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Falklands: Reagan's friends at war 
III 

I 
III 

I 

, Training for War: British troops head for South Atlantic. Flag,waving jingoism. imperialist madness: Fleet sails from Portsmouth to wage war over Falkland Islands. 

A onc~ mighty imperial power now an imperial- .............. .a ........................................................................................ . 
ist pauper lines up its military might against 
its erstwhile 'warm friends' of the anti
·communist Argentine military junta. The objec
tive: the salvation of 'national pride'. The 

.means: the conquest or reconquest of a tiny 
group of islands off Antarctica where sheep 
should be left to graze in peace. And by the 
end of the month it had led to aerial and naval 
clashes in the South Atlantic. The insane ir
rationality of capitalism in terminal decay 
underscored by the bizarre Falklands war is but 
another argument for the overthrow of 
capitalism. 

But it is nonetheless deadly serious, The 
jingoist hysteria in Parliament and the media 
reaches epiqemic proportions. ,The hi therto de
spised Tory government of Margaret Thatcher 
rides to an unprecedented peak in the opinion 
polls on a wave of chauvinist hysteria. ~oyal 
Navy recruiting posters are pinned on factory 
noticeboard~ and the gutter press screams for 
'our boys' to get the 'Argies'. But what do 
British workers have to fight for against 
Argentina? A bit of military glory to be credi
ted to Thatcher's viciously anti-working-class 
government? Three million unemployed at home? A 
country with whole regions so devastated by 
economic degeneration that they look as though 
they have been bom~ed? The 'freedom' which 
means deportation and rightist, and police, terror 
for blacks, Asians 'and other oppressed 
nationalities? 

And Her Majesty's Loyal Opposition joins in 
the obscene spectacle. Labour leader Michael 
Foot leaps to congratulate the Iron Lady on her 
reconquest of South Georgia, while the Labour 
Party pleads for a settlement by that imperial
ist den of thieves, the United Nations. And Tony 
Benn shows himself to be only the most rational ' 
spokesman for an irrational British capitaliSM, 
warning'that if the fleet is not withdrawn 'it 
will end in tragedy for this country'. So what? 
It would be a tragedy for the British bosses! 
The'onlY war worth fighting by the British 
workers is "the class' war against their Own bour
geoisie. THE'A~IN ENEMY IS AT HOME! 

When the crisis first broke out, US president 
Ronald Reagan stated pa~hetically, 'We're 
friends of both countries.' True enough: 

continued on page 10 

Down with all imnerialisms, 
not just American! 

Protest anti -Soviet 
warm er Reagan! 

US president Ronald Reagan comes to London pressed minorities in the US.' Reagan's 
on 7 June as part of a European tour. CND has wholesale destruction of the air traffic con-
called a demonstratiod for 6 June and the trollers union is a small taste of what he 
'Reagan Reception COIllmi ttees' a picket of the would IEte to do to the workers states. His war 
US embassy the following day. Reagan should be' on blacks and the poor exte~ds from slashing 
'sent packing -- with massive, militant pro- school lunches and welfare benefits to drag
test actions designed to give him nightmares nets of immigrant workers and stepped-up 
for years to com,e! To this end the 'Spartacist police murder in the ghettos. His'crusade 
League is organising contingents for these against 'godless Communis~' means mass 
actions. slaughter in EI Salvador and attempts to pro-

But we will not, as does the fake left, be voke Soviet in~ervention in Poland against 
fuelling anti-American chauvinism with calls counterrevolutionary Solidarnosc in order to 
'For a Reagan Free Europe', as though Reagan's fuel his dr~ ve to war wi th the blood of 
class colleagues on this side of the Atlantic Polish and Russian workers. 
are any the less oppressors and exploiters of CND-style 'Europacifism' won't stop this 
the working masses. We'd like to see a Europe nuclear trigger~happy imperialist politician. 
freed from the likes of Mitterrand, Schmidt 'For labour ~ction to bring down Reagant' --

and first and foremost from the standpOint that's the slogan of our American comrades. 
of the Bri tish workers -- Margaret Thatcher. And the bigge'r, the uglier the reception 
It was Thatcher who gave Reagan some of the Ronald Reagan gets while in Europe, the 
inspiration for his'Friedmanite austerity easier that task will be for our American 
programme -- the sort of policies it would class brothers and sisters. It is in that 
take a Pinochet-style dictatorship to im- spirit of militant proletarian internation-
plement. And the Iron Lady got that name from alism that British workers should turn out 
the Russians because of her virulent b,atr~d to gre~t this anti-Soviet warmonger and anti-
for the Soviet degenerated workers state. union strik~breaker. SMASH NATO! DEFEND THE 

British workers have reason to hate Reagan SOVIET UNION! FOR A SOCIALIST UNITED STATES 
-- the same reasdns as their American class OF EUROPE! DOWN WITH' ALL IMPERIALISMS, NOT 
bz:oothers. Reagan" s fanatical war drive JUST AMERICAN! THE MAIN ENEMY IS AT HOME! 
agai~st the Soviet Union goes hand-in-hand 'For labour action to bring down Reagan!' __ 
with a vicious war against workers and op- SL speaking tour, details p 11. 



Stalinists dodge debates 

What is West MidlandsCP afraid of ? 
In his 1977 Cogi to pamphlet" Trot:sky and 

World RevolutiQn', Communist Party (CP) anti~ 
Trotskyist 'expert' Monty JO.hnstone issued an 
open invitation to ostensibly Trotskyist .,group
ings to debate him. Today, while Johnstone's 
opus has made aoot-surprising comeback on CP 
bookstalls, his followers in the CP and Young 
Communist League (YCL) appear not to want to 
honour his challenge. 

The Spartacist League's (SL) hard opposition 
to Solidarnosc counte'rrevolution in Poland and 
firm defence of the' Sov.ietUnion against the 
Reagan/Thatcher war drive have attracted con
siderable inte~st and sympathy a~ongst those 
layers in the CP/YCL seeking to differentiate 
themselves from their leadership's,kowtowing to 
the imperialist Cold War. And the spectacular 
disillusionment with the Polish PUWP's inept 
mismanagement of .the economy and betrayal of 
promise after promise of 'socialist renewal', 
which led the .Polish masses into the arms of 
Catholic nationalism, have highlighted our call 
fo~ proletarian political revolution to install 
soviet democracy as an absolute necessity if 
the gains of the October Revolution are to be 
defended and extended world wide. Thus, at CP 
public meetings around the country our interven
tions have become a focus of~ attention, interest 
-- ,and worry for the party leadership. 

Intrigued by a Trotskyist group that, follow
ing Trotsky, defends the So~iet Union, the 
Birmingham branch of the YC~ and the Communist 
Society (ComSoc) of Lanchester Polytechni.c, in 
Coventry agreed to debate the SL on which way 
forward for the polish working 'Class and the 
character of ,the Soviet Union today. Eowever 
after interminable delays, both called off the 
respective.debates within four days of each 
other last month. Clearly someone doesn't want 
CPers and YCLers to talk to Trotskyists. 

When the Lanchester Poly ComSoc asked the 

, '. 

local CP leadersh!J>-loyal full-timer Tony : 
-'~TCNafiy""IO'ra $pe-aker, he replieh there was no
body in the district CP who could take on the~ 
SL. Then they tried Johnstone, who reportedly 
told them he was too busy writing a book. When 
they cancelled the debate, it was ostensibly, 
because the SL had issued a leaflet character
ising the CP's politics as Stalinist. This, 
they said, would upset a Cel!lSoc member whe was 
alse in the Social Democratic Party (!). 

'Leaflet in hand, ComSec leade.r Dave Richardson 
pathetically marched off to the Pely admini
stration t'o denounce the SL as '.outside agi-. 
tators' . 

The Birmingham YCL's excUses fer cancelling 
were just as cowardly but did at least centain 
one element of truth: as a letter to the SL 
admitted, their branch was having 'internal 
problems ever leadersh'ip'. Despite verbal and 
written commitments to debate from leading 
YCLers, the leadership unilaterally' overruled a 
branch decision to debate the SL, ludicrously 
claiming 'they were too busy building a movement 
'among the mass of youth who are not politi
cised'. This from an 'organisation that r~rely 
gets attendance at its branch meetings into 
double figures! The real reason why the YCL 
ducked out is that the area CP leadership has 
preved incapable of defending CP politics in 
~ublic -- so much so that they have twice 
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threatened te call the cops en SL paper sales
mel!. 

I~deed, the 'internal problems over leader-_ 
ship' are far frem confined to the Birmingham 
YCL.' In London and elsewhere, pro-:-Soviet 
'tankies' have been quietly boycotting CP public 
meetings, rather than defend the despised party 
line on Poland. In the Midlands itself the 

, -
Coventry branches are in a state of virtual open 
warfare against McNally. ' One pro-Kremlin hard
liner publicly described his district cemmittee 
as 'rats'; at a Lanchester Poly debate on 'The 
Forward March of Labeur Halted?' in March, 
Brezhnevites .openly heckled McNally as he out
lined the CP's pre-Selidarnosc position; and on 
a 10 April eND deme McNally met with a similar 
respense when he unsuccessfully ordered members 
.of the Stoke (Ceventry) branch to take down 
their banner. 

Indeed the only thing McNally arid his 
'tankie' .opponents seem te agree on is the need 
to keep the Tretskyists oftbe SL at arms length 
(.or worse). Thus it was the Stoke oppositioniijts 
whe bureaucratically excluded SL supporters frem 
a CP local elections public meeting on 2~ April. 
When our comrades attempted te enter the meet
ing, which attracted all of fifteen people, they 
were stepped by several burly CP stewards. 

. CPers and-YCL members troubled by the sudden 
reund of exclusions and reneged agreements to 
debate won't find an answer frem t~e party 
leadership with its anti-Sovietism and its re
formist pipedreams. But_the more militant sound
ing 'tankie' faction likewise has no answers to 
'the CP's crisis. Their .'defence of the Soviet 
Union' threugh uncritical support fer the 
Kremlin and allied Stalinist bureaucraciesac
tually undermines the workers states through 
compromises "'--, codew9rd :i:letente ,-- with imper
ia14sm abroad and, in Poland, with the -Catholic' 
church and aspiring kulaks. 

Those YCLe'i's and CPers whe want to heal' the 
arguments of real communism sheuld read 
Tretsky's Revolution Betrayed, stUdy"the record 
of the Left Opposition and. its political con-' 
tinuators tqday in the international Spartacist 
tendency~ and fight within the CP and YCL for 
the right to listen to Ilnd debate the Trotsky
ists of the Spartacist League. Fer .our part,' we 
are organising public meetingl:i on 'p'o,land and 
the anti-Soviet war drive' in both Birmingham 
~nd Ceventry at which we will .offer any CP 
representative~ equal presentatien time to put 
ferward their views, despite their leadership's 
attempt to squelch debate. We have nothing to. 
be afraid .of in open, honest political debate .• 

'Red Robbo' on May 19&8: . 

CP saved the workers ••• 
from ·revolution 

A 20 April Communist Party (CP) public meet
in'g in Haringey, Nqrtl!.heltdon, fesruredvicU
mised formerBL Longbridge senior steward and 
CP executive member Derek Rebinson speaking en 
the fight against the Tebbit bill. Robinson 
.offered up the usual CP 'solutiens' .of import 
centrels and the Alternative Economic Strategy. 
gut when a Spartacist League supperter toek the 
fleor, the evening livet'ted up. Attacking the 
CP'sdefeatist, wait-fer-the-TUC response to 
Tebbit and its sabotage of Rebinson's own 
defence in 1979 by accepting the scab AUEW 'in
quiry', she linked the CP's conciliation of the 
bosses at home with ,the Stalinists' illusory 
search fer 'peaceful coexistence' with the 
capitalists abroad. 

After a few predictable mutters abeut 'Trets' 
and 'ultra-leftists', a'rattled Robinsen set 
out to 'prove' the dangerous road dewn which 
Trotskyists would lead the working class, so he 
peinted to ... France in May 1968. The 'ultra
leftists' thought ,there was a revolutien geing 
on, said Rebinson, but really ,there were 'just 
students -on the streets '. The, French Communist 
Party (pCF), he crowed, 'saved the French work
ing class from massacre'! Even a 'humber of 
CPers in the audience were censpicuously un
comfortable, ~efusing te applaud. 

In fact the PCF saved the French capitalists 
from revolution. 'Just st~dents on the 
streets'? What began as militant stUdent ~ro
tests turned into what was perhaps the largest 
and most powerful general strike in history, with 
milliens of werkers en the s.treets, factories 
occupied wi th red banners waving" industry and 
commerce paralysed., It was within the grasp of 
the working class to seize state pewer and es
tablish proletarian rule; what was needed was a 
revelutienaryparty to take the struggle for
ward from the general strike te the revol
utionary overthrow of capitalism. But the 
French CP did everything in its power io derail 
the movement -- attempting to split the initial 
worker-student alliance by using 'provocateur' 
smears against the student protests; trying to 
steer the workers' demonstrations, strikes'and 
factory occupations into narrow, purely econ
omic demands. , Along with the leadership of its 
trade .union arm the-CGT; the CP established 
back-to-work movements. They allowed De Gaulle 
to retrieve the, ini tiati,ve and restore 'order' 
in alliance with the military command. 

Thanks te the PCF, France remains an imper
ialist power and, udder Mitterrand, a bastion 
of anti-Sovietism, in Western Europe -- and this 

Just a bunch of stydents? Renault workers' mass meeting, May '68. 

same PCF sits in his Cabinet. CP mi'1itants un
comfortable abeut what the parliamentarist 
'British Read to Secialism' entails for this 
country should leok across the channel at what 
the 'French read' meant in 1968. Eelping to stab 
workers' struggles like at Longbridgein 'i979 is 
bad enough -- but when the/questien of prolet
arian power was posed in France the CP was an 
open opponent of revolution. ' 

At least Derek Rebinson was attacking the 
right people; the'Trotskyism of the Spartacist 
League'represents t,he only consistent alter
native to such betrayal. Selling outside the 
meeting, we overheard one:CPer tell another, 
'That's the Spartacists,-- they have a good 
l,ine on P~land.' Well, it's not jus,t Poland ....• 

Spartacist League public meetings 
Poland and the 

anti~Soviet war drive 
Speaker: lawri@ Harney. SL Central Committee 

Birmingham 
7pm Wed 12 Hay Liverpool 
Rm 45, Doctor Johnsen 
Eeuse, Bull Street 

Coventry 
7.30p~ Tues 11 ~ay 
Si.r Cotin Campbell 
CoOsford Street 

7.30pm Thurs 13 May 
Stanley House 
'Upper Parli ament St 
Liverpeol 8 
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Trotskyist spectre haunts left· Stalinists 

Poland and the TKP Leninists 
In the three years since it broke with' the 

official pro-Moscow leadership of I Bilen, the 
'4eninist wing' of the Communist Party of Turkey 
(TKP) has lurched increasingly though unevenly 
leftwards. Cefitred around the newspaper Iscinin 
Sesi (Workers Voice),the TKP Leninists have had 
considerable success in winning support from 
within the TKP and its periphery, including 
among exiles and migrant workers in Western 
Europe, and politically control the Union of 
Turkish Progressives in Britain which produces 
the English-language Turkey Today. As well they 
have i,nfluenced a grouping in and around the 
British Communist Party centred around the 
Leninist. 

Impalled into opposition by the TKP's grossly 
capitulatory tailing of the bourgeois Republican 
People's Party o'f Bulent Ecevi t and then spurned 
by the ,Kremlin tops who share the policies of 
the 'opportunist wing' of the TKP, the Iscinin 
Sesi grouping has' since been, forced to deepen 
and generalise its critical stance, not only 
with regard to the present Soviet leadership but 
also to the historical deveiopment of the 
Stalinist 'world communist movement'. The re
surgent Cold War and imperialist war drive 
against 'the Soviet U~ion have accelerated this 
process. 

The dift'iculties and contradictions of 
Iscinin Sesi have surfaced most sharply over the 
Polish events, which pose pointblank the 
Trotskyist analysis of the deformed and degen
erated workers states of the Soviet bloc and the 
Trotskyist programme of proletarian pou ti.cal 
revolution based on defence of the'collectivised 
property forms to oust the bureaucracy. Their 
critique' of the bureaucratic 'character of Polish 
(and Soviet) society is far-reaching; yet their 
refusal thus far to see that this bureaucracy is 
a caste ruling in its own interests leads them 
to pursue a confused and utopian perspective of 
reform while leaving them theoretically dis
armed before the .neo-Kautskyan(and implici fly 
counterrevolutionary) calls for 'classless' 
democracy advanced by the Eurocommunists and 
suchlike. 

Likewise, in continuing to cling to a per
spective of reforming the 'world communist move
ment' through 'ideological struggle', they look 
to the most craven opportunists as ideological 
allies against revisionism and resist an exam
ination of the non-revolutionary premises upon 
which their programme and' strategy remain 
founded. Today the TKP Leninists have gone about 
as far as they can within their present method
ological framework. Only by making a complete 
break with their Stalinist heritage and coming 
to terms with Trotskyism can Iscinin Sesi sup
porters uphold their avowed desire to be revolu
tionary, proletarian-internationalist Leninists. 

A programme for Poland 
The massive strike wave which gave birth to 

Solidarnosc represented the workers' reaction to 
years of bureaucratic mismanagement, privilege 
and abus e. The Poli sh workers we.re f aced wi th a 
historic choice: with, the banl~ruptcy of Stalin
ist rule dramatically demonstrated, it would 
either be the path of bloody counterrevolution 
in league with Western imperialism or the path 
of proletariat political revolution for soviet 
democracy. Given the clerical-nationalist in
fluence in Solidarnosc and the emergence of a 
mass organisation of the landowning peasantry, 
Rural Solidarnosc, the counterrevolutionary 
threat grew. At the same time a process of ~ol-
1tical differentiation had begun, a situation in 

which a genuine Leninist/Trotskyist opposfti,o'n 
could have crystallised and quickly grown. Thus 
into the middle of 1981 it would have been 'the 
duty of genuine proletarian internationalists 
to protest any Russ,ian military intervention' 
while emphatically warning that any form of vi
olent resitance against such an intervention 
would have been far worse, since that would 
simply have poisoned the situation for years. 

However with its first national con~ress in 
September decisive elements of Solidarnosc were 
now pushing a programme of open counterrevol
ution. While pointing out that it was not our 
task to advise the Stalini~t bureaucrats"how to 
deal with a counterrevolutionary situation for 
which they bear ultimate responsibility, we 
said: 'Stop Solidarity's counterrevolution!', 
adding that 'If the Kremlin Stalinists, in their 
necessarily brutal, stupid way, intervene mili
tarily to stop it, we will support this.' As it 
was , it was the Polish army which imposed 
martial law at the last possible moment, 
checking Solidarno8c's counterrevolutionary bid 
for power. 

Martial law has not ended the Crisis of 
Polish 'society, a situation which cries out for 
the creation of a proletarian and internation
alist vanguard which can lead the polish working 
masses out of this morass. From the beginning we 
raised a programme around which lJuch a vanguard 

, r 
Poland: Masses mobilised behind c:,Ierical·nationaiist counterrevolution. 

must be built: For trade unions independent of 
bureaucratic control and based on a programme of 
defending socialised property! ,For the strict 
separation of churCh and state -- fight clerical 
nationalist reaction! Promote the collectivisa
tion of agriculture! For workers control of 
production, prices, distribution and foreign 
trade! For proletarian political revolution 
against the Stalinist bureaucracy -- for a gov
ernment based on democratically elected workers 
councils (soviets)! Break the imperialist eco
nomic stranglehold -- cancel the foreign debt! 
Towards international socialist economic plann
ing! For military defence of the USSR against 
imperialism! For the revolutionary unity of the 
Polish and Soviet working classes! For a Polish 
Trotskyist party, section of a reborn Fourth 
International! 

Confusion and contradictien 
In its analysis of the Polish events Iscinin 

Sesi makes a number of telling and correct 
points. Significantly the major statement by R 
Yurukoglu (Iscinin Sesi, 21 December 1981 -- re
printed as a Turkey Today supplement) is entit
led "Counterrevolution in Poland must be crush-

PUWP Politbureau meets afted980 Gdansk upsurge. Time runs out 'for Stalinist 'socialist renewal'. 
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ed'. Elsewhere as well the statement will have a 
familiar ring for readers of the, publications of 
tlie internationaI Spartacist tendency' ('600,000 
Soviet soldiers died i.n order to liberate Pol
and'). It says tl1at tlie 'main responsibility' 
for the crisis must rest with the PUWP, de
nounces the 'antiquated bureaucratic structure, 
corruption and injustices' and condemns the 
leadership which 'frightens the people by saying 
the Russians are coming! This is nothing but 
nationalism.' The Solidarity membership 'is a 
confused mass enraged'by years of injustices', 
while Rural Solidarity is 'fervently catholic, 
extremely reactionary and hostile to socialism' 
,and 'a truly dangerous force'. And it concludes 
that 'the Solidarity trade union movement has 
today ceased to be a trade union. It is an anti
communist movement striving for political power.' 

But in seeking a solution for the Polish cri
sis from the perspective of reforming the Stal
inist regime, Iscinin Sesi becomes confused and 
contradictory. The same events that have'pro
duced 'an anti-communist movement striving for 
political power' are also described as 'the mass 
upsurge [which] is bringing forward a new, un
sullied, -and rank-and-file movement'., Uncomfort:" 
able with Jaruzelski's coup Iscinin Sesi coun
sels 'mass struggle': 

'Our wish is that the tanks had never come. 
The party had advantages it could have used. 
If this is a class struggle, would that it 
had used these, called to action cadres loyal 
to communism, and waged a classstrug'gle.' 

Iscinin Sesi's appeal to the Polish Stalinists 
to launch a revolutionary mobilisation is part
icularly absurd in the context of present-day 
Poland. This was not 1956 when the masses could 
be mobilised behind illusions in Gomulka's re
form Stalinism even to the extent that Khrush
chev was dissuaded from intervening with Soviet 
troops to remove Gomulka. By 1980 the Polish 
working class had heard countless admissions of 
mistakes and promises of reform and 'socialist 
renewal'. The PUWP was utterly discredited in 
wide layers of the working class. Leaving aside 
the question of which politics it was meant to 
wage 'class struggle' for, the PUWP did not have 
other 'advantages it could have used' aside from 
the army. Iscinin Sesi's claim that 'open dis
cussion became an irreversible fact within the 
party' is 'more a reflection of the PUWP's paral
ysis in the face of a movement which looked to 
Pilsudski and the Vatican than a sign that a 
start was 'made on closing the profound gap 
which exists between the party leadership and 
the party rank-and-file'. 

Iscinin Sesi characterises the central PUWP 
leadersh~ as 'centrist', ascribing this,to the 
fact that 'the world communist movement as a 
whole tak~s up a centrist position today'. Seek
ing an alternative within the PUWP, Iscinin Sesi 
looks to the 'left wing •.. led by the Katowice 
Group'. No doubt healthy elements repelled,by 
clerical nationalism and the vacillation of the 
Central PUWP leadership may have been attracted 
to the K~towice group, but the ~entral figures 
associated with this grouping came from those 
hardline' officials most opposed to any conces-

continued on page 4 
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TKP Leninists ... 
(Continued from page 3) 
sions to the rank an'd file, sul,lied or, unsul,lied; 
those most eager for a crackdown and closest to 
the Kremlin hardliners; those most identified 
with the virulent nationalism (and anti-semit
ism) that certain PUWP organs resorted to. 

Likewise, internationally Iscinin Sesi drags 
out CPUSA leader Gus Hall (whose critique on Po
land it reprinted, as did the British Leninist) 
as some sort of ' alternative to 'centrism'. The 
Leninist' (Winter 1981) compares Hall favourably 
to the Moscow-loyal New Communist Party, which 
is denounced for ,following 'faithfully every zig 
and every zag of the leadership of the PUWP' . 
They are sorely mistaken. Were they not so na
tionally-centred, they would surely know that 
Hall is the I Bilen of the CPUSA,one of the 
most slavishly sycophantic supporters of the 
Hoscow leadership ,in'the world today. The day 
after JarQzelski's military coup, Hall's Dail~ 
World (15 December 1981) ran the headline: 'Pol
and Heeds Unity Call -- Nation Goes 'Back to 
Work'. And back home Hall spends his time asking 
the US imperialist government to ban the fasc
ists and lickin?, the boots of th~ Democratic 
Party. 

Democracy - for what class? 
Iscinin Sesi'sprogramme for Poland is vague. 

It demands that 'Counterrevolution in Poland 
must be crushed with mass struggle', calls for a 
'balance between production and consumption' , 
and argues: 'Only mass democracy can do away 
wi th the estrangement between working class, 
state and party.' But with everyone clamouring 
about 'democracy' in Poland it is doubly import.
ant to delineate the precise form and content of 
democracy. 

The bo~rgepisie means bourgeois democracy and 
bloody capitalist counterrevolution when it 
shrieks about democracy for Poland. Talk by the 
CPSU tops and other Stalinis~ bureaucrats of 
'developing s'ocialist democracy' is simply win
dow-dressing on their continuing stranglehold on 
political power. And behind the Eurocommunists' 
(and such fake Trotskyists as Ernest ~andel's) 
prattle~about 'socialist democracy', a latter~ 
day incarnation of Kautsky's 'pure democracy', 
is their support for (bourgeois) 'pluralism', a 
promise that they can be trusted with minister-' 
ial portfolios and seats in the councils of NATO. 

Trotskyist Left Oppositionists in Vorkuta prison camp. 1928. 
proletarian internationalism. ' 

" Today as in 1917 such talk is really an attack 
on the dictatorship of the proletariat. Attack
ing Kautsky's ideas of 'pure' democracy, Lenin 
insisted that 'we can only speak of class democ
racy', adding: 'It'is natural for a liberal to 
speak of "democracy" in general; but a Marxist 
will never forget to .ask: "for what class?'" 
(Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky). 

When Iscinin Sesi talks of the 'majority of 
concret~ demands" of Solidarnosc as 'essential
ly just' but 'abused for counter-revolution 
[sic] ends', why does it not specify which de
mands are just and which counterrevolutionary?, 
Certainly many of the grievances which fuelled 
the Gdansk upsurge -- and even some of the de
mands, directed ag~inst bureaucratic privilege, 

, and political suppression -- were just, but 
those that became dominan~ had ~ counterrevol
utionary content. It is not good enough to put 
pluses and minuses beside th~ various demands an 
and not specify their actual class content and 
meaning in the Polish situation. What about 
'free elections', for -example,which if imple
mented would have led to a capitalist-restor
ationist parliallIentary majority? 

The demand for 'free' el~ctions' was counter-
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posed, to workers democracy . Lenin emphasised ' 'Shortcomings and distortions which I, have 
tha t Soviets were the' democratic form through touched upon briefly~ cannot be reduced to t)le 
which the proleta·riat exercised its dictator-' atti tudes of leading cadres or general sec-
ship -- towards the aim of creating the poli t- retaries.' (R YUrukoglu, '~oCialism will 
ical, economic and cuI tural preconditions for win') 
communist society. The most fundamental of these Elsewhere Iscinin Sesi describes how bourgeois 
is the rlaintenance of proletarian state power pacifism, nationalism and opportunism have been 
and collecti vised property. Lenin stressed pervasi ve in the COlnmunist Parties. ADd it con-
against K,autsky: 'delDns the suppression of the ~orks of Bukharin, 

,'The indispensable characteristic, the neces- Zino,viev and TrotSky in the Soviet Union' (see 
sary condition of dictatorship is the forc- Turkey Today, January/February 1982). But Trot';" 
ible suppression of the exploiters as a sky's writings in particular were suppressed 
class, and consequently, the infringement of precisely because th~y described and fought 
"pure democracy", i.e., 'of equality and free- against the phenomena that Iscinin Sesi now 
dom in regard to that class.' (emphasis in critically notes. 
original) By not recognising that Stalin developed a· 
Soviet democracy, as a general rule, would different programme in the face of the difficult' 

allow only those political parties which stood conditions confronting the isolated, young 
on the defence of the dictatorship of the prol- wO.rkers state, Iscinin Sesi objectifies the his
etariat -- and not as the 'Leninists' suggest at tor:i.c process suggesting that what happened was 
one point in 'Socialism and Democracy' , (Iscinin inevitable. Was Lenin just being utopian when he 

'Sesi, 8 February 1982, our translation), those f,ought bureaucracy? No! AJld nOr would his policy 
parties which 'do not oppose the democratic towards the present situation in the Soviet 
order of the proletarian state', since it is Union have been one of 'critical acceptance', as 
quite conceivable that capitalist restoration- Iscinin Sesi puts forward 'in its Poland state-
ist foi"ces would choose to work through the ment. Stalinist ideology is designed to obs9.ure 
organs of workers democracy given the chance. the' role of the bureaucracy and to justify its 
Though the years .of Soviet detente policies may c01,lJ1terrevolutionary betrayals . And _it is not 
have ob'scured this for Iscinin Sesi, Lenin surprising, with i ts ba~ground, that Iscinin, 
clearly saw the dictatorship of the proletar~at Sesi carries in iis theoretical baggage pos
as a relatively brief historic period of violent itions that are not Leninist but Stalinist. 
conflict between the proletariat, and bourgeoisie, 'Had the Soviet Union remained under a Lenin
on an international scale. Arguing against Kaut
sky, Lenin el!lphasised: 

'I~ the exploiters are defeated in one count
ry only -- and this, of course, is typical, 
since a simultaneous revolution in a number 
of countries is a rare exception -- they 
still remain stronger than the exploited, for 
the international connections of the exploit
ers is enormous.' '(emphasis in original) 

The Left Opposition v th~ 
bureaucratic caste 

If the PUWP is responsible for the crisis, is 
isolated and has reached the 'height of bureau
cratic deformation' then surely this raises some 
questions about the role of this bureaucratic 
layer in society. In a fuller historical discus
sion of the Soviet Union the 'Leninists' s~y: 

'All the characteristics rooted in the spec-
• if'ics of the development of Soviet society 

boiled down to something which Lenin strove 

ist leadership it was not at all inevItable that 
it would haye remained isolated and subject to 
such great pressures: Tro~sky and the'Left Op
posi tionfought ,the degeneration of the Soviet 
Union from the very time tha~ Iscinin Sesi says 
t~ings started to go wrong, and put forward,a 
revolutionary-internationalist programme tore
store soviet democracy, to undertake the task of 
socialist construction and 'to extend-the world 
revolution. The supporters of iscinin Sesi must 
confront that alternative to Stalinisl!l and the 
programmatic struggle waged by its adherents. 

Trotsky developed the analysis that the 'wi!ie
spread bureaucracy' against which Lenin had 
fought had by 1924, under the terrible condi
tions created by scarcity and civil war, been 
able to consolidate itself as a distinct caste 
with distinct material interests, no longer 
serving the proletariat but independent from it. 
The collecti vised property forms remained intact, 
the class character of the Soviet state was un
changed, but the regil!le of soviet democracy and 
p~le!&rian in~eJ,"naHo.na).1sm bad:b~p_,pep-lac~g 
bythe f;'l'eglme o-f Ta 'cofiir-ervail ve;'rlitloilIiIi s t' 
bureaucracy. 

Intent on preserving the status quo this 
bureaucratic caste, with Stalin as' its main 
spokesman, sought to defend the collectivised 
economy from which its privileges derived by ap
peasing and conciliating imperialism rather than 
promoting international revolution; and it 
sought to ward off any proletarian challenge to 
its position by appropriating for itself a mon
opoly on political power. The failure of the 
revolution to spread internationally was theor
etically rationalised -- through 'socialism in 
one country' ~- into a perspective which denied 
the necessity for international revolution. 
Whether in an attempt to maintain its ties to
the left TUC bureaucrats during the BritiSh Gen
eral Strike or the needless sacrifice of the 
Chinese Communists to Chiang Kai-shek, the 
Stalinist bureaucracy betrayed revolutionary op
portunities time and time again. 'Socialism in 
one country' was a self-fulfilling ~ro~hesy that 
the proletari~n dictatorship wo~ld rerlain iso
lated in one country. 

Socialism in one country? 
• Even until early 1924, Stalin presented what 

to rectify all his life: the lagging behind was for Marxist-Leninists an elementary axiom: 
of the democratic aspect of democratic cen- ' ... can the final victory of socialism in 
traliSm. One ma~ifestation of these is the one country be attained, without the joint 
widespread bureaucracy which exists there and efforts of the proletariat of several ad-
whi.ch Lenin constantly fought against.· vanced countries? No, this is impossible.' 
Another is the single party system which ('Foundations of Leninism', first edition, 
Lenin never regarded as a universal prerequi- Lenin and Leninism) 
si te. A further manifestation is the restric- A few Dionths later ,he was saying the opposite. 
tionswhich were gradually imposed on discus- Though Marx and Lenin .used the term 'socialism" 
sion in 'society and in the party, especially at times loosely or to describe their world view, 
after the 1930's, Another is the fact that in its preCise scientific definition' (as de
the trade unions function as a state institu- scribed by Lenin in State and Revolution) it 
tion. None of these are characteristics de- meant for both of them the lower phase of com-
rived from the theory of socialism. They are munism. It'is a society characterised by common 
characteristics which socialism established property ownership, very high productivity of 
,in a particular country was compelled to ex- labour, the absence of class-based social antag-
hibi t for a long time, characteristics pe- onisms, the replacement of the standing army by 
culiar to that country, rooted in the fact a universal peoples militia, material incentives 
that as Lenin pOinted out, at the Eighth Con- limited to equal pay for equal work, full eman
gress of the RCP(B) , "Russia was not suf:'" cipation of women, disappearance of the age-old 
ficiently developed as a capitalist country". ,dist-inction between town and country, etc. In, 
Moreover the fact that the period in which short it, is only the beginning of man's ascent 
these were experienced was the mOst dif- from the ',ki"ngdom of necessity, into the kingdom 
ficul t seen in his tory made it har4 to erad- of freedom' ", It is obvious that the socialism 
icate these shortcomipgs in. the full sense of which Marx and Engels envisioned would be a 
the term.... world society, necessarily embra~ing the indus-
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trialised countries of Europe, the United Sta~es 
and Japan. To declare, as Stalin did in the 1936 
Constitution, that class struggle had ended in 
the Soviet Union and that socialism had been 
achieved flies in the face o~ the p,laring non
socialist features in the Soviet Union. Simi
larly to talk of the existence ~f socialism in 
Poland and the Soviet Union ,today is a cover-up 
for the anti-socialist ~ole of'the bureaucracy. 

In an attempt to be critical of the policies 
of the bureaucracy without coming to terms. with 
their role per se, Iscinin Sesi, like Hao Tse
tung and other Stali,nists before them, argues 
that class struggle exists under socialism. A 
careful reading of<Lenin puts to rest this re
vision of Marxism-Leninism: 

'Socialism means the abolition of classes. 
The dictatorship of the proletariat has' done 
all it could to abolish classes. But classes 
cannot be abolished at one stroke. And 
classes still remain and will remain in the 
era of the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
The dictatorship will become unnecessary when 

Lenin and Trotsky. leaders of the Russian Revolution. 

classes disappear. Without the dictatorship 
,of the proletariat they will not d~sappear. 
Classes have remained, but in the era of the 
dictatorship of the 'proletariat every class 
has undergone a change, and the relations be
tween the classes have also changed. The 
class struggle does not disappear under the 
dictatorship of the proletariat; it merely 
assumes different forms.' ('EconOmics and 
Politics in the era of the Dictatorship of 
the Proletariat', 1919, emphasis in original) 

Between capitalism and communism (including its 
lower stage socialis_) is a transitional period 
during which the proletariat enforces its dic
tatorship, and ,WOUld of course begin to build 
even in one country 'such prerequisites for 
socialism' as it can.' But the use made by 
Jscinin Sesi of 'socialism' and 'democracy' re
flects its Stalinist'methodological heritage, 
and in turn the bureaucratic caste's attempt to 
give itself the mantle of socialism. This bu
I,'eaucracy will not reform i'tself but must be 
overthrown by. proletarian political revolution. 

Whether it is talking of 'harmonising social
ism and democracy' in Poland or proclaiming tha,t 
'In the next immediate 'period, democratisation 
will be the fundamental question of the Soviet 
Union'(Yasayan Sosyalizm [Living Socialism], 
our translation) Iscinin Sesi is now treading on 
very dangerous ground. Its abstract call for 
'democratisation' can pave the way for the re
nunciation of defence of the Soviet Union. And 
in Living Socialism, Yurukoglu ~oys precisely 
wi th this prospect: ' 

'Let us think of a proletarian dictatorship 
where proletarian control over the funetion-~ 
ing of the state is gradually diminish~d. As 
administe~ing the state is still a special
ised job, an administrative stratum which ex
ists separate from the workers would separate 
from the workers still further. On paper this 
stratum does not have ownership of the means 
of production, Namely they don't have the 
right of ownership as a relationship gov~rned 
by law, but control [, the right of use'] is 
actually in their hands. Under these con
ditions the administrative stratum can gradu
ally transform itself into a capitalist, 
class.' (our translation) 

This is actually the line of argumentation 
premised on an identification of ,the bureau
cratic regime with, the workers state -- taken by 
MaOists, and others before them, in deciding 
that the Soviet Union had become capitalist. 
Theoretically this position contains a funda-, 
mental revisio~ of Varxist theory: that the dic
tatorship of the proletariat can be reformed 
back to capitalism'without there being a bloody 
counterrevolution. In terms of the Marxist
Leninis.t ,'teach~ng 9n the state, it is rol11ng 
the film of reformism backwards. 

Stagism - a Menshevik strategy adopted by Stalin 
And here the TKP Leninists come full circle, 

laying bare not only the problems of their pos-
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ition in terms of a revolutionary defence of'the Our Tasks). Elsewhere Iscinin Sesi speaks of ,a 
deformed and degenerated workers states, but the 'democratic state'. But what class dictatorship 
question of their capacity to lead socialist is this I democratic state '? If this i,s not the 
'revolut ion in Turkey. To understand. the roots of dictatorship ot: the proletariat, is it the 
the official TKP opportUnism with which they mythical 'joint dictatorship', or are the TKP 
have only partially broken, Iscinin Sesi must Leninists saying ,that the bourgeois state can be 
again turn to Trotsky's struggle against Stalin- reformed to socialism? 
ism. The pervasive oppottunism within the Com- At best Iscinin Sesi has reverted to Lenin's 
munist Parties is not a question of episodic er- old slogan 6f the 'revolutionary democratic 
rors or ideological weaknesses; today's "world dictatorship of the proletariat and peasantry'" 
communist movement' is not a flawed, 'centrist' a slogan he abandoned in 1917 wh~n he unders~ood 
continuation of the worl<Yparty of socialist that only the'dictatorship of the proletariat 
revolution built by Len!n and Trotsky but a con- can solve the democratic tasks of the revblution 
sistent obstacle to world revolution. In his simultaneously as it begins to undertake the 
critique of Staiin's draft programme for the socialist reconstruction of society. This, under-
Sixth Congress of the Comintern (1928),' Trotsky standing was at the core 6f Trotsky's t,heory of 
warned against the counterrevolutionary.impli- permanent revolution and laid the basis, 
cations of' 'socialism in one country': together with Trotsky's acceptance tha't Lenin 

'The new doctrine proclaims that socialism had been correct' on the party question, for 
can be buil.t on the basis' of a national state their revolutionary collaboration in leading the 
if only there is no intervention.' From this OctOber Revolution. And at worst 'Iscinin Sesi' s 
there can _and must follow (notwithstanding posi tion is but an attem~t to p,i ve a more lef't-
all pompous declarations in the draft pro- ist cDlouration to the classic two:-'stage theory 
gramme) a collaborationist policy towards the S,talin borrowed from tne 'Iensheviks. 
foreign bourgeoisie with the object of The TKP Leninists stand at a critical junc-
averting intervention, as this will guarantee ture. If they do not go forward to an under-
the construction of socialism, that is to say, standing of Trotskyism, they can only retreat. ' 
will solve the" main historical question. The In a sense the official TKP captures something 
task of the parties in the Comintern assumes, of the contradiction which today besets Iscinin 
therefore, an au~iliary character; their mi~~ Sesi when it accuses Yurukoglq of beinp, 'left 
s~on is to protect the USSR from intervention sectarian in his views before the revolution and 
and not to fight for the conquest of power.' Eurocommunist in his views after the revolution' 
(Third International After Lenin, emphasiS in, (Yasayan Sosyalizm, our translation), Seeking' 
o,riginal) answers in the tradition of Stalinism, seeking 

To speak of the 'world communist movement' as a 'Marxist-Leninist core' ih the Stalinist move-
being centrist today and reformable through ment, will only entrap Iscin'in Sesi in one 
ideological struggle is simply to ~----------~------~ 
ignore the world-historic betray
als, not just errors, carried out 
by the Communist Parties sipce 
then. 

In short order, the abandon-
ment of the perspective of world 
revolution in order t6 make 'capi
talist' 'friends' was to become a 
policy of opposition to proie
tarian revolution for the same 
aims. The coming to power of 
fascism in Germany without a sig
nificant challenge by the mass 
Geraan Communist Party nor a sig
~ficant response from within the 
Comintern after the fact, was the 
eVidence that this course had 
taken the Communist International 
decisively over to a defence of 
the bourgeois order, graphically 
confirmed several years later by 
its open struggle against prolet
arian revolution in Spain. Oppo
sition to the class st~uggle in 
Russia's imperialist allies dur
ing World War II, the disarming 
of the Italian and French workers 
after the war and countless other 
examples were in no sense errors 
or aberrations but consistent be
trayals. And to justify these be
trayals of the struggle against 
capitalism, the Stalinists re
vised Lenin's teachings across the 
board, in large measure borrowing 
from the Menshevik theories which 

,Lenin had, so assiduously combatted 
and discredited. 

The TKP Leninists reject 
'peaceful coexistence' and 'de
tente', but they have not shaken 
off the legacy of Stalinist re
visionism that goes with such 
policies. For one StaliniJlm aban
dons the'tenet that there must be 
a revolutionary smashing of the Petrograd Soviet, 1917. Iscinin Sesi fails to recognise soviets as the orilans of proletarian 
bourgeois state, positing a peace- class democracy. 
ful reformist transition from 
bourgeois democracy to socialism, as g.laringly 
expounded in the 'British Road to Socia'lism' or 
Allende's 'Chilean Road'. It argues for 'two
stage' revolution, with first a struggle for 
democracy and later (ie never) socialism. And it 
allows a 'jOint dictatorship' of more than one 
class, giving this third type of state names 
like 'peoples democracy' or, in Mao's case, 'New 
Democracy'. In reality such a third type of 
state has never existed since the armed bodies 
of men must in this epoch commit themselves to 
either proletarian or bourgeois class rule. 

For Turkey (but not necessarily for other 
countries) the TKP Leninists reject the' stagist' 
theory-of Bilen and Co (first 'democratic trans-' 
formations' and in the future ~oclalist revol
ution)~ They demand the revolutionary overthrow 
of the regime in Turkey by an 'advanced demo
cratic revolution' which will establish 'the' 
democratic dictatorship of the people' whose 
'aim is not to clear the way for capi,ta.lism, but 
to grow into socia,11sm through an uninterrupted 
process' (R Yurukoglu, The Third P!ogramme and 

variant or another of reformism. The tradition 
of Leninism lies elsewhere, in the struggle of 
Trotsky and the Left Opposition to defend the 
banner of the Bolshevik Revolution against 
Stalinist treachery and, repression. 'Only prolet
arian political revolution to sweep away the 
obstacle of Stalinist bureaucracy can open the 
path to genuine socialist 'construction. Only a 
complete and uncompromising break with the 
legacy of $\alinism in favour of the programme 
of Trotsky's Fourth International can arm the 
TKP Leninists with a Btrategy to smash bourgeois 
class rule in Turkey and internationally .• 

Works by 'i'Otsky: hnslations i1 'IIrkish 
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An e,xamination, of the Hungarian revoltrtion 
of 1956 and the B,evani te movement in the Labour, 
Party in the 1950swere the main topics of dis
cussion at a national educationai weekend held 
~y the Spartacist League (SL) in mid-April, 
aimed at furthering'our critical understanding 
of key aspects of the last Cold War period in 
order to better arm ourselves for the tasks and 
opportunities which face us today. Among the 
roughly 80 in attendance at the semi-public con
ference were representatives from the American, 
French, German and Italian sect(ons of the in
ternational Spartacist te~dency (iSt), as well 
as some half dozen members of the Communist 
Party (CP)~nd Youn-g Communist League (YCL) 
ranging from black youth to longtime trade 
unionists. 

The resurgence- of Cold War has made a signifi
cant ,imprint on the political landscape. In the 
Labour Party, i.t has been manifested in the rise 
of the Bilnnite phenomenon acco;;;panied by'the 
renaissance of the Campaign for Nuclear Disarma
ment (CND) and the hard pro-NATO split of the 
Social Democratic Party. nore b.roadly, there is 
an increasing divergence of interests between 
the European and American wings of the NATO 
alliance, following US imperialism's {all from 
the short-lived hegemony of the postwar 
'American Century'. And within·the ostensibly 
revolut'ionary left, our pseudo-Trotskyist op
ponents are driving hard towards sbcial democ
racy while deep fissures are being created 
within the West European Communist parties. 
Noting that previously our primary political in
teraction had been with the fake Trotskyists, 
providing many of the cadre for our inter
national extension, a reprepentative of the In
ternational Executive Committee of the iSt ob-
served: 

'Our'main opponents over the Cold War are now 
social democrats and ,the Communist Parties. 
Given our relative size .that is really extra
ordinary'. ' 
The growth of a mass counterrevolutionary 

movement in Poland and the Stalinist regime's 
attempt t~ suppress it through martial law has 
provided the focus {or a crisis in the West 
European CPs unparallelled since the 1950s. 
Whole layers of CP militants, 'astonished and 
angry because their parties are openly breaking 
with the Kremlin over the suppression of 

,counterrevolution' as one comrade put it; are 
, today confrofttetiwi th questions a'boutthe charac
ter of the Stalinist bureaucrac'ies and their 
poliCies of .'peaceful 'coexistence' which only 
Trotskyists can answer. At the time of, our last 
national conference in, September 1981 ,we noted 
the symmetrical press'ures and opt)ortuni ties pre
sented by this period (see 'Bolshevik parties 
are mean!', Spartacist Britain no 36, October 
1981). The pressures have been felt in the loss 
of 'a 'number of half-hearted members; the oppor
tuni ties are becoming_,particularly evident, as 
s~own by the seven new members who joined dur
ing the weekend,(see 'Joinin~ the Spartacist 
League', p8). 

Hungary v Poland 
In opening 'his nresentation on H~ngary, com

, rade Len Michelson contrasted the revolution of 
1956 and the counterrevolutionary mobilisation 
in Poland last year: 

'If the popular leader of the Polish masses 
, behind Solidarnosc was Lech Walesa, who was 

never to be seen without his lapel pin for 
the Black Madonna of Czestochowa, in the case 
of Hungary it was Colonel Pal Maleter who was 
never to be seen without his partisan'red 
star. And that in some ways describes 'the 
difference~between Poland and Hungary.' 

Khrushchev's rehabilitation of Yugoslav leader 
Tito and the 'secret speech' attacking Stalin at 
the 'Twentieth Congress, continued the speaker, 

Hungary 1966: Against Stlilinis!Il. not against socialism. 
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catalysed an oppositio~ within the ijungari~n 
Communist Party which looked to liberal Stalin
ist Imre Nagy. a former prime minister. The rev
olutionary uprising beg~n on,23 October, when 
several ,hundred thousand people joined a student
iili tiated demonstratiqn dem!mding that Nagy be 
installed and ended up' symbo],ically toppling t'he 
massive statue of Stalih. 'The Hungarian uprising 
was a living confirmation of the Trotskyist 
analysis of the bureaucracy' explain~d cde 
flichelson: , 

'The Communist Party effectively ceased to ' 
exist. It was a party of 900,000 members and 
overnight it became nothing. The overwhelming 
majority of the Communist Party went over to 
the side of the workers.' 

And when'the workers entered the stage of battle, 
through a general strike which continued for 
weeks after the s,econd Soviet military inter
vention and through the creation of workers' 
councils, the s-tudents and the liberal Stalinist 
opposition were left behind. The speaker quoted 
the paper of the then-Trotskyist US Socialist 
Workers Party which welcomed the Hungarian 
uprising (and the upsurge in Poland the same 
year) without ignoring their weaknesses: 

'Pro-capitalist restoration elements have 
appeared on the scene i,n Poland and Hungary. 
But they are in a distinct minority. Far 
stronger forces impel the national liber
ation revolution in Poland and Hungary on 
the socialist road. 
'The overturns in Hungary and Poland mark the 
f.irst stages of a political revolution. What 
these masses now lack is a revolutionary 
party of the kind the Russian workers had on 
November 7, 1917.' ([US] J.1ilitant, 10 
November 1956) 

Despite potentially dangerous liberal and neu
tralist illusions, the Hungarian workers pro
claimed their allegiance to sociaiism at eve,ry 
opportunity, fraternised with and even won over 
some Soviet soldiers and actively suppressed 
reactionary bands. Indeed, remarked the speaker, 
'the position of our ostensibly Trotskyist op
ponents on Poland over the pas,t year would have 
piaced them 'to the right ',of the, mainstream spon
taneous motion and struggle of the Hungarian 
workers'. In'Poland 1981 the call for 'free 
elections' was a codeword for a capitalist
restorationist government. But in Hungary in 
the case of numerous worke~s councils, it was 
expli,ci tly limited onty to those parties, de
fending the socialised econ0my, Had ,there,been 

'free elections', they: 
'would ,have resulted in asituationwhe're 
the power of the workers coUncils would have 
been pitted again~t ' ... the ,power of a co
aliti~n government which would have 
attracted reactionary, restorationist el
ements to' it .... That's simply an under
standing of the Trotskyist concepti~n of 
political revolution .... The Stalinistbu-

'reaucracy splits and what you really nave i~ 
a confrontation between the forces of revolu· 
tion and counterrevolution. ' 

In Pol~nd, in contrast, the counterrevolu-
tionaries led the masses. ' 

Turning to the impact of the Hungarian 
events on the British CP, the speaker explained 
that it 'was already in crisis coming off the 
Khushcl).ev seeret speech': 'If you go back and 
look at the Daily Worker in 1956, the letters 
page looks very si~ilar to the way the letters 
page of the Morning Star has looked over the 
last six months.' The CPGB was traumatised, 
losing 7000 members (a quarter of the total) 
that year. Peter Fryer, sent to cover' the 
Hungarian events as the Daily Worker correspon
dent, went into opposition ~hen the leadership 
suppressed his despatches, 'returned to author 
a book entitled' Hungarian Tragedy and was won 
to the Trotskyists led by Gerry Healy. ' 

The Healyites leapt upon the opportunity 
opened up by the,crisis in the CPGB and 'ran 
around con~aC:ting every CPer they could find'. 
A Healyite statement on Hungary counselled 
opposi tion18ts: 'Stay in the CP and fight it 
out:' The speaker described how as a result the 
Healyites were able to win about 200 members, 
establishing Labour Review and the Newsletter 
and laying the basis for' the formatio~ of the 
Socialist Labour League in 1959. The wide
ranging discussion which f,ollowed the presen
tation was highlighted by the intervention of 
a veteran CP member who gave a p~rs'onal account 
of the impact of Hungary 1956 and Poland today 
(see opposite). 

Bevanism and the Cold War 
In his presentation on Bevanism the follow

ing day speaker Charles Silver stressed that 
the cleavage in the Labour Party then, as with 
the ,Bennites today, was along Cold War,lines: 

'The~eal history of the Labour Party ... 
thro~gh the period of the 1950s is not 
about nationalisations, it's not about how 
many council houses were built by Nye Bevan. 

SPARTACIST BRITAIN 



.~~------------------------------------------------.. ----It was basically a struggle by the right win" 
against intermittent, sporadic opposition 
from the left wing ... to :consc;>lidate the 
Labour Party a~ a solid' bastion of pro
NATOis~ in Britain.' 

A lively discussion centred on a historical 
appraisal of ,the Healyi tes • work at the time. 
The Healy ffrouP's deep entry into the Labour 
Party in the early and mid-1950s was 
'adaptationist and opportunist' towards the 
Labour left, effectively becoming ~ev~nites, 
as one comrade put it. But the c,ol!lrarle warned 
against an 'ahistorical' assessment. The 
Healyites came down on the ril?'ht side of the 
class line on the decisive questions of the 
period, notably in their split with the Cliff
ites over support to North Korea. Further con
sideration had to be taken of the Healy group's 
leftward development in the later fifties, 
particularlY' with the influx of CP recruitment 
in 1956-57 -- to the point that by 1961 it 
produced 'World Prospects for Socialism', an 
e,xcellent programmatic statement of Trotskyism 
in the period. 

Cold War - Europe and America 
The' reporter on prospects for our Al!lerican 

section began by providing ~ome background to 
the current tensions between the European and 
American bourgeoistes, and, their effects in the 
Labour Party and elsewhere. One ramification of 
the loss of American hegemony signalled by the 

,fall of the dollar standardln 1971'is that: 
'The Europe'an SOCial democracy is being o'r 
has been largely taken back by its own bour
geoisie. The German Social Democracy was a 
sheer invention of the Americans after the 
Second World War. The last act that thev did 
essentially on behalf of American il!lperlalism 
was the financing of the Portuguese counter
revolutionary elements and the smashin~of 
the Portuguese CP [in 1974-75].' 

Likewise the Significance of the split"in the 
Labour Party is tha~ it is now becomi.ng, 'an 
English Labour Party rather than a front for 
"'NATO'" . 

While the grossly-enfeebled British bour
geoi~ie is compelled more or less to tag along 
behind US imperialism,- the German bourgeoisie is 
not, Aware that West Germany is not 'going to be 
on'e of the main contenders of World War I I I, ' 
remarked the speaker, 

'they have drawn the opposite conclusion. They 
do not want to be a participant in World War 
III, especially they do not want to be the 
only participant, according to the mad NATO 
plans which are unrealisable but nonetheless 
are projected,' 

The effect of the loss of American hesemony on 
a 'big section of the American bourgeoisie', 
however: 

'is about the same, vis a vis the Russians, 
as Mrs Thatcher's crazed right-wing Tories 
over the Falklands: to become more strident, 

... more belligerent, to say, "We're going to 
have a third World War which is going to 
kill all the Russians and anybody else 
that's in the way, but all white middle
and upper-class Americans will be safe.'" 

This kind of very dangerous fantasy-mpngering in 
top ruling circles makes the US 'a very strange 
place' today. But it also means 'there ought to 
be a sreat deal of trouble in the United States 
in the next period'. Should the SL/US escape 
rightist/bourgeois repression engendered by 
'anti-red' hysteria, in combination with thug
gery at the hands of reformists who despise us 
for standing in the way of their kowtow~ng to 
the Democr~tic Party (as for example over El 
Salvador), then: 

'we will find through various other struggles 
on the domestic front -- exposing the trade 
union bureaucracy, the fight against the 
Nazis and the fight against the adventures of 
American imperialism which are all ultimately 

'or directly focussed on the destruction of 
the Soviet Union -- we will grow very 
strongly. ' 
Whether in Europe or the US, the Cold War 

means class war for the proletariat. The re
sponsibility resting upon our limited nUl!lbers 
is awesome -- to build an international mass 
vanguard party of SOCialist revolution, a re
forged Fourth International. The educational 
weekend was part of the political preparation 
necessary to seize upon the opnortunities whic!1 
face us. The spirit in which we proceed was 
expressed by American Trotskyist leader James 
P Cannon in a speech on the Khrushchev revel
ations and the crisis of Stalinism: 

'We are surer than ~ver that we are right. 
We have more 'reason than ever to fight 

'without compromise for the full programme of 
Trotsk1ism and we have more reason than ever 
for confidence in victory.'. 
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of Poland and Hungary 
'Well, I thought I should malee an inte,rven

tion into this discussion because I am a meJl)ber 
of the ,Communist Party of Great Britain -- have 
been a member for forty years .... 

, We read them [the Khrushchev revelations] in 
various newspapers and we heard little bits. 
And most of uS were in a state of shOCk. In 
fact many of us couldn't believe it because 
like the previous speaker said about Harry 
Pollitt's adulation of Stalin, myself and many 
of us bad the same adulation -- we were dyed
in-the-wool Stalinistll. ~nd we 'couidn't be
lieve the Khrushchev revelations, an.d in fact 
many of us said that Khrushchev was a revision
ist ,and in fact some went as far as to say he 
was probably counterrevolutionary. This is how 
we felt .... 

The discussions [in the party branch] were 
mainly around the distortions that took place, 
in Hungary. It was Critical discussion but not 
critical in a deep political sense. It was 
critical in that they felt that there were 
mistakes made; th,ere were deviations from the -
normal democratic processes, but that these 
were understandable under the circumstances. 
And although we didn't condone the mistakes 
mainly it was due to the ,cult of the person
ality arid also the evil man Beria. This is the 
sort of general discussion and we felt that iJl 
the situation that developed in Hungary, many 
of the old fascists of the Horthy regime were 
out in the streets stirring up counterrevolu
tion; there were many emigres, armed, coming 
from Austria. Also we felt that the imperialist 
powers ,were using these emigres, they were 
financing them; and the revanchists from West 
Germany and that were taking part in all this, 
sort of stirring it up,' at the time. We felt 
that the CIA had a role in this, and also 
understood that the situation was getting so 
terribly out of hand that not only the secret 

,police but very good Communist Party members 
were being strung up to lampposts. 
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And we read that even Tito was critical of 
the situation at the time and said that anybody 
that wore brown boots, because apparently the 
secret police used to wear brown boots, anybody 
that wore brown boots was strung up to the 
lampposts. We were told that Nagy was bringing 
into his government many reactionary elements 
and not only these reactionary elements he was 
bringing in but that he also was doing a deal 

.with Cardinal Mindszenty to get Cardinal 
Mindszenty into the government. We felt a 
counterrevolutionary situation had developed 
and, therefore, there was every justification 
for the Soviet Union to march in. 

Now in recent month~, myself and other 
comrades have been looking at the situation in 
Eastern Europe and reading and studying a lot 
more than we have done in the past, especially 
over the current Polish situation because it's 
not just happened in 1956. It' s happ-e,n~d four 
times in Poland there's been an uprising so ' 
there must be something more than just mis
takes taking place. And obViously, we haven't 
had any real -- at least in my experience -
we've never had any real deep analYSis of the 
East European states or indeed of the Soviet 
Union. Every distortion that took place is put 
down to mistakes due to the civil war, the wars 
of intervention, the second World War, the 
Western powers and the CIA .... 

Of course there was obviously some opposi
tion, I mean everybody didn't swallow every
thing in the Party; there was opposition to 
the party line. We read about this in some of 
the party journals;' we 'never' got e\1erything 
because we do know from hindsight that a lot 
of the correspondence, a lot of the letters 
were suppressed at the ~ime. But there was 
oppOSition, but we, felt mainly, I sa~ we I 

can only speak fpr myself -- felt mainly that 
these people ,were only woolly intellectuals, ' 
you know, and so wh~t, we lose some of them 
from the party. You know, well, just too bad 
-- we let them go .•.. 

In 1978, my wife and I spent two weeks in 
Poland on holi'day .... We were only ther~' for 
two weeks and we were on holiday. We weren't 
there doing an analysis of the situation or 
even gOing to party discussions; we were just 
'wandering around, sightseeing. But what we 
saw there, you know, the markets, the street 
markets, the fiddling that went on outSide the 
markets, the currency deals -- every other 
person accosting you for money, for 'foreign 
currency, beggars in the street, the unecon
omic strips' of land ",e saw with people with 
just,two cows and two sheep on a bit of land 

, and, you' know, hand ploughs, ,and we could see 
that there was nothing like socialism in 
Poland and we were only there, as I say, for a 
fortnight on--hol'iday. 

And this s~arted me to think, and in the 
last few months, I've read quite a, number -of 
Spartacist publications on the situation in 
Poland and I think .I've understood mor~ now 
about the East European states, of what's 
happening and a deeper political understanding 
of-what's happening than I've ever had in the 
p~st. It's far more than just a few mistakes, 
there's obviously something politically wrong; 
there's a wrong poli tica] sort of system that's 
operating there. And obviously -- it's under-' 
standable when the people revoltan~ try to 
chang,e the system. 

Now obviously we kno'w that the situation in 
Poland is dlffe~ent from the situation in 
Hungary, in the sense that Solidarnosc is ob
viously based on the Catholic Church and on a 
lot of the emigres and dissident organisations 
within Poland. And, therefore, it's not, in rov 
opinion, a popular uprising in ,tne same 
way. when I .t'ead in hindsight of what the 
Hungarian situation was. It's definitely 
counterrevolutionary .... 

I feel that probably if the Polish situation 
had simmered down, hadn't developed as it was, 
perhaps some of us would still be thinking in 
the same old way. But it has sort Of spot-
lighted the problems within those countries, 
because this is the fourth time that this has 
happened in Poland. The fact that they had to 
clamp down and declare martial law in what has 
llways been called a socialist state really 
,nakes you w',mder what's goinr: on. 

In h:',ndsight, reading your publications, 
reading other publications, reading Peter 
Fryer's book -- Peter Fryer 'was at that time 
a respectable member of the Communist Party. 
Remernberinr, also at the time Derek Kartun 
wrote a book, Tito's Plot Against- Europe, which 
analysed the fact that T1to was spreading out 
and forming cells within all the Communist 
countries to create counterrevolutIon. And 
Derek Kartun afterwards left the party because 
he found out afterwards that what he'd written 
was incorrect. Derek Kartun'did it on the 
initiative of the party. He was asked to ~rite 
the book, He was a journalist. He'd visited 
these countries and saw these trials take 
place. He be~ieved what he was told by these 
peo~le. And he came back and the party also 
asked him to wri te this book and when he', 
learned the truth, the Twentieth Congress and 
things like that, he realised what was wrong. 
And obviously the man, I don't know where he is 
now, but at that time he was honest enough to 
say he was wrong and he left the party. But 
that was. the situation we were in, very 
difficult .... 

We believed in the party, we believed in 
Stalin. But now obviously, we believe we've got 
to question things. But we don't think we 
should go the whole hog as some that have said 
the party. has done. The party now is beginning 
to question the Soviet Union. But it's ques
tioning it on everything and everything the 
Soviet Union does is criticised. Not that you 
shouldn't critiCise, but it condemns. It con
demns the intervention in Afghanistan. It con
demns the martial law in Poland. It supports 
Solidarnosc. Everything is going alJnost in the 
opposite direction -- from an adulation of 
Stalin to sort of, in a way, an anti-Sov'iet 
posit"ion., It worries me, you know .... f 
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Joining theSpartacist League 
'A'; Bolshevik party can make a revolution in Iran' 

I became political while at school from ob
serving the condition o'f the people in Iran. 
Various novels (by Gorki, Jack London, Hemingway 
Jean Lafitte, etc) stimulated my political de,vel: 
opment. In Iran at the time most of these novels 
were banned. My eldest brother was a member'of 
the youth section of the Tudeh P~rty before 1953. 
The 1953 coup ruthlessly crushed the Tudeh Party 
and by 19~5 there was nothing but individuals 
left of this organisation. The Central Committee 
existed in exile. Some individuals did under
ground ~ork on their .own initiative. I was very' 
young at this time. ' 

I started university in 1961 and attended 
demonstrations from the first week. From 1960-63 
the bourgeois National Front-had limited freedom 
to hold meetings. Some of the lEift took the 
opportunity to hold meetings under the guise of 
the National Front while others were working 
within it. This gave them the opportunity to 
r.ontact militant students. This was how I was 
first contacted by ex-Tudeh youth:, During these 
years we student activists organised demon
strations and strikes in Tehran University and 
had many clashe~ with the shah's paratroopers,. 

I was contacted by a leftist, 'who had just 
been reJeased from jail'in 1963, later I had 
regular contact with him for about two years 
during which time we studie~and copied articles 
about the Cuban revolution, articles about guer-, 

, rilla warfare by Che Guevara and also articles 
by Castro. We thou~ht the Soviet Union was a 
workers state, but we could not explain how a 
workers state can make deals' with the shah 
(political or economic relations) and not only 
after Stalin was dead, also when Stalin was in 
power in the Soviet Union. The ~ed Army was 
withdrawn from Azerbaijan (in 1946) and as a 
result the newly formed democratic Republic of 
A~erbaijan was crushed and in return the Soviet 
U~ion got an oil concession'in the north. At the 
same time the Tudeh Party broke the strike in 
Abadan in order to have a few members in the 

'Reading about the Russian Revolution 
made things clearer' 

When I moved to Sheffield I met the iSt. I 
was then contacted by them, but at first I still 
found everything confusing and could not get a 
picture in my mind. Then one day I sat down and 
read some books on the Russian Revolution. Many 
things became much clearer to me after this. 

I went through a programe of reading and dis
cussing the fundamental questions facing the 
working class internationally, Bolshevik Revolu
tion, Poland, Labour Party, Ireland, Fasc~sm and 
the Woman Question. 

Although I have still to accumUlate a lot 
more knowledge I agree with the pOSitions of the 
iSt on these questions .... 
Comrade Gill. 

'Revolted by the endless CP compromises' 

I come from a CP background reinforced by 
three years service in' the World Federation of 
Trade Unions, in the very heart of the Sta\inist 
bureaucracy. Whether I would have stayed in .. the . 
CP, as a rebe~ious 'tankist', if it were not 
for those crucial years in Prague, I cannot hon
estly answer. I very much doubt it. Even before 
I went to, Prague I was already revolted by the 
endless CP co~prQmises ,with the social-demo
cratic agents of the bourgeOisie which went 'by 
the name of pragmatism. Prague was a traumatiC 
experience, especia~ly so as we, the represen
tatives of the capitalist countrtes' CPs, were 
tn the spectally prtvileged sector of the 
~ureaucracy.' AccumulattQn of tncident after 
incident where I witnessed how old Bolshevtks of 
the Israelt CP were sacrtficed to appease the 
PLO, and militant CPersof the Egyptian party tc 
appease Sadat, not to mentton the stranr,lehold 
of the ruling bureaucracy over the peQple and 
working class of. Czechoslovakia -- all these 
have turned me agatnst the CP, but not agatnst 
soctalism in which I have never ceased to be
lieve. On my return to the UK I left the 
Brtttsh CP and started to loo~ towards a 
Trotskyist solutton. It is the Spartacists who I 
found to be the only representattves .of not 
merely genuine Trotskytsm but also wtth ,an 
ideologtcal tntegrtty which seemed to me totally 
lacking in otaer grQups. And that ts my reason 
for asking for membership .... 

S· 

cabinet. 'All these did not fit with a socialist 
state but we did not have any analysis of why a 
wQrkersstate acts like that. 

I stopped working with this group 'in 1966 but 
by the end of 1967 most of the group wasar
rested including the four I knew, Bijan 'Jazani 
amongst them. Subsequently these people were 
murdered by the' shah in 1975. 

In 1971 the remainder of thisr-roup and 
another similar group fused and formed the 
Iranian People's Fedaii nuerrillas. I was work
ing with another group in 1971 that also be
lieved in armed struggle. I read the book by 
Ahmadzadeh on armed struggle. The group be
lieved in this and also that because of the 
intensity of the state repression and the de
moralisation of the people after the 1953 coup 
it was impossible to build a party'but that 
heroic acts 'against the Shah's regime would 
demonstrate to the people that action could be 
successful and thus :awaken the peop,le from their 
defeat. Small scale acts of heroism could lead 
to a full scale guerrilla war. For them, state 
repression was so intense that-the mass of the 
proletariat were out of reach while contacting 
students and civil servants was possible. I had 
objections to guerrillaism however, I could see 
that it was substitutionist. I didn't think it 
would work in Iran. Still I thQught that guer
rillaism was better than doing nothing. The 
group thought of itself as Marxist although we 
really had no grasp of Marxism. ,We were morally 
outraged at the condition of the people but we 
did not have the patience of those who wanted 
to build'a party with Ii social baSe in the"-w(lrl~
ing class. The membership were often very heroic 
but there' was no beiief .:in the, capacity and 
PQwer of the working class. 

Before 1953 the Tudeh Party organised many 
strikes and demonstrations and in this time they 
held areal possibili t,y of takinR st'ate 1)ower. 
The leadership of the Tudeh had a ~onciliation
"ist aild opportunist attitude to the bourgeoisie, 

'fMG disappeared defence of the Soviet Union' 

I came to political consciousness and ac
tivtty quite late. I'd read substantially in 
the Marxist classics, prilllaril)'out of academtc 
interest but only joined the' lUG :in April 1979. 
Th'~ IMG appeared to me the sole organisattoil to 
join because it knew (at .least formally) that 
the USSR was no,t capitalist, because it busied 
itself in building all the leftist carnpatgns 
then current (whatever their po~icy and charac
ter), and claimed to stand directly tn the ltne 
of Trotsky's Fourth International as its 
Brttish section. I did a lot of work in this 
party but found fairly quickly that I was in 
opposition, though iilchoately, to the then 
leadership's crude, workerist misapplicatton ot 

the Stalinist theory of two-sta!!:e revolution 
enabled them to rationalise that they should not 
or could not take power. For them the Iranian 
proletariat was incapable of carryin~ out a 
revolution'. The Tudeh Party really had a mai!ls 
following and so the defeat was even more de
moralising because people saw that even with 
massive support it had been impossible to suc
ceed using the Party ... 

in Britain I looked around the British left. 
One group which waS very active was the Young 
Socialists (SLL) and I attended a few of their 
meetings. I also 'met the nili tant group, I 
attended Hilitant readers meettngs once a week. 
In Iran I ,had read My Life' by Trotsky" so I, 
knew something about him. Harxist books, even 
novels written by leftists were illegal in Iran, 
but we could buy Trotsky's books. The Stalinists 
used to say that since you could buy'books by 
Trots~y it must be that Americ,an Imperialism 
approved of Trotsky. I waS against'Trotsky since 
I thought that he deserted ,the Russian Revol
ution and acted against the Soviet ,Union. It was 
about a year after contacting the Hilitallt group 
that I was thoroughly convinced 'that ·1 was wr9nr, 
about Trotsky. I also understood that the Soviet 
Union is not a healthy workers state but that it 
is a degenerated wo'rkers state. By studying the 
Russian Revolution I learned that the Bolsheviks, 
in a country Where a small section of the popu
lation were proletarian with the correct pro
gramme had successfully 'carried out the prolet
a~tan revolution. A Bolshevik Party defi'ned by a ," ' revolutionary programme can successfully make a 
prQletarian revolution in Iran 'and the extension 
of' the revolution throughout the Middle East 
would ensure its survival. 

In 1973 I joined the Militant group. I was 
not an active member. I 'only attended their 
meetings and conferences. I'thought they had a 
good positioh .on Chile ,and the Middle East 
altho4gh in England they wereworkin~ in the 
Labour Party and they seemed to have concluded 
that they had to drop revolutionary politics and 
work with a reformist programme. They were 
always worried that they might get thrown out 

the tactic of industrial implantation ana, more 
importantly, to tts downplay to the potnt of 
disappearance, at' a'time of growing Cold War 
fervour, of the Uncondt~tonal defence of the 
Soviet Unton and tts uncritical heraldtng of the 
events tn Iran. 

I had just a hazy idea of the correct alter
natives until, tn tnformal dtscusston with the 
comrades who later formed the Communist Tend
ency, my educatton in revolutionary polttic$ 
really took off. From January 1981 I fought for 
the polittcs of the CT tnside the IMG --for.'the 
defence of the Soviet Union as it was posed over 
Afghanistan, against tatling the feUdalist 
Moslem fanattcs mantpulattng (and later extermi
nattng) workers in Iran, agatnst the Catholic
inspired .leadershtp 6f Soltdarnosc which threat
ened to take Poland back to capitaltsm, and,
while calltng for mtlitary victory to the FSLN 
and for defence of the IRA against Brittsh 
imperialtsm, ftghttng against their petit
bourgeots nationaltsm. In Britain, the CT also 
stood agatnst building instead of splitttng the 
l:iberal, semt-pactftst CND and against the IMG's 
rush to adapt itself t; the reformtst poltcies 
of the Labour Party .... 

But the IMG's total misunderstanding of 'the, 
'party questton' infected me too and I quit the 
Communtst Factton immedtately prior to our ex
pulsion tn May 1981 when the degree of political 
collaboratton,between some members of the CF and 
the Spartactst League came out tn the wash •... 
In other words I was denytng the essential 
primacy of polittcs over organisattonal pro
cedures and of those over cltqutst/personal 
ttes. Wtth other dtsorientated ex-CFers I par
ttctpated in a cliqutst bloc on the swamp-like 
b.asis of 'CF/Spart poltcies agatnst Spart 
methods'! Thankfully, the SL moved fast and 
polttically broke thts up .... 

The revo-iutionary party tS formed out of 
tough tnternal and external fights -- ~oliti

cally splitting the would-be revolu~ionartes 
from thetr rotten organisations is the necessary 
I:egroupment prelude to building the mass party. 
For the chums of the fake-left in Brttatn this 
ts a big ptll to swallow. These conclusions, to
gether with studying th.e record of the iSt, drew 
me back t~ confront the SL again .... If this 
applicatton ts accepted I look forward to beinr. 
a bona fide Spart -- I've wasted enough, ttme. 
Comradely, 
Brissett. 
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of the LP. In 1975 I stopped going to their 
meetings because basically I couldn't see 
their politics leading anywhere. 

In 1978, the time of the mass demonstrations 
in II'an, all the Iranian left though't that the 
principal contradiction was betwee~ the shah and 
'anti-dictatorship' forces, rio catter what their 
Drogramme or their class character. f.etting rid 
of the shah would lead to the r,ranting of some 
democratic rights, they thought, so that politi
cal activity would be free. This all comes from 
the theory of two-stage' revolution. 

I have to go back to say how the Islalllic op
pos it ion started. In 1963 the sO-,called whi te 
revolution took some of the land (mor,hofat) 
under the agrarian reform laws. Women were also 
given the right to'vote. By doing this the shah 
was threatening the political and judicial power 
of the mullahs and was takinr, some Of their 
prope,rty. And that initiated their opposition to 
the shah. The Shi'ite clergy dic;l not oppose the 
j ai ling, torture and murder of the left' which 
was carried out after the 1953 co~p nor did they 
condemn the coup itself. Kashani and Brojerdy, 
the latter being the leader of the Shi'ites at 
the time, welcomed the coup. The Iranian left 
managed to see the Shi'ite clergy as progressive 
anti-imperialists however and subordinated them
selves politically to the mullahs. I remember 
clearly reading the leaflets'distributed by the 
mullahs in 1963 which opposed the' agrarian 're
form' and women's s"!ffrage. In 1963 I argued 
with my political friends against giving any 
support to the mullahs. To me the Shi'ite clergy 
were more reactionary than the shah. You did ,not 
have to be a Marxist to realise that. 

I attended many meetings held by Iranians in 
1978 and argued that nothing was progressive in 
the mullahs' progranime. That was the time that I 
saw the slogan 'Down with the shah! Down with 
the mullahs! Fo'r workers revolution in Iran!' 
This was raised by the, SL. Since the SL did not 
have a group in the town that I' lived, I had not 
known, them ini t'ially. I asked other Iranians if 
they knew 'the SL.The Iranians slandered them, 
calling them CIA and SAVAK agents. I looked to 
find the SLand a few days after initially 
seeing their slogan they visited that town again 
and I met them ,and bought their papex:. This 
group was' the only organisation which had a 
clear Marxist analysis of what was happening in 
Iran and had the Marxist programme. They were 
pointing out that Iran under Khomeini would be 
as bloody and repressive as under the shah. The 
SL stood for the independence of the working 
class in Iran and they warned the left not to 
SUbordinate themselves to their future butchers. 
At the tice the Iranian left were chanting 'long 
live Khomeini' and labelled the SL as CIA and 
SAVAK agents for their honesty. Khomeini had re
warded the left by putting them in jails and 
torturing and executing them. The Iranian left 
have not broken with the two-stage revolution 
and are now looking towards the Mujahedin/Bani
Sadr opposition to carry out.the first stage, 
"the bourgeois-democratic revolution in which the 
proletariat must playa subordinated role. This' 
theory has led the working class to disaster in 
China in 1925-27, in Indonesia 1965, in Chile 
1973 and in Iran recently. 

The Tudeh Party, Fedayeen Majority and HKE 
are giving political support to Khomeini who is 
massacring Kurds, executing the left, denying 
rights for religious minorities and forcing 
women to be confined at home. This is not new 
for the Tudeh Party that has got a ~ong history 
of treaChery. These groups are labelling the 
mullahs 'anti-imperialist'. This anti-imperial
ism is simply anti-,western, anti-American, 
against modernisation of the society tha~ would 

\ break the ~ontrol of the mosque on the oppressed. 
Fedayeen Minority and Peykar are opposing 

Khomeini today. The first group is supporting 
Mujahedin for it to carry out the first stage 
revolution. Peykar does not su~port Bani-Sadr 
and from the start of the Iran-Iraq war called 
for revolutionary defeatism. But it is extremely 
anti-Soviet Unio~ which leads them in Af~hani
stan to side with the reactionary feudal 1~uslims 
backed by the CIA, Khomeini and China ,against 
the progressive nationalist government of 
Afganistan. 

Iranian leftists argue that the number of the 
proletariat in Iran is very low and therefore we 
cannot expect a proletarian revolution. In 1978 
strikes which were carried out in the oilfields 
dropped the output from 5.7m to 1.7m barrels 
a day. These strikes were extended throughout 
the private and government sectors. Large wage 
increases did not end the strikes. The strikes 
became political. These militant strikes brought 
the shah down. But the Iranian left subordinated 
these strikes to anti-proletariat Shi'ite clergy 
mobilisations and did not use these strikes to 
bring the working class to power. In 1944 the 
Tudeh Par,ty as' a working class party had 25,000 
members. In 1946 ·the Central Council of the 
United Trade Unions'of Iran with 400,000 members 
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Workers Power: 
The shifting sands of 
opportunism 

Life iri Workers Power (Wi» can't be, easy! WP 
is too small to offer up for a,uction anything 
but its ideas, so when these shift around from 
day to day in pursuit of every will 0' the wisp 
'mass movement' ,it gains 'only an .increasirigly 
perplexed and cynical membership. It's somethin~ 
like crime: embezzlers have a chance of making 
it to Rio de Janeiro; pickpockets as often as 
not end up ~n prison. ' 

For example, WP like much of the British left 
used'to argue that the call for British troops 
out of Northern Ireland was the 'minimum basis' 
for Irish solidarity actions. But particularly 
during last year's hunger strikes, when the IRA 
sought to curry liberal favour by focussing 
eXClusively on the prisoners' five demands, the 
British fake left seemed to all but forget that 
there were 'British troops in Northern Ireland. 
We didn't; ,and insisted on 'Troops out now!' as 
the central slogan not only in our contingents 
(along with political status and the Uncon-
di tional releas,e of all Republican victims of 
imperialist repression) but also in'our'united 
front initiativ~s. WP actively four,ht us on 
this! Now we read in the, March issue of Workers 
Power: 

'Troops Out Now and Self-Determination are 
the minimum positions around which con
sciously anti-imperialist action can be 
built. '(emphasis iil original) 

Leaving aside the absurd capitulation to Green 
nationalism reflected in thj:i call for 'self
determination for the Irish people as a whole' 
when manifestly there is no Irish people 'as a 
whole', WP supporters might ask why WP four-ht 
against 'consciously anti-imperialist action' 
when the question was posed last year. 

Iran/Iraq war disappeared? 

WP's penchant for the 'anti-imperialist 
united front' is in large measure a programmatiC 
reflection of its narrow British-centredness. At 
least the IRA is involved in anti-imperialist 
struggle. Three years j'ago, WP tailed behind the 
Iranian left in supporting Khomeini's seventh~ 
century version of 'anti-imperialism', right 
through to the egregiously anti-Leninist pos
ition of lining up behind the mullahs' Iran in 
its squalid border war with the Baathist co
lonels' Iraq. Unlike WP, the Iranian masses have 
had to suffer first-hand the fruits of 
Khomeini's gloriously anti-imperialist vic
tories. Thus the Fedayeen Minority, amonr, other 
Iranian groups, has recently repudiated its 
erstwhile d~fencist position as 'Kautskyite', 
in favour of a position of defeatism on both 
sides. 

So it was rather conspicuous when the March 
Workers Power carried a substantive polemical 
exchange with the Fedayeen -- whom WP has of 
late been pursuing -- which did not mention the 
Iran/Iraq war a single time. The Fedayeen has 
explained its line change with the claim th~t 
it had been ignorant of Lenin's position during 
World War I and, more plausibly, with its dis
covery that the masses 'were alienated from the 
war'(Kar no 127, our translation). We know for 
a fact t;hat WP was 'not 19norant of Lenin's pos
ition, because it furiously argued its irrele
vance.to the Iran/Iraq war in polemicising 
against our 'abstentionist' revo1utionary
defeatist line. Having discovered that the 
Iranian left is now becoming 'alienated from 
the war', is WP's current silence a prelude to 
adopting the position taken by the dreaded 
Sparts two years ago? We wonder. 

But th~t's not all. The Fedayeen also opposes 
Polish Solidarnosc. When we said, 'Stop Solidar
ity's counterrevolution' ~ast September, pOin
ting out that proletarian political· revolution 
in Poland could only be carried out through 
the suppression of this counterrevolutionary 
threat to the workers state, WP denounced us as 
'cheerleaders for Stalinism' and worse. But irr 
their oh-so-polite polemic wlth the genUinely 
(critical) Stalinist Fedayeen, again, not a 
word. 

Intent on maintaining its leftist lmage', WP 
has been the most consistent among the fake
Trotskyist supporters of SOlidarnosc'in attemp
ting to place some 'critical' dlstance betw~n 

itself and Cat'holic-nationalist counterrevolu
tion -- and conSistently endi'ng up with lts foot 
in its mouth. WP buys into the current squabble.... 
between the International Marxist Group and 
Socialist Organiser Alliance over how far to go 
with the thoroughlyan1;i-communist Polish Soli
darity Campaign by denouncing this 'popuiar
front-style campaign' which 'can only Serve t~ 
dra~ British'workers behind Thatcher and Reagan 
who "support" Solidarity only as a means to' , 
strengthen their Cold War ciunpaign, the ultimate 
aim of which is restoration of capitalism In 
Eastern Europe and the USSR' (Workers Powe;' 
April 1982). And WP' s alternative?' , 

'An independent labour movement campaign caiJ. 
have nothing to do wi th any economic boycott 
of Poland, Eastern Europe or the USSR by the 
Bri tish, or any imperialist, government. 'But 
it must argue for working 'class ACTION in 
support of P01ish workers, and key here is 
the question of blacking of Poiish imports.' 

WP wants nothing to do with imperialist ~ecoiiomic 
sanctions against the degenerated/deformed 
workers states. Oh no! It tells the workers to 
take 'ACTION' to do the imperialists' dirty 
work. 

War'drive against who? 

Two years ago' WP swam against the stream of 
much of the rest of the fake~Trotskyist lett 
by formally reversing its 'third camp' position 
on the Russian question in favour of defenctsm 
over Afghanistan. But it recoiled from general
ising that line change in the direction of a 
consistent Trotskyist programme. WP lacks a 
necessary element in the revolutionary anatomy 
-- programmatic backbone -- and so it shifts 
with the winds. Its chemically pure expression 
of 'crystallised confusion' was recently cap
tured in a two-part article on the Cold War 
whose first part placed the 'third world' at 
the centre of the 'new war drive: 

'It is the desire of the White House to close 
down these openings and reestablish its con
trol (in Latin America, Middle East, Africa) 
that gives stridency to the "new" 'Cold War 
of the 1980's.' (Workers Power, November 
1981) 

Three months later, _the second part discovered 
that: 

'The reconquest of the Soviet--Union, the 
transformation of it and the other degen
erate [sic] workers states into colonies of 
imperialism is the overriding desire of the 
Wall Street magnates.' (Workers Power, 
February 1982) 

For those whose programme is designed not to 
advance the international proletariat to power 
but to suit petty organis'ational interests, the 
world can be a disorienting place, especially in 
the middle of an imperialist war drive. There 
are better things WP supporters can do with 
their lives than be the pickpockets of the 
opportunist marketplace -- like coming over to 
the Spartacist League's fight for a programmat
ically intransigent Trotskyist party .• 
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,Main enemy ... 
(Continued from page -'.) , 

Thatcher's Bri tain and Gal tieri 's Argentina' are 
two of the US's staunchest allies in its drive 
to' nuke the Soviet Union back to ,capitalism 
or worse. But the friend of one's enemy is 
scarcely one's friend. So whoever wins the 
Falklands war, US imperialism will lose. And 
that is all to the good. One unhappy Western 
diplomat summed it up when he said, 'The 
Russians, are the only wi'nners in this crisis. 
Everyone else winds up with eg~ on his face' 
(Newsweek, 26 April). 

Hard as ,they try, anti-communist hysterics 
have been unable to pin the Falklands fiasco'on 
the Kremlin. Displaying a peculiar respect for 
'international law' the Soviet bureaucrats did 
not even veto Britain's emergency resolution in 
the UN Security Counci 1. Ai 1 they' va shown so ' 
far is a diplomatic tilt towards Argentina, 
which is, after all', their main trading par'tner 
in ,the Western hemisphere: ' 

, There's an old saying: war is the, mother of 
revolution. And even if it did,not result in 
immediate revolutionary Situations, the bloody 
Argentine junta wracked only a few weeks ago by 
massive labour protests, and the Thatcher 
government which has driven the British people 
into t1?-e poor house can be brought down as a 
result of'defeat and huiniliation in war. 

For the honour of a moribund' Empire 
'Be pleased to inform Her P~ajest~7 that the 

White Ensign flies alon~side the Union Jack in 
South Georgia. God save the Queen.' It CQuld 
have'been a message to ~ueen Victoria durin~ the 
headier days of Empire. Bfi tain had been tryinl" 
to unload the Falklands for years, includine: 
handing over'various adminis,trative powers to 
Argentina. But once the Argentines had invade,d, 
an enfeebled Britain saw a ,chance to reassert 
the obscene traditions of 'the Empire, and 
Thatcher was not about to let it pass. Foreien 
Secretary Lorq Carrington was the Tory scapegoat 
for the self-evident fact that the bourgeoisie 
refuses to admit: Bri tain has, declined to the 
point that Argentina is only one of a number of' 
countries that can tweak Britain's nose today. 
The days when imperial gunboats could blast away 
the palace of a recalcitrant sultan are lon~ 
gone. 

,All the blather about defending British sov
ereignty in the Falklands ,in order to defend the 
rights of l800:Falkland kelpers is sheer imperi-, 
alist cant. The Economist (10 April) came out 
Dore plainly: , 

'In the British, European and American mind 
there should be stronger causes'now for con
frontation than the little islands at stake; 
stronger causes '-- be heartless about it -
than the 1,800 Bri tish li ves on the 
islands .... 
'To shrink will be to shrink: to show that 
today democracies really are less able to 
defend their interests -- even the tiny ones, 
never mind the bigger ones that matter more 
-- than are authoritarian regimes.' 

Thatcher proclaims ',aggression everywhere must 
be repelled' as if Britain were still the world's 
policeman. What presumptuousness! Bangladesh 
might as well declare its right to police global 
'aggression'. Even a significant wing of the 
Tory party has been pointing, out that a promise 
to defend British sovereisnty over the Falklands 
would require a permanent earrison which 'would 
distort Britain's general defence effort [i.e 
NATO]' {Times, 24 April). Britain has en~ul"h 
trouble maintaining imperialist troops in 
Northern ,Ir~land! 

Labour Party: social-chauvinists of many stripes 
Labour's initial reaction was to try and out

jingo the Tories -- indeed, none of the Labour
ites 'right' or 'left' have been keen to high
light the fact that'the last Labour government 
was the chief arms supplier to the Argentinian 
junta during the !>eriod of Carter',s 'human 
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rights' boycott. But as the CrlS1S has' continued, 
the reaction within the party, despite the push 
by all wings for a UN solution, has crystallised 
along the lines o! the main divisions in the 
party. Characteristically Denis Healey, leader 
of the NATO right wing, rose in Parliament to 
'express the gratitude of the House to Hr J-laig' 
for his mediation efforts, then shuttled off to 
New York himself. The Tribuni t~ 'soft left', 
attacked the 'subservience of British policies 
to America' and seized on the incident to as
sert its ~ilateralist stance that 'nuclear 
capability' 'is 'counterPosed to a 'flexible' 
defence policy (Tribune, 9 April). 

But in all this' it is Fleet Street bete 
noire Tony Benn whose policies are most in line 
with the real capacities and interests of Brit
ish capitalism,' recognising that Britain is in 
no position to get into' a protracted war over a 
gro~p of islands 8000 miles away, especially 
when there are also 'British interests' in 
Argentina. Both the anti-co~munist right'and 
thefake-Trots'kyist left portray Benn as a 
veritable red revolutionary. But contrast Benn 
with Lenin, who saw in the first World War a 
bloody, irrational conflict that was ripping up 
the normal functioning of the bourgeois order 
and creating historic revolutionary oppor-
tini ties. 

Reagan's dilemma: Galtieri or Thatcher? 
Perhaps the most striking thing about this 

bizarre world crisis is that it highlights the 
weakness of the US as self-styled leader of the 
'free world' . The night hefore Argentina seized 
the Falklands, the president of the US spoke for 
almost an hour on the phone with Argentine 
stronV'lan CaItieri (the longest such call Rea~an 
nas had with any' foreign leader) trying to con
vince him not to do it. But to ,no avail. And 
~aig's effort to emulate Kissinger's 'shuttle 
diplomacy' have'made him an inter~ational 
laughing stock. 

In 1956, at the height of the 'short-lived 
'American Century', Eisenhower and Dulles simply 
called off the Sri tish/French/lsraeli invasion 
of Egypt over the Suez canal (a humiliation 
which still rankles the Tory establishment and 
one which Thatcher would dearly love to redress 
throur;h the current crisis) . Britain' s _inability 
to win even the 'cod war' in the early seventies 
was to a large measure due to American insist~ 
ence that she lay of'f t'iny Iceland, so as ,not to 
endanger the NATO air base at Kefla,vik. But 
times have changed. 

It is especially painful for US imperialism 
that Britain is attempting to recapture its 
imperial glory at the expense of the, Argentine 
junta. Since taking office the Reagan adminis~ 
tration has fervently wooed the anti-communist 
butcher in Buenos, Aires. Last,year the Whife 
House p~essed Congress into removing the ban 
against arms shipments to Argentina, a ,leftover 
from Carter's 'human rights' hypocrisy. Last 
November at a state dinner in Washington, hosted 
by Pentagon super-hawk Caspar Weinberger, 
Gal tieri declared that World War I II had already 
begun in the Ameri cas, a war between Sovi,et 
Communism and the 'free world' led by the US. 
The Argentine nilitary had volunteered its elite 
troops to help overthrow the petty-bourr,eois 
radical Sandinistas in Nicaragua and supr'ess 
leftist insurgency in El Salvador. No doubt 
Galtieri believed these services on the Central 
American front of imperialism's 'Cold War II 
entitled him to some compensation, namely the 
llalvinas. No doubt he also thought his good 
friend Reagan would smooth over the decrepit 
British, lion's ruffled fur. ' 

It was therefore anytbing but an accident 
that the very night of the Falkland Islands 
seizure Reagan's UN ambassador Jeanne 
Kirkpatrick was indulging her preference for 
'authoritarian' regimes by attending a dinner at 
the Argentine embas-sy. Very possibly Kirkpatrick 

thinks that Margaret Thatcher is all right as 
far as she goes, but she's ruling on the basis 
of something unstable known as bourgeois democ
racy, rather than a tested 'moderately authori
tarian' regime like Argentina's.' The British 
were not amused. Her Majesty's ambassador, to 
Washington, Sir Nicholas Henderson, aS,ked how 
the Americans would have felt if he had been 
wined and dined at the Iranian embassy the night 
of the Tehrari hostage seizure, 

With the British pushing their imperial pre
tensions to the hilt and the US si~ply unable to 
call Thatcher to order, the Reagan administra
tion has been forced' to make an 'excruciating 
choice between the anti-communist junta to the 
South and the anti-cottmunist Tories across the 
Atlantic. In announcing US sanctions against 
Argentina and material aid for Britain, Haig be
neath the hypocritically worded phrases about 
having made the peace initiative in order to 
,rotect 'the basic principle 'of the' 'peaceful, 
settlement ofdisputes,'underlined the real di
lemma of t.he US: 'We also made this effort be
cause the crisiS raised vital issues of hemi
spheric solidarity at a time wh~n Communist ad
versaries seek positions of influence on the 
mainland o'f the Ame:rtcas." But, as the Economist 
(17 April) warned, American 'irresolution' risk
ed the danger of a loss in 'British popular sup
port for America's nuclear policies and deploy-, 
ment, and for its European, its Nito and its 
Soviet poliCies' and the vindication of 'tenden
cies towards neutralism' in West Germany. 

The 'anti-imperialist' military junta 
Tucked in behind Tony Benn's campaign to 

avert a tragedy for British imperialism'are the 
Communist Party who have made their ,main call in 
the, crisis the Labour/Bennite call for a: UN nego
tiated solution. J!eanwhile the ~ake-Trotskyist 
reformists of the Hili tant tendency line up 
openly with LaQourite chauvinism. They actually 
call for trade union blacking of all trade with 
Argentina as the -only 'real', way to help the 
Falkland Islanders :.;- ,in 'sQlidari 1:y' with the 
Argentine workers'struggle of course (Militant, 
9 April)! The best these shameless opportunists 
can'dQ by way of attacking Thatcher is to 
condemn her 'insensitivity' to 'workers in uni
form' noting that 500 sailors in the fleet have 
'redundancy notices in their pockets' (Militant, 
23 April). 

As for the rest of the fake-Trotskyist left " 
they present at be![lt a mirror image of Labour's 
social, chauvinism, ,reflecting all its Little 
England narrowness. Across the board they ,point, 
,to the burden on the taxpayer and raise a pa-, 
cifist hue andc'ryabout 'the loss of lives and 
the horrors of war: After months and months 
of trying to duck the Cold War -- when not 
openly lining up behind Reagan and Thatcher over 
Afghanistan and Poland -- the Falkland crisis 
has provided th,em wi th a godsend., They bemoan 
the 'racist hypocrisy' of the Thatcher govern
ment for defending the'white'Falklanders While 
booting off the black inhabitants of Diego 
Garcia. But the difference between Diego 
Garcia and the Falklands has more to do with 
the Russian question than with racism -- the US 
want'ed to build an anti-Soviet military in
stallation there. Finally they can oppose the 
'war'drive'of their own bourgeOisie -- against 
Argentina. 

Sean Matgamna's Socialist Organiser Alliance 
(SOA) has taken a neutral stance, emphasising 
the 'rights of the Falkland Islanders' 
(Socialist Organiser, 22 'April). The desires of 
the dwindling population of the Falklands are a 
rea.l faGtor, but marginal. In general the rieht 
of self-determination becomes attenuated when 
either the area or the population density be
com'es very small. Do the sparse inhabitants of 
the Gobi Desert have the right to self-deter-, 
mination? S-ome provision should certalnly be 
made for those of the Falkland Islanders who 
wish to return to Britain, but 1800 sheep
herders do not a people make. 
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Israel out of the occupied territories! 
Begin's annexation by,terror 

For a bi-national 
workers state: 

For'a socialist federation 
of the Near East! 

On 21 April Israeli fir,hter jets struck 
southern Lebanon for the fir,st time since, last 
year's cease-fire. Just as the Zionists annexed 
the Golan last December while everyone was 
watching Pol an'd , now they hi t Lebanon' While the 
world was being entertained by the British 
blockade of the Falklands~ But this was no 
phoney war. After two hpurs of brutally pounding 
Beirut and two other cities, at least 22 dead 
and more than 50 injured had been added to the 
toll of Palestinian Arabs gunned d9wn by rampag
ing Zionist troops in the West Bank earlier that 
month. 

The attack was ostensibly aimed at Palestine 
Liberation Organisation (PLO) bases in the south 
in retaliation for the death of an Israeli 
soldier in a'land mine incident earlier" that 
morning. It's what the British used to call ~ 
'collective reprisa,ls' when they administered 
the Promised Land. "Today the Zionists apply it 
to an entire people. The pretext was irrelevant. 
Israeli prime minister Menahem Begin had been 
talking of invasion all month: Passover leaves 
had been cancelled, reservists called up to 
replace regular soldiers on the Lebanese border, 
troop movements north. And even after the 
attack, Begin's 'hard line' defence minister 
Ariel Sharon would not rule out a full-scale 
assault involving air, naval and land forces. 

The US was miffed; when Sharon reported the 
outcome of the Cabinet meeting which approved 
the air attack to visiting assistant secretary 
of state Walter Stoessel, he told him-only that 
they had agreed to the final withdrawal from the 
~inai scheduled for 25 April. Rear-an must have 
felt mighty frustrated that all his squalid 
reactionary allies won't stop fightinp. one 
another and unite in a holy war against Ru~sian 
Communism. Still the Near East picture is Dot 
all black for.,Washington. The Pentagon has 
quietly slipped its Rapid Deployment Force into 
the Sinai as part of the 'peacekeeping forces' 
to replace the' Israeli army. US imperialism thuR 
has its armed forces right where it wants them, 
across a narrow strait from the oil fields of 
Saudi Arabia. 

Israeli protests against Zionist terror 
It is not however external, but rather 

internal conditions t~at are drivinR Zionist 
Israel toward war. Like the Argentine junta, the 
Be3in regime n~eds to restore the 'spirit of 
national unity'. For a gooa portion of the 
Israeli population is deeply disturbed watchinp.' 
night after night of video clips of Israeli 
soldiers gunning down unarmed Palestinian youth 
while fanatical Zionist vigilantes armed with 
automatic weapons rampage through Arab villages/ 
Late last month Israeli author~ties and so
called Jewish 'settlers', that is k!ll-crazy 
psychopaths in prayer shawls, went on a reign of 
terror~ ktlling at least six Palestinian youths 
and wounding dozens'of others. 

Then on 1\ April an Israeli soldier, Alan 
Goodman (like' 'Eli the Wolf' an immigrant from 

'the USA), shot hi~ way into one of Jerusalem's 
holiest mosques, the Dome of the Rock, and 
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Hebrew·speaking people and Palestinians protest against Begin's terror 
on West Bank. 'Peace now' demonstration in Tel Aviv, 27 March, drew. 
50,000 ~ople (top). , ' 

sprayed it with machine-gun fire, killing at 
least two and wounding as many as 40. Israeli 
police and riot troops then moved in and 
attacked the Arabs who were trying to ca~ture 
the mass murderer Goodman. 

The rising wave of Zionist terror -- of which 
the Dome of the Rock massacre is only the 
latest, most spectacular instance -- and the 
prospect of imminent,annexation have provoked 
the most massive protests on the West Bank since 
1968. Perhaps more importantly, these protests 
have spread to Israel itself, even among ele
ments of the Hebrew-speaking population. Israeli 
Arabs called a one-day gener~l strike in soli
darity with the West Bank Palestinians, an~ the 
predominantly jewish and tradit~onally pro
Zionist 'Peace Now' movement brought 50,000 into 
the streets of Tel Aviv ,on March 27. 

This was the largest demonstration by Hebrew
speaking Israelis against Zionist militarism in 
over two decades. Al though the, ',Peace Now' dem
onstration was endorsed by a number of ~arlia
mentarians f,rom the' main Zionist party, the so-

'-called Labour Alignment, 'the slogans raised went 
beyond what passes for liberalism in ~oday's 
Israel. Among them were 'No to Occupation', 
'Begin Go Home' and even 'Golan is Syrian', the 
latter actually beineillegal in Zionist Israel. 
Furthermore, at both demonstrations the PLO fla~ 
was unfurled, an act of unprecedented daring 
for Israeli Arabs. 

The protests on the West Bank began in March 
when Israeli authorit'ies dissolved the town 
co~ncil of El Bireh'and replac~d the elected 
~a1estinian mayor, Ibraham Tawil, with an' 
Israeli army officer. The pretext was Tawil's 
refusal tp meet with a newly estabiished 'civ
ilian administration' which had replaced the 
military one, clearly a prelude'to extendinr. 
direct Israeli rule over the West Bank. The dis
missal notice was delivered by a squadron of 
Israeli army officers who charged into Tawil', s 
office and marched him out at gunpoint. This, 
provoked the tl" .. ditional West Bank protest: Arab 
mercharits shuttered their shops and axudents 
boycotted classes. The Israeli army responned~~, 
for,cing merchants to re'open their shops and ' 
shooting into crowds of stone-throwing youths. 
Backing up and egging on the soldiery were armed 
Jewish fanatics from "settlements' like Shiloh, 
north of Jerusalem. ' " 

Tawil, along with fellow Palestinian West 
Bank mayors Ba,ssam Shakaa and Kharim Khalaf, is 
an outspoken suppor'ter of the PLO. The three 
mayors were targets of Zionist bomb attacks last 
June. While Tawil escaped unharmed, Khalaf lost 
a foot and Shakaa both his legs. When Israeli 
soldiers barred Shakaa from the Nablus town hall 
they mocked the crippled mayor for being 'haIfa 
nan'. He retorted, 'You have~lost your head' 
(Net-Jsweek, 5 Apri 1) . 

The West Bank mayors were elect~a to offic~ 
when the occupation was run 'by the Labour Align
ment, which despite its name was for ,many years 
the main bourgeois Zionist party. ,The denial of 
the Palestinian right of self-determination and 
the creation of Zionist settlements on the West 
Bank as 'accomplished facts' is very much a bi
partisan policy. Labour differs from Begin's 
supporters in proposing to ring the West Bank 
with settlements, avoiding for now the .densely 
populated Palestinian areas. Begi~ and his 
super-hawk defence minister Ariel Sharon, on the 
other hand, are moving to implant groups of , 
armed Zionist fanatics right next to the major 
West Bank cities and towns, ultimately to drive 
the Palestinian population out through terror. 

For Arab-Hebrew workers revolution! 
There is no questioning the just anger and 

courage of t~e Palestinian youth -- subjected to 
every p.umiliation and outrage by the Zionists 
who attacked armed Israeli convoys with nothing 
but rocks. And it certainly took courage f~r th~ 
,Israeli Arabs, and 'Peace 'Now ' demonstrators to 
display PLO flags in the heart of Tel Aviv, an 
act of 'sedition' in Begin's Israel. Yet without 
a proletarian revolutionary perspective this 
kind of courage can produce only martyrs, not 
v'ictories.' ~ 

The limitations of the petty-bourgeois 
nationalism of the PLO were clearly seen in the 
two-week West Bank general strike, which was re
stricted'to schools, shops and small businesses. 
The 80,000 West Bank Palestinians who commute 
daily to jobs in Israel and who are increasing,ly 
a strategic, if super-exploited, part of the 
Israeli labour force, continued to work through
out the strike. Even Palestinians who work for 
Israeli ~onstruction companies building settle
ments in the West Bank did not, by and l,arge, 

continued on page 11 
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