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Halt Israeli aggression!

The following statement was issued
June 13 by the Bureau of the United Se-
cretariat of the Fourth International.

The Zionist state has unleashed a
new war of aggression against Lebanon
aimed at crushing the Palestinian resis-
tance. Begin and Sharon have not hesi-
tated to resort to the most powerful
means of destruction and the most cri-
minal methods. They have savagely at-
tacked and bombed Palestinians and Le-
banese without making any distinction
between civilian and military targets.

This war has already claimed thou-
sands upon thousands of victims, and the
cost mounts every day. Hundreds of
thousands of people have had to abandon
their homes and jobs to swell the already
enormous mass of refugees. Material des-
truction has been vast in both the cities
and countryside. Palestinian targets have
been hit with unprecedented violence by
an army that, according to Begin and
Sharon’s plan, is supposed to impose a
“final solution.”

The Israeli attack was long pre-
meditated. They were only waiting for a
favorable occasion to unleash it. In 1978,
Israel launched a similar operation, which
by hindsight seems to have been a dress
rehearsal for the present one. At that
time, the Palestinian resistance was able
to maintain the bulk of its positions, and
they were not breached either by the
smaller-scale operations that ensued.

Thus the problem that the Palestin-
ian resistance poses for the Zionists con-
tinued to exist on the military level also.
Despite the advantages the Zionists
gained as a result of the Camp David
agreements, this question was not solved
politically. That was what the Zionist
establishment could not accept.

Another cause of concern for the
Zionist leaders was the evolution of the
situation in the occupied territories, most
of all the upsurge on the West Bank,
where the Zionists were confronted with
growing mass opposition, and the deter-
mined struggle of the Golan Arabs who
have remained on a protest strike for
months.

The rise of the Arab masses was
all the more worrying because it was
having an impact on layers of the Israeli
population itself, as shown by the March
27 demonstration in Tel Aviv. The ef-
fects of the economic stiuation were also
also a serious pressure. For the first time,
the standard of living of the Israeli masses
fell. In such a context, there was a grow-

ing feeling of insecurity and pessimism
about the future, an increasing awareness
that the country was caught in a blind
alley.

To meet these problems, Begin
needed to pull off some spectacular
stroke that could create a new situation,
and lend some solidity to his propaganda
about “a new 1948,” that is the opening
up of a new phase of growth for the Is-
raeli state,

The main objective of the military
offensive was to deal the PLO the hardest
blow in its history and thereby deal a po-
litical setback to the mass resistance in
the occupied territories.

At the same time, Begin sought to
weaken Syria both militarily and polici-
cally and force it to withdraw from Le-
banon. This would prepare the way for a
restructuring of the Lebanese state,
“freed” from Palestinian influence, which
would be handed over to the most con-
servative and reactionary forces, those
elements prepared to accept a “Pax Israe-
liana” under the tutelage of imperialism.
It would mean a shift in the balance of
forces between the Arab states as a whole
and Israel in favor of the latter.

Begin thought that there were a
number of favorable conditions for laun-
ching this operation now. They included
the prolonged neutralization of Egypt re-
sulting from the Camp David agreements;
the breakdown of the Leganese state;
the weakening of the Lebanese left; the
impossibility of any action by the Iraqis;
and the internal problems of the Syrian
regime, which made it unable to run the
risk of a major military confrontation.

Begin knew very well that the Ame-
rican imperialists would make only for-
mal objections, since they also have an
interest in seeing the PLO crushed, Syria
weakened, and Israel strengthened. He
knew also that the West European bour-
geoisies would not do anything concrete
to stop him,

Begin wanted as well to show that
the Israeli state is not comparable to the
shah’s Iran, that it had a considerable mi-
litary strength, great political cohesive-
ness and represented the only solid under-
pinning for a counterrevolutionary stra-
tegy in the region.

His calculations proved correct.
The U.S. even opposed the adoption of a
resolution condemning the attack in the
United States. The West European states,
including “socialist” France, did nothing
more than issue condemnations as empty
as they were hypocritical. The USSR

maneuvered behind the scenes, interested
mainly in rescuing its ally in Damascus.
It has not in any way come to the aid of
the Palestinian resistance, The U.N. force
in no respect fulfilled its assigned task of
serving as a buffer.

The Arab Dissuasion Force—in ef-
fect, the Syrian army—did everything pos-
sible to avoid fighting. The Arab states
remained passive.

Within Israel itself, the Labor op-
position gave blank-check approval to the
aggression, and the antiwar demonstra-
tions drew only a few hundreds of parti-
cipants, who were brutally attacked by
advocates of Jewish national unity.

The ceasefire agreement concluded
separately between Israel and Syria was
promoted by the U.S., which feared that
Begin would go too far and touch off up-
sets in the region whose consequences
could not be predicted. Iran’s decision to
send forces to aid the Palestinian resis-
tance was the first alarm signal.

The PLO regarded the initial cease-
fire as a betrayal, another indication that
the Syrian regime was much more con-
cerned with its own fate than the vital in-
terests of the Palestinian people. Under
the pressure of this maneuver, it in turn
accepted a ceasefire, which seems ex-
tremely precarious. Begin has already
violated it several times and undoubtedly
will violate it any time he thinks that he
has something to gain.

The successes scored in Israel’s new
blitzkrieg make it possible for the Zionist
state to base itself on a position of
strength in the negotiations now going
on, and which will continue in an intense
way, regardless of the vicissitudes of the
military confrontation.

Begin will be able to count on sub-
stantial aid from the imperialists and on
the more or less direct complicity of the
reactionary forces in the region.

Nonetheless, the Zionist leaders’
hope of opening a new phase in the his-
tory of their state and its domination in
the region are in great danger of being
dashed. The main objective of the war
was not achieved. The PLO suffered very
severe blows, lost positions, had to accept
very painful losses, but the Israelis could
not destroy it.

The PLO guerrillas fought and con-
tinue to fight heroically, and their centers
of resistance have not been eliminated
even in the cities subjected to the
enemy’s worst attacks.



The hesitation that Begin began to
show as soon as his army reached the out-
skirts of Beirut in itself reveals the blind
alley in which Israel remains caught.

In the Lebanese capital and its sub-
urbs, there are about two hundred thou-
sand Palestinians who are determined to
defend themselves to the last. To crush
the Palestinian resistance and its organi-
zation, the PLO, which is not a “gang of
terrorists,” but the expression of the na-
tional aspirations of a people fighting for
independence and survival, the Zionists
would have to unleash a massacre border-
ing on genocide. And after that they
would have to envisage massive popula-
tion transfers toward uncertain destina-
tions,

Moreover, the Lebanese reactionary
forces, which have not overcome their
own divisions, are scarcely in a position
to impose a strong regime of any stability
whatever.

Building a puppet Arab militia like
that led by Haddad in the southern Lega-
non border area is possible only in a limi-
ted and relatively thinly populated area.
In any case, such an operation could not
make it possible to avoid the costs of a

prolonged intervention of the Israeli
armed forces.
The internal situation in Israel

could change as the precariousness of the
successes made by the offensive become
clear and as the losses suffered by the ag-
gressors come to be known. These losses
are quite modest compared with those
suffered by the Palestinians and Leba-
nese, but they will seem grave to the Is-
raelis, who are not prepared to pay a high
cost in blood for victories.

It is essential for the workers move-
ment to mobilize throughout the world
to force an immediate halt to the crimi-
nal aggression by the Zionist state, and
to assure full solidarity with the Palestin-
ian resistance. Demands must be raised
that the Israeli army withdraw from all of
Lebanon and that all the repressive and
occupation forces be withdrawn from the
occupied territories; that Lebanese sover-
eignty be restored; and the Palestinians
keep their positions, their armed forces,
and their organizations.

It is necessary to denounce the
complicity of the U.S. with Begin, and
the hypocrisy of the West European
states, which have adopted economic san-
ctions against Argentina in the Malvinas
conflict, to take any concrete action
against the Israeli aggression.

The workers states have to be
called on to offer economic and military
aid to the Palestinian resistance and to all
the Lebanese forces fighting alongside the
Palestinians against the Zionists. ]

STOP ZIONIST AGGRESSION!

ISRAELI TROOPS OUT OF LE-
BANON NOW!

SOLIDARITY WITH THE PALE-
STINIAN RESISTANCE!

IEC Plenum May 1982

The second plenum of the Interna-
tional Executive Committee of the
Fourth International since the Eleventh
World Congress took place during May in
northern Europe. The IEC is elected by
name at the World Congress and is the
leadership body of the International be-
tween world congresses. Today its elec-
ted members come from 25 different
countries.

During its meeting, the IEC
adopted resolutions of general orientation
on: the lessons of the political revolution
in Poland; on militarism and the imperial-
ist war drive; and on the building of revo-
lutionary youth organisations. It also
adopted declarations on current events,
such as the war in the Malvinas and the
war between Iran and Iraq; and motions
of solidarity against repression in Iran,

Uruguay, and Portugal. The IEC
approved the line of two reports pre-
sented: one on the development of the
Central American revolution, the other
on the revolutionary experience of the is-
land of Grenada in the Caribbean.

Finally, the IEC had two oral dis-
cussions: on the prospects of building
the Fourth International today; and the
organisational effort to implant ourselves
in the major industrial sectors, as decided
at the last World Congress.

The IEC decided to open the pre-
paratory discussion for the Twelfth World
Congress, the sixth since the 1963 reunifi-
cation.

We publish in the present issue of
International Viewpoint the main declara-
tions and solidarity resolutions.
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Interview with Israeli Revolutionist:
The effects of the Middle East war

The following interview was given
to Gerry Foley in Paris on June 11 by
Mikado, one of the leaders of the Revolu-
tionary Communist League, Israel section
of the Fourth International. The text has
been translated and edited.

* * *

Question. What are the aims of the
Begin government in the war it has
launched against Lebanon and Syria?

Answer, The main aim is to liqui-
date the Palestine Liberation Organiza-
tion (PLO) politically and militarily. The
present Israeli leadership has primarily a
military conception of the PLO. It thinks
.that the PLO is essentially a relatively
small group of terrorists that can be dri-
ven back and liquidated by military ope-
rations.

The second objective is to change
the relationship of forces in the region by
inflicting a severe political or military de-
feat on Syria. The relationship of forces
started shifting against Israel after the
1973 war.

The third objective is to restore a
feeling of national unity and confidence
in the Jewish population of Israel itself,
to show that the Zionist state can put an
end to the pressures the Arab revolution
has been bringing to bear on it. The con-
fidence of the Jewish population has been
severely shaken in recent years.

Q. How successful has the Begin
government been in creating an atmos-
phere of national unity among the
Israeli Jews?

A. The war has produced an ap-
pearance of national unity. The radio
plays military marches all day long.
There is no news about the number of
casualties. The government does not face
massive opposition in the streets or large
open political opposition. That is not
surprising, We are not yet at the stage
where the majority of the Israeli popula-
tion is ready to confront their govern-
ment while a war is going on.

But for the first time during a war
itself, opposition voices have been raised
from the first day, including the estab-
lishment. Some deputies, for example,
abstained on the motion of censure pre-
sented in parliament by the Communist
Party. This sort of thing has never hap-
pened before during a war. Our comrades
working in the Committee for Solidarity
with Bir Zeit University (a Palestinian
school shut down by the Zionist autho-

rities) have been circulating a petition
against the war which has already been
signed by dozens of liberal personalities.
This is also something new in the context
of a military confrontation.

There have already been some cases
of refusal to obey orders in the army, re-
fusal to cross the frontier. This is the
position we advocate, and other political
currents have taken it up.

Moreover, there have already been a
number of small demonstrations against
the war including a few dozens of people
and the writing of antiwar slogans on the
walls. This reflects the activity of left
oppositionists, but no one would have
tried to do this during the 1968 war or
even the 1973 one. The most popular
slogans, written in Hebrew, are “Out of
Lebanon Now!” *“Down With the Bar-
barous War in Lebanon!” “The PLO is
Indestructible!” “The PLO Is the Whole
Palestinian People!”

The real test will come after the
war., Our comrades estimate that already
more than 150 Israeli soldiers have been
killed, This is not insignificant for Israel.
And we do not believe that the Israeli
offensive can achieve its objectives. It
may deal blows to the Palestinian move-
ment, even very severe ones, but it is in-
capable of destroying the Palestinian
movement. Therefore, after the offensive
ends, it can have a boomerang effect on
Israeli society itself, as a result of the in-
effectiveness of this offensive, and the
price that the Israeli army will have to
pay for it.

Q. What impact has the war had on
the Arab population of Israel and the oc-
cupied territories.

A. The immediate effect is shock.
The Palestinians can see the results of the
Israeli offensive on Arab TV—the destruc-
tion and death, the wounding of tens of
thousands of people, hundreds of thou-
sands driven from their homes. The
Arabs also know that one of the govern-
ment’s plans is to take advantage of a
situation such as the present one to drive
the largest possible number of them out
of Israel and the occupied territories,

Q. What chance does Begin have to
achieve a shift in the relationship of
forces in the region?

A. If Israel does not succeed in
dealing a mortal blow to the Palestinian
resistance, the result of the war will in
fact be a defeat. Nothing less than
smashing the movement would be
enough. Even in the Litani River opera-

tion four years ago in southern Lebanon,
Israel made military gains. PLO bases
were destroyed. But the PLO came out
of the confrontation stronger than be-
fore.

The government says that its ob-
jective is to drive the Palestine resistance
back to the level of 1948, that is, to total
atomization of the Palestinian people and
destruction of their national movement.
If they don’t achieve that, the operation
will represent a defeat. And then, they
could not achieve their second objective
either, which is a change in the overall
relationship of forces in the region,

And, they would not achieve their
third objective either—the reconsolidation
of Zionism among the Israeli Jews., With-
in a very short time after the end of the
war, large sections of the Jewish popula-
tion will start demanding an accounting
for the cost.

Q. How far are the Israelis pre-
bared to go? Are they ready to occupy
Beirut, the southern half of Lebanon, or
even Damascus?

A. Trying to occupy Beirut would
be simply madness. But Begin and
Sharon have done several things that are
hard to explain politically, such as the
Golan Heights annexation and the attack
on the Syrian helicopters in 1981, which
led to the siting of Syrian missiles in the
Bekaa valley and made no sense political-
ly.

I am not certain that the whole
military offensive has been thought out
politically, that the government has a
clear idea of when to stop. It is not ex-
cluded that the military operations will
set off their own dynamic that will carry
things far beyond what is politically ac-
ceptable. So, I don’t exclude an occupa-
tion of Beirut, but that would be such a
colossal error that I have difficulty be-
lieving that they would do it. The same
goes for a prolonged occupation of the
southern half of Lebanon.

What Israel will try to do before un-
dertaking a general confrontation with
Syria, is try to clear the territory under
its control of all Palestinian bases, that is,
the southwest of Lebanon up to the
Beirut-Damascus road. It also seems to
want to set up rightist Arab militias
trained and paid by the Israeli army.
Begin is very proud of the Christian mili-
tia commanded by Saab Haddad that it
set up in the border area.

But it was one thing to be able to
do this in a thinly populated backward
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area about fifteen kilometers deep along
the southern Lebanese frontier. It is a
qualitatively different thing to try to do
it in an area that extends all the way to
Beirut and includes cities of 100,000 or
more inhabitants such as Tyre and Saida.

In the southern half of Lebanon,
the possibility also has to be left open
that Begin will decide to up the ante, in-
cluding even a long occupation of the
southern half of Lebanon. This would
deepen the crisis in Israel rapidly. It
would bring out the fundamental contra-
diction between Israel’s striking power
and its limited resources, especially in
human terms.

Occupying the southern half of
Lebanon would require mobilization of
several brigades and maintaining them as
a standing force, even when there were no
military operations. This involves heavy
economic and social costs. The Israeli
army is a reserve army. It cannot take a
prolonged mobilization,

Q. You said that a division was ap-
pearing in the Israeli bourgeoisie already
over how far to carry the war.

A. Yes, you can see this by reading
Ha’aretz, the serious bourgeois daily.
Of course, it has not come out openly
against the war. But in the two issues
published since the start of the war that I
have seen, it poses a whole series of ques-
tions. Was this operation thought out
politically? Does the government know
how far it wants to go? Will it be able to
stop in time? These questions express a
skepticism about the advisability of the
offensive, and this obviously reflects a
feeling that exists within the Israeli bour-
geoisie.

Q. What is the dividing line in the
bourgeoisie? Is there a section more con-
cerned about maintaining good relations
with U.S. imperialism? :

A. No. That is not the basis of it.
There is a section of the Israeli bourgeoi-
sie that has a more realistic reassessment
of the relationship of forces in the region
and which does not believe that the situa-
tion can be changed by military force
alone.

Q. And there is also a section of
the Israeli bourgeoisie that wants a gen-
eralized war in the region?

A. Yes, there is no doubt that
there are people in the Israeli establish-
ment who want a regionwide war. They
want to settle accounts with Syria, no
matter what the price.

Q. What does settling accounts
with Syria mean?

A. A general confrontation with
the Syrian army, possibly including occu-
pation of Damascus. Sharon has boasted
several times that if necessary, Israel is
capable of taking Damascus.

Q. What are the chances that this
section of the bourgeoisie can get the ball
and run with it?

A. There are two factors that make
such a possibility unlikely. One is that a
regionwide war is more than American
imperialism can accept, because Israel
cannot carry this off quickly and cleanly.
It cannot wage a six-day war against

Syria. Secondly, it cannot quickly wipe
out the Palestinian resistance. It could
not do that four years ago during the Li-
tani operation, and it cannot do it today.

I think that the U.S. imperialists
gave Israel the green light for a few days
only. The U.S. knows that if this offen-
sive goes on for too long or becomes too
extensive that it could have a profoundly
destabilizing effect on the neocolonial
regimes that have been built up in the re-
gion and on which its ability to control
it depends.

Q. What are the Begin govern-
ment’s objectives with respect to Syria?
Do they conflict with the needs of U.S.
imperialism?

A. Begin wants at least to humi-
liate Syria, to force it to accept a politi-
cal defeat in Lebanon, to evacuate Beirut,
to take its missiles out, to remain passive
in the face of the massacre of the Palesti-
nians. That is the minimum he wants to
achieve. But a rapid campaign to break
the back of the Syrian army cannot be
excluded.

Here, on the other hand, an inter-
national factor comes into play. Syria
has a military assistance pact with the
USSR. The Soviets cannot let the Is-
raeli offensive against Syria go beyond
a certain limit, and this poses an acute
problem for Washington.

However, already the political de-
feats the Syrians suffered in Lebanon in
the first days may have put the final nail
in the coffin of the Assad regime, which
is faced with mass opposition. This op-
position has conflicting objectives. It is
dominated by the traditionalist right, the
Muslim brotherhood, which is supported
by Iraq and Jordan.

From Israel’s point of view, it is
a secondary question what would re-
place the Assad regime. There is a cur-
rent in the government, represented by
General Sharon, that would not mind
even if a more militantly anti-imperialist
regime replaced Assad.

From Sharon’s point of view, anti-
imperialist regimes are preferable in the
Arab countries. This would mean that
the imperialists would have to depend en-
tirely on Israel, and therefore would have
to give all their support to Israel and not
maneuver at its expense with neocolonial
regimes.

Q. Do you think that the Iraqi de-
feat in the war with Iran played a role in
the Begin government’s decision to un-
leash this war?

A. Yes, that was very important,
especially in Washington’s approving such
an operation.

From Israel’s point of view, it saw
that the war between Iran and Iraq was
going to end, and that a realignment
would take place in the region. It had to
take advantage of the disarray in the Arab
camp caused by the war before the situa-
tion could be restabilized, before the re-
gime of Saddam Hussein could fall.

Q. Isn’t it possible that the U.S.
left Israel a certain space to carry out this
war to reinforce Iraq and the Arab right-
ist regimes against the pressure of Syria

and Iran?

A. TUndoubtedly this is the main
reason Washington has an interest in see-
ing Syria defeated, so long as this is a
limited defeat, or in seeing the PLO de-
feated right now, which would indirectly
be a defeat for Syria and which would re-
inforce the regimes that imperialism
counts on to maintain order in the re-
tion—Saudi Arabia, Egypt, the Gulf Emi-
rates,

Q. Do you think that there is a
possibility that the imperialisis can
achieve this objective?

A. Yes, there is a real danger of
that, given the impasse in which the more
anti-imperialist regimes find themselves.

Q. What was the attitude of the
Palestinians to the Iran-Iraq war?

A. There has been a great sym-
pathy for the Iranian revolution. This
revolution to a considerable extent in-
spired the Palestinian masses in their up-
surge against the occupation and against
Zionism,

However, this sympathy has been
somewhat attenuated by two factors.
One was the appeals made to Arab na-
tionalism by the Iraqi regime at the start
of the war. The Iraqis talked against the
repression against the Khuzestan Arabs,
which was real enough, and about the
right of these people to belong to the
Arab world.

The second factor, which had a
particular effect on the most politicized
layer of Palestinians was the repression
against the Mujahadeen, who have long
enjoyed popularity in the Palestinian
movement. They had very good relations
with the PLO dating from well before the
revolution. So, the repression against
them has deeply troubled a not insignifi-
cant vanguard among the Palestinians.

Q. Could you describe a bit more
what the Revolutionary Communist
League is doing in this crisis?

A. Our comrades are very active
right now through the Committee for
Solidarity with Bir Zeit. Everyday there
are leaflet distributions and poster paste-
ups. We have participated in two demon-
strations, one in Tel Aviv and the other in
Jerusalem. We have to admit that on
many occasions, our comrades have been
attacked physically. But they are not fal-
ling into impressionism, saying that the
masses are with Begin. The masses are
obviously with Begin today, but we know
that this support is not deep and will not
be long lasting.

Q. But so far there is no official
repression?

A. No. the test will come in the
army. A number of our comrades were
called up, and they and representatives
other currents have refused to cross the
frontier. We will see how the government
reacts. Will they close their eyes or limit
themselves to symbolic sanctions, as they
have in the past, or will they take the op-
portunity to carry out a serious repres-
sion. It would be a big mistake for them
to do that because it would increase the
echo of these actions in the army and
among the population.



BRITAIN-HANDS OFF MALVINAS

Great Britain is determined on a bloodbath in its efforts
to take the Malvinas from Argentina. In despatching 100 ships
and 26,000 soldiers, it has decided to sacrifice the lives of hun-
dreds of Argentine and British soldiers. It is using some of the
most sophisticated armaments in the world against a semi-
colonial country. The British task force carries nuclear weapons.
The Fleet commander has power to use these ‘in case of
emergency’.

This is the lengths of barbarity to which British imperial-
ism is prepared to go to defend its interests against the op-
pressed peoples of the world.

The International Executive Committee of the Fourth
International calls on all the workers, peasants and oppressed
of the world to mobilise in support of the Argentine people
against imperialism and colonialism.

British action in the South Atlantic is the most dangerous
threat to world peace today. It is a cover to the stepping up of
US military action against the revolutions in Central America
and the Caribbean.

This is not Thatcher’s war alone, The US government has
fully associated itself with this operation and other imperialist
powers are complicit through their sales of arms to Britain, the
logistical support, their economic and military boycott of Ar-
gentina and their continued diplomatic support for Britain’s ac-
tion throughout the war. Reagan has made it clear that he ‘will
not allow’ a British defeat. All imperialist ruling classes have
quickly recognised where their fundamental interests lie.

The decision to despatch the third largest fleet in the
world, to lauch a military invasion to recapture the islands and
to bomb the Argentine mainland if necessary has nothing to do
with the hypocritical claim to be defending the British inhabi-
tants on the Malvinas.

This is a war against the peoples of Latin America. Neither
Britain nor the US can allow any colonial country to assert its
rights. To do so would encourage all peoples of the region in
their fights to overthrow the reactionary oligarchies that rule
them today and throw out their imperialist backers.

The specific importance of the Malvinas is the access they
give to the resources of the Antarctie, to the oil that has been
discovered around the islands and the strategic position that the
islands occupy in the South Atlantic,

Britain’s war against Argentina is not between ‘demoec-
racy’ and ‘military dictatorship’. It is between an imperialist
power and a dependent country.

Britain’s open aggression has triggered off a growing wave
of hatred against London and Washington—the two imperialist
powers which have dominated the region for many years.

The battle for the Malvinas against imperialist aggression
reinforces the impact of revolutionary advances in Central
America and the Carribbean throughout the Latin American
continent,

The Fourth International fully endorses the urgent appeal
of Fidel Castro in his capacity as chairperson of the Non-
Aligned Movement to help halt ‘Anglo-American aggression’.
Fidel Castro has correctly pointed out that this war has ‘become
a lesson for all 3rd World countries which defend their sover-
eignty and territorial integrity’ whatever their political regime,

We agree with him that ‘this is the hour of Latin Amer-
ican solidarity’, The Fourth International will work to mobilise
the widest possible solidarity in Latin and Central America with
Argentina against this aggression. We call for active and uncon-
ditional support for Argentina. In this war Argentine sovereign-
ty over the Malvinas must be definitively established and inter-
nationally recognised without reservations.

We salute the Argentine workers for their rapid mobilisa-
tion in defence of Argentine sovereignty over the Malvinas.

The recuperation of the Malvinas by the Argentine mili-
tary junta coincided with the national aspirations of the Argen-
tine people against British imperialism. The pro-imperialist Mili-
tary Junta had reached a real low point of discredit and isola-
tion after six years of bloody repressive policies against the
Argentine working masses,

The action recuperating the Malvinas was carried out only
days after a demonstration of tens of thousands of workers who
demanded ‘Peace, Bread and Work'. This was an expression of a
strong awakening of the masses. The Junta’s action aimed to
divert the growing wave of popular oppostion against the
failure of its brutal repressive policies. But the Argentine work-
ing masses enthusiastically supported the recuperation of the
Malvinas while at the same time maintained their independence
from the Junta. They acted in this way because Thatcher's war
is a war against the Argentine people as a whole,

The mobilisation of the Argentine masses against the im-
perialist attack will break the barrier of all the junta’s vacil-
lations faced with imperialism, freeing all the potential force
needed to crush the agressors.

The need to defend the Malvinas has come into contradic-
tion with the pro-imperialist positions of the Junta. It has al-
ready been obliged to withdraw from Washington’s plans to
involve it in imperialist intervention in Central America.

For many years Argentine workers have carried out heroic
resistance to the economic and repressive measures of imperial-
ism executed by the military junta, Today faced with the open
attack of British imperialism they must demand intransigeance
against aggressor. At this critical time any weakness is an
obstacle placed in the way of the anti-imperialist energies of
the Argentine people, a betrayal of the national cause.

Therefore it is more urgent than ever to guarantee the
greatest freedom of organisation, press and association as
well as other democratic rights. We support the demand for
accounts to be settled on the fate of the 30,000 ‘disappeared’.
These militants have proved themselves in the struggle against
imperialism, They will be in the front ranks in the struggle
against British aggression. Freedom for the political prisoners
and the return of the exiles are more necessary than ever. These
measures would strengthen the Argentine people against agges-
sion. They will be won through mass mobilisations. The workers
and oppressed should not bear the enormous costs of the war.
The aggressors and exploiters must pay-British and North Amer-
jcan interests must be expropriated in order to strike another
blow against imperialism and aid the Argentine people.

Anglo-American aggression has changed the conditions of
the Argentine people’s struggle for their just demands. The Ar-
gentine workers, correctly, have no illusion that the junta will
take measures aiming to build a more effective resistance against
imperialist aggression—its barbarous repression justifies this de-
fiance.

That is why the battle against imperialist aggression does
not imply any truce with the Junta or any concessions on the
independence of the workers and peasants in the struggle for
their demands.

The Fourth International denounces the underhand moves
of the United States to set up, if possible, a new government in
Argentina totally subordinated to their interests and even more
repressive. B

But in strengthening their organisations, struggling
for their rights, mobilising against imperialism, the Argen-
tine masses will come to finish off the military dictatorship.

The Fourth International will fully commit itself to
mobilising the broadest solidarity with Argentina against
this aggression. We fully support the mobilisation of the
Latin American peoples in solidarity with Argentina.

The Fourth International calls upon European and
North American workers to fight to end their government’s
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