist
aggression in this war,

&, Throughout the Malvinas war,
Trotskyists should have strugeled Tor
the international working class and for
the British working class i particuluar to
render wll possible assistance to the
Argentine workers both in theis sirwgsle
againat British imperiabsm amd in thei
struggle against the Galtieri dictatorship.

AUGUST 2, 1982, Proposed RWL. Voring
for. RWL, LOR, TAF. Against. W5L, Alsont.
Socialist Fight.

It was wrong For Lhe April 19E2 resolul-
ion to slate that *“any such war could
have only reachionadry consgguences in
the Torm of loss of life and a chauvinist-
i fervour in both the Argentine and
British waorking classes”™. Nationalism
and naticnalisrm are two things, and the
nationalism of the Argenline workers
is not reactionary, but a progressive anil
legitimale anti-imperialist currenl,

Furthermore, the resolution savs ol
the Argentine troops on the Malvinas
that ““In taking its action, lhe junta has
acted not against imperialism, butl in a
populist ploy..” Yel Lhe junta has, in
fact, under the pressure of the masses —
bul viz a populist manoeuvre — chall-
enged imperialism, And, as the bona-
partist dictatorship it is, naturally il
did nol mohilise the masses for a
genuine anti-imperialist strugale. Never-
theless we regard the junta’s slep as
ohiectively anti-imperialist and historic-
ally progressive,

The self-determination line on the
izlanders was also wrong, It implied that
the real problem with the imperialist
war was that it did nol benefit the
islanders {and cost human life), There-
fore a class struggle against the war must
be waped in Brilain and Argentina,

But it is a question of verilers on the
Malvinas. Since whén has it been Trot-
skyist policy wo support imperialism’s
settlers?

AUGUST 2, 1982, Proposed. TAF. Yoting
for. RWL, LOR, TAF. Against. WSL. Absent;
Socialist Fight,

Page 30



MARTIAL LAW
POLAND

Resolution of the TILC, December 1981

The declarailon of martial law by the leader
of the Polish CP and Prime Minister Gen-
eral Woycieck Joruzelski is aimed at smash-
ing the independent f(rade union
‘Solidarnosc’, and stemming the revolu-
tionary striggle of the Polish working class.

The determination of the regime to
accomplish their objective is shown by the
shooting down of miners and other protest-
ore &nd the mass internment of all Solidar-
nosc activists, incloding the imprisonment
of Lech Walesa.

The inatitution of the Military Council of
National Salvation’ is not a mililary coup.
[t ia the use by the leading elements of the
Polish Stalinist buresucracy of the state
power &t their disposal. Indeed the
'Council’ inclodes several ministers and
deputy ministers, The dictatorial power
which preserves the position of Stalinist
sureancracies throughout Eastern Europe
186 in Poland come oul into the open.

The ‘Martial Law’ decision shows the
mpossibility of the buresucracy ever co-
xigting with genuinely independent irade
inions 8a the organisations of the working
lass. The bureaucrats only allowed these
\nions to exist for s brief period in Poland
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because their own power had been weaken-
ed by the mass movement of the Polish
working class.

Yet from the outset they had employed &
twin tactic. On the one hand they sought
to suck in the leadership of Solidernosc and
integrate it into the bureaversey; on the
other they used the time created by their
temporary concessions (o regroup and
better prepare their counter-attack if their
bid at integration foiled.

There will now be no compromises made
by the bureaucrecy. They are desparaie
and ruthless in their drive to stamp out the
rival power of Solidernosc. Any indepen-
dent voice of the working class must stand
as g threal to the bureaucratic power and
privilege of a bureancracy which feeds off
the country’'s nalionelised property
relations.

Who calls the tune?

The Thursday before the Martial Law saw
& vigitto Poland by the Russian hesd of the
Warsaw Pact. No doubt he informed
Jaruzelski that if he and the Polish bureau-

cracy did not oct then the Warsaw Pact
would. Indeed it is the leading caste of the
armies of Eastern Europe which are the
forces closest to the Kremlin bureaucracy.
Not only were the Eastern European states
crealed under the protection end watchful
eve of Stalin's Red Army, but so were the
post-war officer corps, There are constant
joint manceuvres, and most of the present
leading officers including Jornzelski are
Russian-trained. The coup itself was
planned months ago, but it i8 clear that not
only did the USSR prompt the move, but
that if Jarurelski had not dene the job,
Soviet troops would have moved in, despite
the enormous problems that would have
cansed the Kremlin bureavcrsis.

But if the threat was most directly aimed
at the Stalinist bureaucracies of Eastern
Eurcpe and the USSR, another prime
motive force behind the Martial Law bhas
been the Western hanks.

They are owed no less than $27 billion
by the Polish buresucrata. A delegation
representing the country's main creditors
was in Warsaw only ten days before Martisl
Law waos declared, They told the Govern-
ment that unless they paid $500 million in



interest by the end of 1981, then they would
be declared to be bankrupl.

No wonder therefore that the Wall 5t.
Journal said that Martial Law could be a
good thing. One Wesl German banker told
the Financigl Times, ‘I now see a chance for
Poland (o return to & more normal working
schedule and this could be a good thing for
the banks.'

For the world's imperialist leaders now to
denounce Lthe crackdown is a classic exam-
ple of hypocrisy. The measores taken in
Poland are precisely the kind of measures
the Imperialists themselves sponsored in
Chile and seek to impose via the IMF on
their puppet regimes aronnd the world.
Only & few months ago Reagan himeell was
jgiling strikers In the USA. Thaicher is
preparing draconian anti-union laws in
Britain.

But of course the Stalinista have hended a
propaganda weapon to imperialism, and
thus fuelled the very anti-communism they
clgim to be combatting, Hence il is inevit-
ahle that the internationsl [and national]
opposition to the Martial Law will bring
together a confused and heterogenous mix-
ture of reactionary nationalist and pro-
imperialist forces as well as working class
militants voiclng a healthy opposition to
Stalinist oppression.

Mearxisis must determine their policies
independently of the pressure of imperial-
ism end bourgeois public opinion: and we
must not restrict our defence of Solidarnosc
simply because emply statements of
‘gupport’ are being made by Reagan, the
Pope and the Thatcher government.
But we musi combine our solidarity cam-
paign with class demands that clearly
distinguish our position and offer Polish
workers an independent way forward.

The call for self-determination, as part of
a programme for political revolution for all
the Stalinist bloc, will arm revolutionaries in
Poland to undercut reactionary nationalist
forees and to rally the working class for an
internationalist perspective.

The Church

The first person in the West to know
about the military moves in Poland was the
Pope. The Polish smbassador to [ialy
phoned him to tell him of the moves and to
tell him that the Church had to play a role of
reconciliation. This was at lam on Sunday
morning. A few hours later at Sunday Ser-

vice Archhishop Glemp, in a statement
broadeast on official radio, obediently called
for acceptance of Martial Law. ‘Pole should
not fight Pole’, he declared — as Polish
troops arrested and beat up Polish workers,

A week later, even afler Church people
had begun to be errested aleng with milit-
antg, and after miners had been shot down
by troops, Glemp made a similar broadcast.
One of his emissaries struggled to persnade
Walesa to go on television to appesl for
calm, The Church, as on previous occa-
gions, has emerged as the ally of the
bureaucracy against the Polish working
class.

Leadership

The leadership of Solidarnose from the
outeet wanted only to reform the system and
did not recognige the necessity for a political
revolution to overthrow the burenucracy,
The Polish Martial Law — implemented by
g vicious end desperate native ruling caste
and not, a8 in Hongary 1956 or
Crechoslovakia 1968, by a Soviet invasion
— pnderlines the fact that reformiam is just
as pernicicus in & deformed workers' state
ag it is in a capitalist stete. Despite its
nationalized property relations, s deformed
workers' state is not half-way towards being
a healthy workers' stete. It remains a
counter-revolutionary apparatus, commit-
ted to preserving the atomisation of the
working class and the preservation of the
power of the buresncracy through dictato-
riall means at home and maintaining =
‘balance’ with imperialism and the working
class internationally,

The weakening of the power of the ruling
bureaucracy, by s programme of radieal
reforms, can only be the prelude to the
decigive confrontation. In that conflict the
proletariat must either be prepared to
challenge for power, smash the exisiing
gtate machine and replace it with its own
organs of class rule - which alone can
defend the nationalised property relations
and develop & planned economy — or face
defeat at the hands of the existing armed
forces and repressive apparatus, [In this
sense, Poland s the Chile of Eastern
Europe.

Bui the leadership of Solidarnose limited
the siruggles of the working class at the
very time when the bureaucracy wes at its
weakes! — despite the [act that the rise of

GDANSK sierpiei’80

the mass movement had seen the emerg-
ence of a soviet-type body in the Gdansk
MEKS,

In the run-up to the Martial Law Solidar-
nose gave no lead to atroggles thal could
weaken the military forces, Walesa and
others repeatedly {alked about military
moves but never acted seriously upon their
own warnings. Even al the Praesidiom
meeting of Solidarnoac on the night of the
Martial Law there was talk of iroop move-
menl — bul no nolice was laken.

In comtiast the bureancracy had prepared
their gronnd well. In mid-September,
10, (M) troops had been used o work in the
mines. Al the end of September Jaruzelski
was applanded in the Sejm when he said
that the wmilitary woold be used to end
‘anarchy’.

At the end of October, troops were used
to ‘amsist’ in 2,000 fowns and villages.
Al the beginning of November the Sejm
called for en end to strikes and threalened
to ban them. Most importantly, on Jrd
December the military was used in a raid on
the occupalion by cadel firemen who were
fighting for the demilitarisation of the fire
service and to geparate it from the secuority
syAtem,

Thie raid tested the willingness of the
troope and riot police to act against the
workers; and it also tesled oul the Solidar-
nosc leadership.

This raid tested the willingness of the
troops and riot police to mct againgt the
workers; and it alse tested out the Solidar-
nosc leadership.

Instead of calling for an immediste
general sirike ageinel this attack, Waless
called for ‘restreint'. The union was pul on
alert — but called no action. In the end,
they promised a demonstralion in Warsaw
two weeks after the raid.

In this way the initiative was handed to
the bureaucracy.

But there was growing opposition to this
line within Solidarnosc. At the September
Congress there wes 8 substantisl vole for
candidates standing against Walesa. But
the leadership managed to contain the rise
in militancy — and when they responded, it
was oo little too late.

At the end of October there was a one-hour
gtrike against the police crackdown. But
immediately alierwards Walesa met with
Glemp and Jaruzelski to set up a body for
‘national conciliation’. When the atate
attacks continued Walesa broke this off, and
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declared that conlrontation was inevitahle:
bul he did nothing 1o prepare for it — and
the bureancracy were able o wee his own
worda agninst him while not feeling the
effect of uny action.

Indeed when Solidarncee threatened a
{ieneral Strike in protest aguinst & law due
to be debated in the Sejm banning sirikes,
Walesa turned this indo a 24-hour General
Strike, d

Even so there was some doubt as 1o
whether the Sejm would pass the law, And
it was obvious that if they did, Solidarnose
would take action, This is why the week the
Sejm was due w0 meet was the week
duruzelski imposed Martial Law.

The Stalinist Parties

The crackdown in Poland has broaght
furth varied reactions from the other Stalin-
ist purties.  While of cowrse Jarozelahi's
aponsars in the Kreemlin and his colleagues
in FEwsilern Europe have warmly welecomed
whit they regard as o belated move to
ressserd the lotalitarion rule of the Stalinist
burenucraey, the Communist Parlies of
Western Europe have been less enthusing-
lie.

The French CF, in what could lead o a
sigmificant rift with the Miterrand govern-
ment, has aupported the Martisl Law and
vohoed the Stalinist claimes that it was the
caeenses’ of Solidarnosce which forced the
clumpdown.  This stance by a Marchais
leudership already wenkened by its elecioral
svtmeks seems likely o prompl o further
levelopment of erisis in the French CP.

In bwly the Herlinguer lendership has
condlemned the coup, hul in the context of
bwing 1o hourgeois public epinion and (ry-
g o sirengthen its links with the Bour
areoisie nned the parties of the government,
Fur  the easans, in Spain oo,
Currillo’s party has come oul voeiferously in
uppasition o the Martial Law,

In Hritain the CP has found itself divided.
A substantiul minerity of the Party  voted
only twn weeks uge agains! their lendership
candvinnation  of the Soviet invesion of
Afuhanistun, This same hard-line Stalindst

SH T

Page 33

Citional

minority has pressed for the Morning Star
to auppaort the Polish Martial Law. But the
‘Eurocommunist' mejority — including for
instance Parly chairman Mick MeGahey —
hes opposed Jarueelski's moves, The Polish
events can only compound the world
of Stalinism — and create ne avenues for
Trotskyists, who slone can consistently
uppose those reactionaries who use Stalinist
represgion in order o vilify the name of
COMMmunism.

Programme

Throughoul the 18-month period of its
cxistence Solidarnose has lacked 8 leader-
ship which grasped the importance of trans-
demands  which  coold mobilise
workers for political revolation. As reform-
igla, the Solidarnose leaders saw their job
simply as 8 pressure groop.

Yet many opportunities were present, In
perieds of police atlacks, independent
patrols were mounted by Solidarnose
which could have become the basis for the
formation of workers" defence squads.,

Throughout the unfolding economic crisis
the bureaucracy has retained a monopoly
and control over information on the econ-
omy: the demand to end the seerets of the
bureavcrals and open up  their secret
discussions with the USSR, the other
bureaveracies, and the imperialists, could
have won wide sopport and greally weak-
ened the bureaucrats.,

The promising struggle for ‘workers'
self-management’ and the strikes to force
the removal of certain managers and even
local governors could have been built inle a
genuine  struggle for workers'  control:
but they were watered down and rendered
menningless by the leadership.

Indeed even on demaocratic demands such
a5 the right 10 strike the leadership made
conlinuous  concessions o the ruling
bureaueracy.

But in the course of the revolutionary
crisis the development hes more and more
clearly been seen of 8 current among the
activists and even among the leaders of
Solidarnose which is confused and hetero-
genous but clearly evolving towards the

perspective of the destruction of the bureau-
cratic power and its replacement by the
power of workers' councils. Nothing less
than this was shown by the debate on the
‘workers' chamber' that developed at the
congress of Solidarnose and the selting up
inside Solidarnosc of groupings of a revolu-
tionary socialist tendency like the 'Working
Group for the Inter-regional Co-operation
initiative of Workers' Councils' [known as
the *Lublin group’]. These forces represent
in the last analysis the tangible exXpression
of the profound significance of 18 months of
the revolutionary upsurge of the Polish
working class.

Yel the fact is that in fighting for an
independent trade union as the organised
expression of the demands and aspirations
of the working class and a challenge to the
totalitarian control of the bureancratic state,
the leaders of Bolidarnose helped the Polish
workers leke 8 major step forward in their
struggle  against  Stalinist  dictatorship,
The courage and tenacity of the resistance
to the Marlial Law is an expression of how
deep Solidarnose has sunk its roots into the
flower of the Polish proletariat and is living
proof of the potential for political revolution
in Poland and throughout Eastern Europe:
a polential whose realisalion requires the
building of Trotskyist parties as sections of
a recnnsiructed Fourth International.

B Down with the Martial Law!

B Defend the workers of Poland!

B Support the call for & General Strike.

For irade union blacking of Palish goods for
the duration of such  strike.

B Release all political prisoners|

B For trade unions independent of the
bureancratic regimes thronghout Eastern
Europe — spread the Solidarnose move-
ment!  Break links with the police state
‘uniona’,

B Polish soldiers: support Solidarnosc,
don’t shoot the workers! Arm the Polish
working class!

B Down with the bureaucracy: for workers'
power in Poland based on genuine workers®
councils !

B Siop any Soviet or Warsaw Pact
invasion: for the right of self-determination
to the Polish people |

B For an independent socialist Poland



S. Africa: workers

against apartheid

Resolution of the TILC, December 1951

FIVE wyears ago, the South African capitalist
state tried to drown the awakening movement
af workers and youwth in blood. But the
hundreds of murders at the hands of the state
did nothing to  destroy  the onderlying
militancy and determination of the working
class, The initial stale response was met not
by u retreat, but by an sscalation of struggle.
First the youth in other parts of the country
and then the workers added their strength to
the action which had developed in Soweta.

Helicopters, armoured  cars, tear  gas,
mobilisation of sctions of the army, indis-
criminate shooting by the police— none of this
could defeat an emerging class movement.,
The class stepped back from total confron-
tulion because it could sec no clear way
forward, and because it was given no clear
way forward by the reformists and Stalinists
of the ANC. These ‘leaders could not keep up
with events, let alone lead them, There
[ollowed a lull in struggle, a5 the class assessed
and assimilated its experience, looked at the
lessons of the last phase of strugele, gathered
its forces and prepared for the next,

Once aguin workers bogan 1o move into
action. mow  on more  specific  Cemands
relating  to  day-to-day  grievances. Srrikes
spread from one part of the country to the
next, tram one group of workers to the next,
Almost every single strike triggered off a
response amongst other workers in the same
ared of industry, The motor workers, textile
warkers, miners, municipal workers, transport
workers, media  workers power workers,

fand and canning workers—these and others
have all taken action, despite repested arrests,
nonstop palice intimidation and victimisetion
¥ emplovers, despite prohibitions on abmost
every single meeting and the fact that every
single strike which has occured has been
illegal.

Growth of the unions

Union membership has grown enormously
mare  than “doubling in a vear, The vast
majority of workers are not uwnionised, hut
milllons more look to the unions for a way
forward. Even where workers are not formally
arganized, struggle after strugele has shown a
level of informal organisalion which extends
through vast sections of the class, Several
employers have formally recognised rions,
often being forced to in the course of strikes.
Whether the unions have formal tecag-
nitiah or not, the employers and the govern-
ment have been forced to recognise the lving
reulity af the workers’ organisation. Sirike
after strike has forced wage increases—some-
times ws much as 100%. As the confidence of
workery grows, wage demands are being made
which reflect workers' needs, For the capital-
ists, who have relied on massive repression to
provide them with cheap labour, thess
demands sometimes involve increases of 300%
of mare. Even on the issue of the Pass Lows,
absolutely central to state control  over

warkers, concessions  have been  forced
through workers collective action
[Crogsroads),

Widespread action from the schools has
forced 2 massive increase in government
spending, United action from students and
workers has forced the transfer of officials,
chenges in the syllabus, withdrawal of exam
fee increases. Strikers have forced improve-
ments in working conditions, The threat of
mass  action  has  repeatedly foreed  the
government, its stooges amd employers to
hald back bus fare increases (Soweta).

OF course in this phase of struggle there
have been setbacks and specific defeats. But
so greatl has been the forward drive of the
class that nothing the government or hosses
have done has been able to contain demands,
and force workers back, Mone of the gaing
made in strugele has been enough to meet
workers' needs. And the working class is
saying that in action. A few days aflter one
strike had forced a 60% increase in one car
plant, workers were voting in faveur of
striking for more, In one factory, workers
won a sirike for higher overtime rates, A few
months later, they were on strike against
compulsory  overtime, Students have forced
school principals to withdraw  disciplinary
action against militants, and then have taken
action to demand the removal of those
principals. From this period of strupgle the
working cless is standing more confident,
maore militant and more organised than ever
hefora.
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This growing class movement has at each
stage thrown the ruling class into decper
division and political crisis. And now the fall
in the price of gold has laid bare the full
extent of a deepening economic crisis, The
muling clasg has mo oplion - it must lash out in
an atlempt to claw back every gain won by
the workers, smash the strength of the work-
ing class, and force workers to pay the full
price of the capitalist crisis. The stete lashes
out from ity own position of confusion and
division, but this makes the blows nonethaless
real and nonetheless powerful. The last few
months have seen o significant increase in the
level of repression—the arrest of union
leaders, the arrest of strikers, massive police
and army pass law raids, the fire bombing of
union buildings.

Real allies for black workers

The stage is sct far the inevitable doepen-
ing and escalation of conflict, The state is
forced  to launch  political, physical and
ccanomic  altacks  apuinst  workers,  The
working  cluss iv determined not only  to
defend what 41 hus, sod what it las Eained,
Bt alse to carry those gaing forward, In
thut strugele, the South Afrcan workers will
need  the programme and  perspective of
Markism. And they will need, mereasingly
urgently, internitional working class solid-
arity. The buckeys wnd stonges of imperialism
whoe do not blink an evelid in uordering their
s troaps to mow down striking waorkoes are
happy to pose es the allics of Sauth A frican
waorkers and make stirring attacks on apar-
theid at the OALL Trade enion bureay-
crats who cach day knife the warkers they
represent e the back are quick to depounce
upertheid. The Sralinists who prop up decay-
ing imperiatism with their policies of peaceful
vi-enistence and  cluss collaboration aftack
apirtheid, Sections of the capitalist class who
grow rich each day off the exploitation and
appression of  waorkers make  speeches in
which they eriticise the way that exploitation
is orgenised i South Afriea. Even the
imperiabist backers of the boses' spartheid
regime cleim o be anti-opsrtheid . But it it js
ever too be carried through to victory, the
strugale of the blick workers und opprossed
peaple in South Africa must be developed g5
e workers strugele for power, No<ne wha
exploits or appresses workers anvwhere can
eeer be the real ally of the bluck warkers of
South Africa, Their real struggle is to destroy
alt eppression and exploitation, not Feqrginise

Unlike the Stalinists and the reformists,
the TILC does not approach questions of the
class struggle by seeking “progressive’ capitel-
ist governments with which to ally ourselves.
Nor do we seek to develop class struggle
through dehates and speeches at th% UN. At
gvery point, we bawe oursebves on The inde-
pendent interests and strength of the only
force which can successfully lead the strugele
against  apartheid- the revolutionary  force
of the working class.

Despite imperialist backing for a halt of
arms supplies to the South African regime,
arms are slill being supplied, It i only
through working class action to black supplies
of arms and related materials that this supply
cun be stopped. Only through the struggle to
open the books, and  against sl secret
diplomacy can the realities of imperialist
conmivance with their ally in South Africa be
uncovered, and laid before the wodking
cliss, so that effective arms blacking can be
implemented.

Strikes and blacking

The TILC will build and support the
symbalic protest actions which are regularly
called , seeking at every point to locate thess
within the labour maovement. We recognise in
them an imporlant arena for education and
agitation. In addition, such demonstrations of
solidarity can boost the morale of South
African workers and combat the constant
attempts by the state to create a sense of
isolation amongst those workers. But we also
recognise the persislent attempts by  the
reformists and bureaucrats, for whom any
independent action by workers i a polential
threat, to turn symbolic acts into a substitute
for further, and more decizive satidarity
action, fn no way will TILC allow the feeling
of solidarity felt amongst many militants and
workers with South African workers to be
trapped in u dead-end of merely symbalic
acts. Much much more is necessary. And
much, much more is possible. We will take
into such mobilisations and demonstrations
the perspective of Trot&vism. We will seck to
deepen and develop the hatred for aparthesd
into an understanding sand hatred Tor the class
Basis on which it arises and is maintained. We
seek to orentate those involved in such
demonstrations to the working class, to take
up the struggle for the most effective solid-
arity action—-working class action,

Suppurting strikes and blacking action are
weapons which the working class inter-

nationally can wield, and must be mabilised

and led to wield, The South African ruling
class is inextricably entwined in international
finance capital. Again and again there are
strikes in factories in South Africa which are
subsidiaries of companies based in the imper-
ialist countries. The biggest South African
companies all have investment in  other
countries.  South African  owned Anglo
American is the biggest single foreign investor
in the US. There are many major inter-
national companies which invest in South
Africa. The poal of the TILC will be to
mobilise class solidarity action which can add
real material weight to the specific struggles
of workers in South Africa. For this to be
effective, it demands the strugele to open the
books, o investigate the direct and indirect
links of every company with South Africa. In
that way, whenever 3 strugele emerges at a
campany in South Africe, the hasis has been
laid. for immediate and  effective SIPpOIT-
ing blacking or strike action, This requires too
the building of direct workplace to workplace
linksz, 8o that workers can be directly
informed of the demands, nesds and action of
their South African elass brothers and sisters,
Too  ofttn has  such  information been
swallowed  up in  tortucus bureaucratic
Processeg manceuyres, In seeking to
promote such links, by the lahour move-
ment, the TILC will emphasise and take into
account  the immediate  security problems
facing  South African workers and their
organisations, where any direet appeal for
support from mside Snutﬁ Alrica is illegal and
subject to massive penalties,

We take up these tasks g part of our
overall goal of bpilding o elass movernent
which can force the nationalisation, undes
workers' control, of each company trading
with South Africa. In this way, we take up
the struggle to bring all ngpects of inter-
nationel economic links with South Africa
under the control of the working clags—the
only. class whose power and cantrol can ever
serve the interests of South African warkers.

The strugele of Sauth African workers is
part of the world struggle of all workers
aguinst all forms of capitalist exploitation and
oppression. The imperialist system, of which
the black workers of South Africa are such
oppressed viclims, is a world svstem, Every
blow struck ot the fnternational capitilist
class enemy s & blow struck for the inter-
national workers' victory, The greatest bilow
that could ever be struck by workers any-
where to ald the South Aftican revolution is
the defeat of the capitalist class cnemy
and the worken' seizure of power. That is the
task to which the TILC is committed,



Socilive Party finanee minister Delors (right) reassures French basses' leuder Gafias

Mitterrand and
the bourgeoisie

Resolution of the TILC, December 19581

THE reformist leaders of Lthe Prench working
class are now in & bourgeos gavernment,
while a major economde crisis rages with no
substantial recovery in sight. Even if the
warkers at present are vague about what they
expect from the government, and are willing
to pmive it time, soooer or later they will
demand  answers from  their leaders. Major
opportunities are probable to arganise sub-
stantial sections of warkers around a reva-
lutionary programme,

1. The crisis of Gaultism

Gaullism hoisted isell 10 power an a coali.

tion of diverse groups. Once in power, it
pushed  through a substential development
and  rationalisation of French industry in
alliance with hig capital, and was able i
discard many of its initial supporters (e.g. the
Algerian colons). But Gaullism also meant the
demination of the staze by the malia of the

Craullist movement, the clogzing of normel
salety-valves of haurgeais democracy, prowing
inequality and class tensions which exploded
in 1968

The 1968 pencral steike morlally wounded
Gaullism, The 13 wears since #hen Have soen
repeated  diverse efforts o ‘recompose’ an
adequate  palitical party for e French
bourgeaisie resulting so far cnly in forther
chags in the bourgeais camp,

2. The reformist partics since 1968,

1968 immeasurably increased the sudience
for revolutionary  politics in the Drench
working class. 1t also strained and permanent-
Iv loasened the internal connecling fibras of
the CF. Yet the CP's membership has actually
increased since 1968,

~ The 5F only gor five per cont of Lhe votes
i the 1969 presidencial election, Since then it
has reorganised ilsell to become electorally
the biggest party in France. Tis membershin

has also lowered, Although the CF remuans
the mest important party ol the industrial
working class, 5P influcnee has increased in
the CPdominated CGT, and the Socidist-
sympathising CEIVT has gained relative to the
CGT, including in the CGT%  industrial
bastions.

VHefore exposing their bankruptey belore
the whole class™, wrate Tratsky in JTuly 1936,
“the oppoertunist parties become for a short
while the refuge of the very widest masses™.
Such a process is ot work here, thouph of
course ala slower tempo than in the 19305

Since the creatlon ol the Union of the
Left, the CF hag baen coughl in an insoluhle
dilemnmua. Either it fully backs the Union of
the Lefl—and risks gradually losing out to the
5P, which 15 Lthe more effective party of
reformism. Or it attacks the 5P and brands
itself as sectariun and Stalinist, Thiz dilemma
i the tundamental factor behind the CP%
lwisty and turns over mecent vears, Direct
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pressure from Maosoow plivs a secondary role,
though probably an important one,

The ©F have switched from uncriticsl
umity, to denunciations of the SP as being the
sume @5 the Right, back 1o accepting
ministrics il without  the lesst  basis in
principle, They have not hesitated at fhe vilest
demageey, as when the CP mayor of Vitsy led
a physical allack on an dmmigrant workery
hostel 1o back up the CP's demands for s total
ban on immigration and for Fewer immigrants
in CF municipalitaes,

This desperate demagopy has brought iy
Just reward, with a huge loss of vates for the
CP st the recent elections (specially in ics
warking cluss stronghodds) and a sovere orisis
inside the CF.

Frr wime years before May 1981, the Left
wig clearly near an clectoral  majority in
I ritnce. What Tinally tipped the scales in the
Muy 19E] presidential election was nol u
Further shilt to the leftl, or o workime clagy
upsarge, bul further  disintegration of the
right, with sections of the centre going over to
Mitterrand who seemed well i controd of the
CF Cthreat’, The ensuing National Asscmbly
clectioons, however, showed o real rallving of
workers raumd The victorioos feft,

Bourgeais  sectors were rallied  behind
Milterrand on the  arpament openly
prochameed By othe 5P rwills the s covert
assisfangy of the CF, which  demagogically
provmised  mass o strikes b Giiseard was
re-ctectedy that only o Lefl  movernment
ol prevent o Mutune warking class opsurge,

Thvis argomvent wivs The basss Tor Mitterrand
sticking tr the ‘unicn al the Lelt’ seradepy
abter the CF b rejected it and bis inclusion
af 1 ministers,

Linity”, Aherefore,  las been psed o
restrain the working cluss. Bul this unity has
its i condrdictioms, As the Lell govern-
menl proves il incagable of dealing with
the vrisis, the mass seatimgnt Tor unily can
turs ey a0 s drive o ounited workers
derisnn, i contlicl with the government,

3 The middure of the governmend.

Flhe Motterroml/ Moy gavernment s g
Bourgeais movermient. Wjs, andeed, mose
clisely vomatitied e NATO and the Cold
War than the vy righl wing sovermments
Plan This rewson Muoscow was wpenldy e
averalle to Ciseaed 1l o Mattersand ), Ty
hird Wahd policy actively seeks fu preserve
wnperialise domematon, wven i maone by
diplamativ and reformist methods than by the
hirew L militaey interviention eharacteristic of
the Ceiseard regime

M cvenomic  refomms Bl within o
hoevnesian stralegy which, iF unusuad in the
B capitalist powers just mow i nevertheless
a solicly ovrgeads strnteey, For the working
Clss there ave indead eoly o ew crumbs like
anincrease e the TR Woge bt
wnemplayent continues o rise, and U
ORI S  pragnimme on this question
consisbs minky ol pouring maney inte the
povkels ol the boorgesisic aml implering
e o sake o pew investnents and new
Eabsnr,

Fhe povernmment includes opealy bowrzenis
mwinisers,  most patably o Pompidon’s ex-
epaty Michel Jobert and Lert Radical Miche
Lorupuean,

Phespile o fesorelorms in the direction of
adminiatrative decentralism, the basic stroe
fure ul the Sth Republic remans intaer,
Indeed. Jabet explaing his allegiance o
Mitterrnd an the Basis thal Mitterand i e
Besl mean b conserve wnd operate the inslita-
Tiens vl the Sth Republiv

Fhe  Buourecaisie by kept up RSy
clamueur seamst the government. Seme of the
clhimueur deubiless wAPresss o sincere hatred
I'»:n the Sovkibsts and Sialinists on the part of
HERE wing husinessmen. But the chief iD=
mE ol the clamoeur @ s o strategom o ensune
1kl the - gavernnenty pelicy s constantly
Bent in the  direction of minim g the
reforons for the working class snd max it izing
the pay-nuts o the bouraeaisie. The almost
complete gutding of the government’s weilthy
Lis s an example.

Ry suely methods, the beurgeoisie may get
ag paod service from the lefi Eovernment than
I o right wing government less ubbe to con-
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tral the working class and more prepared to
stand up for its own ideas,

4, The working class and the government.

Mitterrand’s victory was 4 blow to the
bourgeoizie in France and throughout Europe,
and i boost 1o the confidence of the working
class in France and throughout Europe.
Promises such as the 33 hopr week are a
further boost, despite all the questions about
whign, or what conditions and indeed whether
thiz promdise will actually be kepl.

Because af its class nature the government
can resolve nothing For the working class. The
scene 1o thus set for a clash between the
rovernment and the hopes it aroused in the
working clags, But mechanical analogies with
1936 are dubious.

In 1936 the Blum government came o
power an o tremendous upsurge of working
clags milituncy. After its election the June
senerel strike broke oot, Onee installed in
affice, Blum with the help of the CF ‘knew
how 1o end” this sirike, But bip concessions
had to b grunted, The bourgenisie then went
an the offensive to win back ground. Despite
the muss strikes in 1938 the workers' move-
ment Cwiled to respond adequately, and finally
the Popular Front parliament collapsed into
voting full powers to Petain.

Taduy the first wave of militancy —anala-
pous to June 1936 -has vet to come. There
huave certuinly been no big concessions, And
the immediate crushing threatl of war and
fuscizm s not there asin 193440,

S0 fur workers strupgles since the May
election have beem few, often limited to
minoritics. The working class, it seems, is still
mostly  in s owaiting mood and  toleeant
fowurds this government.

Already the tolerance is beginning to fray.
The open criticism of the government by
CEDT leader Edmaond Maire must be a sign of
that. (The CGT remaing almost uncritical of
the government; Y0 criticises the povernment
Fram i right wing standpoint),

The tadk for revolutionary Markists must
b o arewe far

Beell  reliznce
government:

far the CP end 5P, including in the
government, to break with the hourgeoisie (in
Lhis cvontext, bul not as a self-sufficient
central demand, it iz appropriate to call for
the removal of the bourgeois ministers from
the government),

lar the trade unions to assert their
independence  fram  the sovernmoent,  and
management, at the same time as making
demands on the workers' parties; in any case,
for independent workers' arganisations al
factory level (strike committees, and work-
shep councils--to be interpreted as indepen-
dent warkers' committees of strugele demo-
critivilly elected by sl workers, unionized or
neth The pavernment’s plani lor supplemen-
ting the statolory joing union/munazement
committees {law  since 1945) with worker
direciors on  mansgement  hoards in the
nationalised industoes, should be opposed,

A precise formulation of political demands
is possible only un the spot, in connection
with duy-to-duy  proctice, More impartant
in the detwils of the Tollowing rough outline
i the wppropriate general approach: a pro-
gramme of demands analogous to Trotsky's
Action Programume of 1934, with demands
posed not merely as cbjects for immediate
sectional direct action, but also ay demands
on the gavernment: making demands on the
government  nel  as pleas  direcled o
Mitterrand] Maurey, bur as  locuses  fop
working class wetion to cull the reformist
leaders to account.

*35 hour week immediately und without
condifions,  Sliding  scale of  hours. Mo
vompensation for the hig sharcholders of
nationulsed anterprises: no nuelear weapan
progrimme; use the fesources instead for a
programme of useful public works at trade
union rifes. Mo sackings: open the books to
elected workers” committees, occupy, i pose
workers” control, demund natiopalisation.

*lull equul rights for immigrant workers;
scrap all immigration cantrols.

A programme of demands s also needed
lor the small furmers, And to both the chaos
of the EEC and the CP's chauvinist campaigns

and no illusions in the

Mitterrand.....a bourgeols government

dgainst a ‘German Europe’, agninat Spanish
imparts, efc., the perspective should he
counterposed of the United Socialist Stutes of
Europe.

*Withdrawal from the Atlantic Alliance:
unilateral nuelear disatmament ; oppesition (o
averseas military intervention; self-determing-
tian for the DOM and TOM.

*Soldiers' rights; dishanding of the palice,
especially suich sjuads as the CRS. In line
with the development of the struggle, the call
for trade union defence squads can be
advanced concretely  from  time (o time,
including againsi fasciats,

*Against the relegation of women Lo part-
tme jobs: for a woman's equal right to i joh,
Free abortion on demand, Free Tully compre-
hensive child care provision under community
contral,

*Demands for the development of free
fully comprehensive socisl services under
warkers' control.

*Moratorium  on  nuclear  power pra-
prammes unless and until certified sufe by
trade pnion inspection.

*Cay Tights,

*Mo  incomes polley: sliding  scale of
wages, price index compiled by working class
commitiess, A decent national minimum
wage, protected by a sliding scala.

*Demunds should be raised against the
decayed-Ronapartist institutions of the 5th
Republic {e.g, for the aboliion of the presi
dencyd in the spiri of the 1934 Tmtes:}rist
Action Programme far France: “We demand
1T|:>:EL our cliss brothers whe adhere to ‘demo-
cratic’ socialism that they be faithful to their
ideas, lhat they draw inspiration from the
ideas and methods not of the Third (ol 5th!y
Republic but of the Convention of 1793 ;



A single assembly must combine the legis-
lative and executive powers , . . And the
opening of the books of the old state
upparatus should be demanded.

¥t the workers' organizations to break
from the hourzeoisic and the bourgeois state;
for a waorkers” government, bused on the
prganisations of the working class and acting
aEainst the bourgeois state

EaE
In a stustion of acule snd continuing
cponomic orisis, the stability of the govern-
ment cannot be conlidently predicred, In the
case of a serinus etfort by the bourgeoisie 1o
dump the government or 1o obsiyuct its
repressive  medsures, revolutionary  Marxists
would be in the forefront alengside  Lhe
refarmists against the bourgeois offensive,
Howeyver, there is no evidence For the OC1s
theory (based an one sentence of the Trin-
sitional Programme arabbed out of context)
that the government must  inevitably lead
either to socialist revolution or o a Fascist
.

* ¥k ¥ &2 ok

With beaming foolishneszs, hypnetised by
farmulas, the LCR  welcomed the COFP's
involvermnentl i the govermment s a step ror-
ward for warkers” unity. Marxists in contrast
shauld explain the reality: the purpose of
having the OCP in the governmen? iz to subdye
the working class—1o persuade the waorkers to
zrant soctal peace in exchange for & fow minis-
terial armehairs for their ‘leaders™.

Revolutionary Marxists must develop a
tactical approach to the memberships of the
CP oand 5P, We propose demands such gs
those sketeihed above, We propose to CF and
5P membess that they fight for their leaders
Lo implement such demands, We prapose they
demand . thase leaders  sweep awey such
abstacles (o excuses) as the boureeais minis-
ters. We @ik thiem the guestion: it your
leaders are nat implementing such measures
in goverfiment, then what gre they doing
there?

Thus we prepare the way to relate to
movements for democracy in the workers’
partiss; mevements to oust right wing leaders
from those parties, or moves from the CF o
break from the Ttl'rl'fl!rrl-:n[,‘r’:‘]]juh (Efven that
the CPopengrally bas a closer relation 0
militant segtions of the working class than the
AP has) could nrise in o situation of sharp class
atruggle, Owr Basle line iz that the moember-
ships of the workers' partics should demand
that their partics break with the bourgeoisic
and that leaders who refuse to break with the
bourgeoigie should be replaced,

5. The would<be Trotskyist Left in France.
The tactle followed by the OO0 since
Mittorrand’s wletory could best be rational-

French capitalists in conference

It s necessary For us to understand that
the next strike will be directed in all likeli-
hoeod not aganst the Blum government, buat
Agpinst  its enemics: the 200 familes, he
Radicals, the Senate, the upper burcaneracy,
the general staff, ete . . . We do net put Lean
Blume in the sune bag with the de Wendels
and their de la Rocgues, We accuse Blum of
not understanding or Goreseeing the Dormid-
able resistance of the de Wendels . . This is
a very dmportant distinetion, even a decisive
ane, for the coming perid, 15 i3 in this sense
thit systematic propamands his to be carried
an for the second sencral #trike, nof to over-
theew the povermment but to break  the
obstacles befere it .7

The OCL fovuses its agitation on the
abstacles presented by the 5th Republic
institutions, the fop oflicils, G ;
ete,, and congtently repeats the slernutive:
act against the obstacles, ar wel sgainss 1he
workers, |

As owe grpue above, the 1936 anslogy i
net good, Mittervand’s selt-presentation as pot
being able to chenge too much oo quickly
{because of the gconomic crisis), butl never-
theless being the only man cepable of prevens-
ing w working cluss explosien, s hardly the
sume as the SP und OP semi-revoluticnary
rhetornic of 195446,

But inanmy case:

i} The OCT hardly even accuses Mitterrand
of ‘ool undersiending or foreseeing”,

by Mot onby its agizations] material, but
s considered sssessmenis, are wildly imbel-
anced: the Mi i

terrand  viclory, they say, s
the copcentrated climax of all the workers”
strugeles back o 1968, and can lead only 1o
socilist revalution or a fascist backlash.

¢l The OCTs materiul has no clesr diree-
tion tewards working class selt-relinnee, and
the damands it puls forward seem mere like
propasals 1o the government.

d) The OC1's srentation gocs beyond the
necessary  lactical  approach  to reformist
warkers, {o explicitly proposing the mislead
ing netion that o stable anti-capizalist govern
ment could be Fformed simply on the streneth
af the SPLP majority i the Natienal
Assembly —a  wort ol parhamentary o,
{Begides the call 1o get rid of the bourgenis
ministers is nod raised at wll boldly, the OC1
explaining - po doul?l  acvurately —that  the
workers do not see these ministers making
much difference to the governmentl.

Additionally  invalidating  the  QCs
presumably  tactical  approach fowards
warkers who support the government 15 Lhe
fact thul the poilicy is pur forwarsd {as wseal
with the OCl)y in the maost bombastic, self-
proclamatory  tones, with a rigidity  mone
suitible for penuinely advanced principles
than for the OCI's rather modest praposals.

And the demands the OCI puts forward
are not adequate to the task of presenting a

ounded  political alternative 1o reformism.
The main demands are {specch by Lambert,
10 1023; Political Bureau statement [0
10213

“End the sabatapge of the capitalists and
barkers.

Workers' contral in the banks,

“Sack all top officials appointed by
Cagseard .

FNp suckines, cul hours, take on new
b,

¥Real contral of prices.

*Sliding scale of wages, no incomes policy.

Some of the sune confusion affects the
LOUE, They alse  paise, Fr exampie, the
demand For prive control (by the government)
which cuts across the sliding scade demand
ad B illusary, becavuse such contrels are
nevcessarily w shurm within capitalism, short of
a wal-lvpe econemy which alse impases strict
vontrals on the working class, And practically
gl their geitation tukes the form ol demands
for the CF and 5P o do things, The LR
focuses i amtation heavily  sround  the
demand Tar & 35 hour weeek iremediately and
uncenditionally —un emphasis which may he
carrect —but handly puts forward o rounded
progrumme.

A owith the OCL there i an allegedly
tuctivdl approach in the absence ol anyrhing
Lut specalations end doctrsal foomelas to
indicate the pearings and connections through
which this et will prompl & socialist
strugele, That there is genuine conrlusien s
shawrn by the Taer rhet the LOR denonneed
L fop wtanding condidotes in the Netional
Acsembly clections et on the grounds that
the LOR had found o Beiler way of warning
against the lmitations o wicrnmists, but on
the prounds ol the alleped sectarienism of
LEFs seewling exprossion’ in ntid st of
general rejoicimg. The LOR considered itselfl
mart el Lhe presidential majesiiy”

pintained  political  Cirmness
fowards e mewernment 0w itheut  shrill
denunviation)  better than the OO o the
LCR. Unlike theny it clearly brings forward
the question of working cluss selt-relinnce,
Bt ir veers towards syndicalism by proposing
exelugively  ndustrial  selt-reliance, by
propasing demands an the reformist trade
umion Jeadess but not the reformast pacly
Jegders of the working cliss, and by practic
ally - confining its political demands 1o the
sliding scale of wages and the shding scale of
hors,

As well as orgamising such salidarity as 18
possible with strugeles in T rance, the organia-
tions of the TILC should wim o develop a
dialopue with Trotskvists in France, to clunly
our ideas, to seek to gun sympathisers, and to
muke a contribution towards the building ol
a revolutionary proletarian party in France.

Ly has
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