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Falki

nds: Reagan S frlends at war

The main ene

. ;l'rail for (. rm_sh trp_ head for South Adlantic.

A once mighty imperial power now an imperial-

.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 'mational 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 epidemic proportions. The hitherto de-
spised Tory government of Margaret Thatcher
rides to an unprecedented peak in the opinion
polls on a wave of chauvinist hysteria. $oya1
Navy recruiting posters are pinned on factory
not1ceboard§ 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 bombed? 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 Nationmns.
Benn shows himself to be only the most rational
spokesman for an.irrational British capitalisn,
warning’ that if the fleet is not withdrawn 'it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 MAIN ENEMY IS AT HOME! '

When the crisis first broke o6ut, US president
Ronald Reagan stated pathetically, 'We're
friends of both countries.' True enough:

continued on page 10

.the working masses.

And Tony -
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Flag-waving jingoism, imperialist madness: Fleet sails from Portsmouth to wage war over Falkland Islands.

1

Down with all

US president Ronald Reagan comes to London
on 7 June as part of a European tour. CND has
called a demonstratiodf for 6 June and the
'Reagan Reception Committees' a picket of the

US embassy the following day. Reagan should be
‘sent packing -- with massive, militant pro-

test actions designed to give him nightmares
for years to come! To this end the Spartacist
League is organising contingents for these-
actions.

But we will not, as does the fake left, be
fuelling anti-American chauvinism with calls
'For a Reagan Free Europe', as though Reagan's
class colleagues on this side of the Atlantic
are any the less oppressors and exploiters of
We'd like to see a Europe
freed from the likes of Mitterrand, Schmidt
-- and first and foremost from the standpoint
of the British workers -- Margaret Thatcher.
It was Thatcher who gave Reagan some of the
inspiration for his Friedmanite austerity
programme -- the sort of policies it would
take a Pinochet-style dictatorship to im-
plement. And the Iron Lady got that name from
the Russians because of her virulent hatred
for the Soviet degenerated workers state.

British workers have reason to hate Reagan
-- the same reasons as their Americdn class
brothers. Reagan's fanatical war drive
against the Soviet Union goes hand-in-hand
with a vicious war against workers and op-

not just American!

Protest anti-Soviet
warmonger Reagan!

all imperialisms,

pressed minorities in the US.' Reagan's
wholesale destruction of the air traffic con-
trollers union is a small taste of what he
would like to do to the workers states. His war
on blacks and the poor extends from slashing
school lunches and welfare benefits to drag-
nets of immigrant workers and stepped-up

police murder in the ghettos. His ‘crusade
against 'godless Communism' means mass
slaughter in El1 Salvador and attempts to pro-
voke Soviet intervention in Poland against
counterrevolutionary Solidarnosc in order to.
fuel his drive to war with the blood of

Polish and Russian workers.

CND-style 'Europacifism' won't stop this
nuclear trigger-happy imperialist politician.
‘For labour action to bring down Reagan!' --
that's the slogan of our American comrades.
And the bigger, the uglier the reception
Ronald Reagan gets while in Europe, the
easier that task will be for our American
class brothers and sisters. It is in that
spirit of militant proletarian internation-
alism that British workers should turn out
to greet this anti-Soviet warmonger and anti-
union strikebreaker. SMASH NATO! DEFEND THE
SOVIET UNION! FOR A SOCIALIST UNITED STATES
OF EUROPE:! DOWN WITH ALL IMPERIALISMS, NOT
JUST AMERICAN! THE MAIN ENEMY 1S AT HOME !

'For labour action to bring down Reagan" -
SL speaking tour, details p 11,




Stalmlsts dodge debates

What i is West Mldlands CP afraid of ° ?

In his 1977 Cogito pamphlet 'Trotsky and
World Revolution', Communist Party (CP) anti-
Trotskyist 'expert' Monty Johnstone issued an
‘open invitation to ostensibly Trotskyist<group¥
ings to debate him. Today, while Johnstone's
opus has made a not-surprising comeback on CP
bookstalls, his followers in the CP and Young
Communist yeague (YCL) appear not to want to
honour his challenge.

The Spartacist League's (SL) hard opposition
to Solidarnosc counterrevolution in Poland and
firm defence of the Soviet Union against the
Reagan/Thatcher war drive have attracted con-
siderable interest and ' sympathy amongst those
layers in the CP/YCL seeking to differentiate

themselves from their 1eadersh1p 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 natlonallsm have highlighted our call

for 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 méétings around the country our interven-

tions have become a focus ofrattentioh, interest
-- and worry for the party leadership.
Intrigued by a Trotskyist group that, fdlLow—

- ing Trotsky, defends the Soviet Union, the
‘Birmingham branch of the YCL.and the Commun1st
Society (ComSoc) of Lanchester Polytechnlcyln
Coventry agreed to debate the SL on which way
forward for the Polish working ‘class and the
character of .the Soviet Union today. However
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 leadershﬁi—loyal full-timer Tony
\cNaliy For a speaker, he repliedl 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 ComSoc member who was
also in the Social Democratic Party (!).

‘Leaflet in hand, ComSoc leader Dave Richardson

pathetically marched off to the Poly admini-
stration to denounce the SL as 'outside agi-
tators

The Birmingham YCL's excuses for cancelllng
were just as cowardly but did at least contain
one element of truth: as a letter to the SL
admitted, their branch was having 'internal
problems over leadership'. 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 bu11d1ng a movement
'among the mass of youth who aré not politi-
cised'. This from an organisation that rarely
gets attendance at its branch meetings into
double figures! The real reason why the YCL
ducked out i# that the area CP leadership has
proved incapable of defending CP politics in
nublic -- so much so that they have twice
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threatened to call the cops on SL paper sales—
men. - :

Indeed, the 'internal problems over leader-
ship' are far from confined to the Birmingham
YCL.” In London and élsewhere, pro-Soviet
"tankies' have been quietly boycotting CP public
meetings, rather than defend the despised party
line on Poland, In the M1dlands itself the
Coventry branches are in a state of virtual open
warfare against McNally.-One pro-Kremlin hard-
liner publicly described his district committee
as 'rats'; at a Lanchester Poly debate on 'The
Forward March of Labour Halted?' in March,
Brezhnev1tes openly heckled McNally as he out-
lined the CP's pro-Solidarnosc position; and on
a 10 April CND demo McNally met with a similar
response when he unsuccessfully ordered members
of the Stoke (Coventry) branch to take deown
their banner.

Indeed the only thing McNally and his
'tankie' opponents seem to agree on is the need
to keep the Trotskyists of the SL at arms length
(or worse). Thus it was the Stoke oppositionists
who bureaucratically excluded SL supporters from
a CP local elections public meeting on 22 April.
When our comrades attempted to enter the meet-
ing, which attracted all of fifteen people, they
were stopped by several burly CP stewards.

'Trotsky's Revolution Betrayed,

. CPers and YCL members troubled by the sudden
round of exclusions and reneged agreements to
debate won't find an answer from the 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' through uncritical support for the
Kremlin and allied Stalinist bureaucracies ac-
tually undermines the workers states throﬁgh
compromises -- codeword: ‘detente -- with imper-
ialism abroad and, in Poland, with the ‘Catholic
church and aspiring kulaRs.

Those YCLers and CPers who want to hear the
arguments of real communism should read
study the record
of the Left Opposition and its political con--

‘tinuators today in the international Spartacist-

tendency, and fight within the CP and YCL for
the right to listen to and debate the Trotsky-
ists of the Spartac1st League. For our part, we
are organising public meetings on 'Poland and °
the anti-Soviet war drive' in both Birmingham
and Coventry at which we will offer any CP
representatives equal presentation time to put
forward 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 1968: o

A 20 Aprll Communist Party (CP) pub11c meet-~

1ing in Haringey, North¥London ‘featured victi-

mised- former_BL Longbridge senior steward and °
CP executive'member Derek Robinson speaking on
the fight against the Tebbit bill. Robinson
offered up the usual CP 'solutions' of import
controls and the Alternative Economic Strategy.

But when a Spartacist League supporter took the 18

floor, the evening livehed up. Attacking the
CP's defeatist, wait-for-the-TUC response to
Tebbit and its sabotage of Robinson'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 for ‘'peaceful coexistence' with the

| capitalists abroad.

After a few predictable mutters about 'Trots’
and 'ultra-leftists', a rattled Robinson set
out to ‘'prove' the dangerous road down which
Trotskyists would lead the working class, so he
pointed to France in May 1968. The 'ultra-
leftists' thought .there was a revolution going
on, said Robinson, 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 conspicuously un-
comfortable, refusing to applaud.

In fact the PCF saved the French capitalists
from revolution. 'Just stﬁdents on the
streets'? What began as militant student pro-
tests turned inté what was perhaps the largest
and most powerful general strike in history, with
millions of workers on the streets, factories
occupied with red banners waving, industry and
commerce paralysed. It was within the grasp of
the working class to seize state power and es-
tablish proletarian rule; what was needed was a
revolutionary party to take the struggle for-
ward from the general strike to the revol-
utionary overthrow of capitalism. But the
French CP did everything in its power to 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
faetory 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.initiative and restore 'order'
in alliance with the military command.

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

ICP saved the worl(ers
from revolution

-
Just a bunch of students7 Renault workers’ mass meetmg, May ‘68.

same PCF sits in his Cabinet. CP militants un-
comfortable about what the parliamentarist
'British Road to Socialism' entails for this
country should look across the channel at what
the 'French road' meant in 1968. Helping to stab
workers' struggles like at Longbridge in 1979 is
bad enough -- but when the.question of prdlet-
arian power was posed in France the CP was an
open opponent of revolution.

At least Derek Robinson was attacking the
right people; the Trotskyism of the Spartacist
LeagueArepresents the oniy consistent alter-
native to such betrayal. Selling outside the
meeting, we overheard one: CPer tell another,
'That's the Spartacists -- they have a good
line on Poland.' Well, it's not just Poland....m

— Spartacist League public meetings —

~ Poland and the
anti-Soviet war drive

Speaker: Lawrie Harney, SL Central I:ommmee
Birmingham
7pm Ved 12 May

{ Rm 45, Doctor Johnson
House, Bull Street

Coventry

liverponl

7.30pm Thurs 13 May
Stanley House
Upper Parliament St

7.30pm Tues 11 May Liverpool 8
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Trotskyist spectre haunts left Stalinists

In the three years since it broke with the
official’pro-Mdscow leadership of I Bilen, the
'Leninist wing' of the Communist Party of Turkey
(TKP) has lurched increasingly though unevenly
leftwards. Centred 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 WésternA
Europe, and politically control the Union of
Turkish Progressives in Britain which produces
the English-language Turkey Today. As well they

. have influenced a grouping in and around the
‘British Communist Party centred around the
Leninist. . . S

Impelled into opposition by the TKP's grossly
capitulatory tailing of ‘the bourgeois Republican
People's Party of Bulent Ecevit 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 i
Stalinist 'world communist movement'. The re-
surgent Cold War and imperialist war drive
against ‘the Soviet Union have accelerated this
process. B : = ’

The difficulties and contradictions of ,
Iscinin Sesi have surfaced most sharbly over the
Polish events, which pose pointblank the
Trotskyist analysis of the deformed and degen-
erated workers states of thé Soviet bloc and the
Trotskyist programme of proletarian political
revolution based on defence of the collectivised
property forms to oust the bureaucracy. Their
critique'ot 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 implicifly
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.

L4

A programme for Poland

The massive strike wave which gave birth to
Solidarnosc represented the workers' reaction to
years of bureaucratic mismanagement, privilege
and abuse. The Polish workers were faced with a
historic choice: with. the bankruptcy of Stalin-
ist rule dramatically demonstrated, it would
either be the path of bloody counterrevoluiion
in league wit§ Western imperialism or the path
of proletarian 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 nol-
itical differentiation had begun, a situation in

which a genuine Leninist/Trotskyist opposition
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;an 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 natiomnal congress 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 Stalinist 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 podssible moment, .
checking Solidarnosc'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 such a vanguard

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-

NP o S

PUWP Politbureau meets after 1980 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
the international Spartacist tendency ('600,000
Soviet soldiers died in order to liberate Pol-
and'). It says that the '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 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 class struggle.'
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 ut?erly 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-
which looked to
a sign that a
profound gap
leadership and

Pilsudski and the Vaticam than
start was 'made on closing the
which exists between the party
the party rank-and-file',
Iscinin Sesi characterises the central PUWP
leadership as 'centrist', ascribing this. to the
fact that 'the world communist movement as a’
whole takes 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 havée been attracted
to the Katowice group, but the central 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 and file, sullied or unsulliedg;
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 critigue 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
Moscow leadership in‘the world today. The day
after Jaruzelski's military coup Hall's Daily
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 fase-
ists and licking the boots of the. Democratic
Party.

Democracy — for what class? -

Iscinin'Sesi'S'programme 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
with 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 bourgeoisie means bourgeois democracy and
bloody capitalist counterrevolution when it
shrieks about democracy for Poland. Talk by the
CPSU tops and other Stalinist bureaucrats of
'developing socialist democracy' is simply win-
dow-dressing on their continuing stranglehold on
political power. And behind the Eurocommunists'
(and such fake Trotskyists as Ernest Mandel's)
prattlé‘hbout"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.

- oat - W

-Sesi, 8 February 1982, our translation),

posed to workers democracy. Lenin emphasised
that soviets were the democratic form through
which the proletariat exercised its dictator-
ship -- tdwards'the aim of creating the polit-
ical, economic and cultural preconditions for
communist ‘society. The most fundamental of these
is the maintenance of proletarian state power
and collectivised property Lenin stressed
against Kautsky:

.'The indisvpensable characteristic, the neces-

sary c¢ondition of dictatorship is the forc-

ible suppression of the exploiters as a

class, and consequently, the infringement of

"pure democracy', i.e., of equality and free-

. dom in regard to that class.' (emphasis in
original)

Soviet democracy, as a general rule, would
allow only those political parties which stood
on the defence of the dictatorship of the prol-
etariat -- and not as the 'Leninists' suggest at
one point in 'Socialism and Democracy': (Iscinin
those
parties which 'do not oppose the democratic
order of the proletarian state', since it is
quite conceivable that capitalist restoration-
ist forces would choose to work through the
organs of workers democracy given the chance,
Though the years of Soviet detente policies may
have obscured this for Iscinin Sesi, Lenin
clearly saw the dictatorship of the proletariat
as a relatively brief historic period of violent

conflict between the proletariat and bourgeoisie|.
“on an. international scale.

Arguing against Kaut-
sky, Lenin empha51sed .

'If 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 the

bureaucratlc 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' say:

'All the characteristics rooted in the _spec-~
, ifics of the development of Soviet society

boiled down to something which Lenin strove

Trotskyist Left Opposmomsts in Vorkuta pnson camp, 1928 Vlcflms of Stahmsm they defended 80vnet Umon upheld Lemnm
proletarian mternatlonahsm

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
insigted 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

concrete demands' of Solidarmosc 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 against bureaucratic privilege
"and political suppression -- were just, but
those that became dominant had‘a counterrevol-
utionary content. It is not good enough to put
pluses and minuses béside the 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-réstor-
‘ationist parliamentary majority?

The demand for 'free elections' was counter-

to rectify all his 1ife: the lagging behind
of the democratic aspect of democratic cen-
tralism. One manifestation of these is the .

'widespread‘bureaucracy which exists there and
which Lenin constantly fought against.

Another is the single party system which

Lenin never regarded as a universal prerequi-
site. A further manifestation_is the restric-
tions which were gradually imposed on discus-
sion in society and in the party, especially

‘after the 1930's, Another is the fact that -
the trade unions function as a state institu-
tion. None of these are characteristics de-
rived from the theory of socialism. They are

"characteristics which socialism established
in a particular country was compelled to ex-~
hibit for a long time, characteristics pe-

- culiar to that country, rooted in the fact
that as Lenin pointed out, at the Eighth Con-
gress of the RCP(B), "Russia was not suf-
ficiently developed as a capitalist country”.
Moreover the fact that the period in which
_these were experienced was the most dif-
ficult seen in history made it hard to erad-
icate these shortcomings in the full sense of
the term....

-demns- the

>counterrevolutionary betrayals.

" 'Shortcomings and distortions which 1 have
“touched upon briefly,cannot be reduced to the
attitudes of leading cadres or genersal sec-

retaries.' (R YurukOglu, 'Soéialism will
win') o : )
Elsewhere Iscinin Sesi describes how bourgeois

vacifism,
pervasive in the Communist Parties. And it con-
‘suppresSion of the works of Bukharin,
Zinoviev and Trotsky in the Soviet Union’ (see
Turkey Today, January/February 1982) . But Trot-
sky's writings in particular were suppressed
precisely because they described and fought
against the phenomena that Iscinin Sesi now
critically notes. ) )

By not recognising that Stalin developed a‘

different programme in the face of the difficult’

conditions confronting the isolated, young
workers state, Iscinin Sesi objectifies the his-
toric process suggesting that what happened was
inevitable. Was Lenin just being utopian when he
fought bureaucracy? No! Apnd nor would his policy
towards the present 31tuat10n in the Soviet i

‘Union have been one of 'critical acceptance’ as

Iscinin Sesi puts forward in its Poland state-
ment. Stalinist ideology is designed to obscure
the role of the bureaucracy and to justify its
‘And it is not
surprising, with its background, that Iscinin
Sesi carries in its theoretical baggage pos-
itions that are not Leninist but Stalinist.

‘'Had the Soviet Union remained under a Lenin-
ist leadership it was not at all inevitable that
it would hayve remained isolated and subject to
such great pressures. Trotsky and the Left Op-~
position fought the degeneration of the Soviet
Union from the very time that Iscinin Sesi says
things started to go wrong, and put forward a’
revolutionary-internationalist programme to re-
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 Stalinism and the
programmatic struggle waged by its adherents.

Trotsky developed the analysis that the 'wide-
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 collectivised property forms remained intact,
the class character of the Soviet state was un-
changed, but the regime of soviet democracy and

gime 6F a conservative in'tionaIist
bureaucracy.

Intent on preserv1ng 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 on—
portunities time and time again. 'Socialism in
one country' was a self-fulfilling nronhesy that
the proletarian dictatorship would remain iso-
lated in one country

Socialism in one country?

Even until early 1924, Stalin presented what
was for Marxist-Leninists an elementary axiom:
'... can the final victory of socialism in
one country be attained, without the joint
‘efforts of the proletariat of several ad-
vanced countries? No, this is impossible.'
('Foundations of Leninism’', first edition,
Lenin and Leninism)
A few months later he was saying the opposite.
Though Marx and Lenin used the term 'socialism'
at times loosely or to describe their worldviem
in its precise scientific definition (as de-
scribed by Lenin in State and Revolution) it
meant for both of them the lower phase of com-
munism. It #s a society characterised by common
property ownership, very high vroductivity of
labour, the absence of class-based social antag-
onisms, the replacement of the standing army by
a universal peoples militia, material incentives
limited to equal pay for equal work, full eman-
cipation of women, disappearance of the age-old

-distinction between town -and country, etc. In.

short it is onaly the beginning of man's ascent
from the 'kingdom of necessity-into the kingdom
of freedom'. It is obvious that the socialism
which Marx and Engels envisioned would be a

world society, necessarily embracing the indus--
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trialised countries of Europe, t
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 of the glaring non-
socialist features in the Soviet Union. Simi-
larly to talk of the existence of socialism in
Poland and the Soviet Union today is a cover-up
for the anti-socialist role of the. bureaucracy
In an. attempt to be cr1t1ca1 of the policies
of the bureaucracy w1thout coming to terms with
their role per se, Iscinin Sesi, like Mao Tse-
tung and other Stalin1§ts before them, argues
that class struggle exists under socialism. A
careful reading of Lenin puts to rest thls 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 disappear.

. 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 socialism) 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

Iscinin 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-
reaucracy will not reform itself but must be
overthrown by proletarian political revolution.
Whether it is talking of 'harmonising social-
ism and democracy' in Poland or proclaiming that

'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 toys precisely

with this prospect: 4
'Let us think of a proletarian dictatorship
where proletarian control over the function-
ing of the state is gradually diminished. As
edministering 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 governed
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 revision of Marxist 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-

Leninist ~teaching on the state, it is rolling

the film of reformism backwards.

Stagism — a Mehshevik strategy adopted by Stalin
And here the TKP Leninists come full circle,
laying bare not only the problems of their pos-

MAY1982 : .

the United States

1 continuation of the

‘| als, not just eriors, carried out

.ment of the perspective of world

-Lenin had- so assiduously combatted

ition in terms of a revolutionary defence of the
deformed and degenerated workers states, but the
question of their capacity to lead socialist
revolution in Turkey. To understand the roots of
the official TKP opportunism with which they
have only partially broken, Iscinin Sesi must
again turn to Trotsky's struggle against Stalin-
ism. The pervasive opportunism within the Com-
munist Parties is not a question of episodic er-
rors or ideological weaknesses; today's"world
communist movement' is not a flawed, 'centrist’
world”party of socialist
revolution built by Lenin and Trotsky but a con-
sistent obstacle to world revolution. In his
critique of Stalin's draft programme for the
Sixth Congress of the Comintern (1928), Trotsky
warned against the counterrevolutioﬁary,impli-
cations of 'socialism in one country' :
'"The new doctrine proclaims that soc1a11sm
can be built on the basis of a national state
if only there is no intervention.- From this
there can_and must follow (notwithstanding
all pompous declarations in the draft pro-
gramme) a collaborationist policy towards the
foreign bourgeoisie with the object of
averting intervention, as this will guarantee
the construction of socialism, that is to say,:
will solve the main historical question. The
task of the parties in the Comintern hssumes;
therefore, an auxiliary character; their mis-
sion is to protect the USSR from intervention
and hot to fight for the conquest of power.'
(Third International After Lenin, emphasis in,
original)
To speak of the 'world communist movement' as
being centrist today and reformablevthrough \

Our Tasks). Elsewhere Iscinin Sesi speaks of a
'democratic state'. But what class dictatorship
is this 'democratic state'? If this is not the
dictatorship of the proletariat, is it the _
mythical 'joint dictatorship', or are the TKP
Leninists saying that the bourgeois state can be
reformed to socialism?

At best Iscinin Sesi has reverted to Lenin's
old slogan of the 'revolutionary democratic
dictatorship of the proletariat and peasantry’,’
a slogan he abandoned in 1917 when he understbod ’
that only the’ d1ctatorsh1p of the proletariat
can solve the democratic tasks of the revblution
simultaneously as it begins to undertake the
socialist reconstruction of society. This under-
standing was at the core of Trotsky's theory of
permanent revolution and laid the basis,
together with Trotsky's acceptance that Lehin -
had been correct’ on the party qtiestion, for
their'revolutionary collaborat1on in leading the
October Revolution. And at worst Iscin1n Sesi's
position is but an attempnt to give a more left-
ist cevlouration to the classic two-stage theory
Stalin borrowed from the Mensheviks.

The TKP Leninists stand at a critical jumc-
ture. If they do not go forward to an under-
standing of Trotskyism, they can only retreat. '
In a sense the official TKP captures something
of the contradiction which today besets Iscinin
Sesi when it accuses Yurukogly of being 'left
sectarian in his views before the revolution and
Eurocommunist in his views after the revolution'
(Yasayan Sosyalizm, our translation). Seeking’
answers in the tradition of Stalinism, seeking
a 'Marxist-Leninist core' ifi the Stalinist ‘move-
ment, will only entrap Iscinin Sesi in one

ideological struggle is simply to
ignore the world-historic betray-

by the Communist Parties since
then.

In short order, the abandon-
revolution in order to make ‘capi-
talist 'friends' was to become a
policy of opposition to prole-
tarian revolution for the same
aims. The coming to power of
fascism in Germany without a sig-
nificant challenge by the mass
German Communist Party nor a sig-
nificant 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 struggle 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

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 Stalinigm aban-
dons the tenet that there must be
a revolutionary smashing of the

'British Road to Socialism'
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,
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'

expounded in the or

"New

theory of Bilen and Co (first 'democratic trang--

formations' and in the future socialist 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 capitalism, but
to grow into socialism through an uninterrupted
process' (R Yurukoglu, The Third Programme and

Petrograd Soviet, 1917. |scmm Sesi falls to recognise soviets as the organs of proletanan
bourgeois state, positing a peace-~ class democracy.

ful reformist transition from
bourgeois democracy to socialism, as glaringly

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 S&alinism in favour of the programme
of Trotsky's Fourth International can arm the
TKP Leninists with a strategy to smash bourgeois
class rule in Turkey and internationally.m
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An examination of the Hungarian revolution
of 1956 and the Bevanite movement in the Labour
Party in the 1950s were the main topics of dis-
cussion at a national educational weekend held
by the Spartacist League (SL) in mid-April,
aimed at furtheringiour 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 sections of the in-

"ternational Spartacist tendency (iSt), as well
as some half dozen members of the Communist
Party (CP) and Young 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, it has been manifested in the rise
of the Bennite phenomenon accomﬁanled by the
renaissance of the Campaign for Nuclear Disarma-
ment (CND) and the hard pro-NATO split of the
Social Democratic Party. More broadly, there is
an increasing divergence of interests between
the European and American wings of the NATO
alliance, following US imperialism's fall from
the short-lived hegemony of the postwar
'American Century'. And within-the ostensibly
revolutionary left, our pseudo-Trotskyist op-
ponents are driving hard towards social 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,
ternational Exeécutive Committee of the iSt ob-
served:

'Our main opponents over the Cold War are now

social democrats and the Communist Part1es

Given our relative size that is really extra-
ordinary. -

The growth of a mass counterrevolut1onary
movement in Poland and the Stalinist regime's
attempt to suppress it through martial law has
provided the focus for 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 sﬁbpression‘of
,counterrevblution' as one comrade put it; are

“today confrofited with questions about the charaé-
ter of the Stalinist bureaucracies 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 pressures and opnortunities 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-
tunities are becoming particularly evident, as
shown by the seven new members who joined dur-
ing the weekend-(see 'Joining the Spartacist
League', p8). ' - :

14

Hungary v Poland )
In opéning his nresentation on Hungary, com-
"rade Len Michelson contrasted the revolution of
1956 and the counterrevolutionary mobilisation
in Poland last year: .
'If the popular leader of the Pollsh 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,

a representative of the In-

Hungary 1956: Against Su‘alinism: not against socialism. : ) : _
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catalysed an opposition within the Hungarian
Communist Party which looked to liberal Sta11n—
ist Imre Nagy, a former prime minister. The rev-
olutionary uprising began on 23 October, when -
several hundred thousand peoble joined a student-
initiated demonstration demanding that Nagy be
installed and ended up symbol1ca11y toppling the
massive statue of Stalih. 'The Hungarian uprising
was a living confirmation of the Trotskyist
analysis of the bureaucracy exp1a1ned cde
Michelson:
'The Communist Party effectlvely ceased to
exist. It was a party of 900,000 members and
‘overnight it became nothing. The overwhelming
" majority of the COmmunfst 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 second Soviet military inter-
vention and through the creation of workers
councils, the students 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 np 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
first 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] Militant, 10
November 1956) : .
Despite potentially dangerous liberal and neu-
tralist illusions, the Hungarian workers pro-
claimed their allegiance to socialism at every
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 past year would have
placed 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 workers councils, it was
explicitly limited only to those parties, de-
fending the socialised economy. Had there, been
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'freevelections', :
'would have resulted in a situation where
the power of the workers councils would have

they:

been pitted against ... the power of a co-
alition government which would have
attracted reactionary, restorationist el-
ements to it.... That's simply an under-
standing of the Trotskyist conception of
political revolution.... The Stalinist bu-
-reaucracy splits.and what you really have is

a confrontation between the forces of revolu~

tion and counterrevolution.'

In Poland, in contrast, the counterrevolu-
ticnaries led the masses. - ‘-

Turning to the impact of the Hungarlan
events on the British CP, the speaker explained
that it 'was already in crisis coming off the
Khushchev secret speech': 'If you go back and
look at the Daily Worker in 1956, the letters
page looks very similar to the way the letters
page of the Morning Star has looked over the
last six months.' The CPGB was traumatised,
1lo6sing 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 opp051t10n when the 1eadersh1p
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 contacting every CPer they could find'.
A Healyite statement on Hungary counselled
oppositionists: '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 formation of the
Socialist Labour League in 1959. The wide-
ranging discussion which followed. the presen-
tation was highlighter by the intervention of

a veteran CP member who gave a personal account
of the impact of Hungary 1956 and Poland today
(see onposxte)

Bevanism and the Cold War

In his presentation on BRevanism 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 real history of the Labour Party ...

through the period of the 1950s is not

about nationalisations, it's not about how

many council houses were built by Nye Bevan.
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It was basically a struggle by the right wing
against intermittent, sporadic opposition
from the left wing ... to consolidate the
Labour Party as a sol1d bastidn of pro-
NATOism in Britain.
A lively discussion centred on a historical
appraisal of the Healyites' work at the time.
The Healy group'é deep entry into the Labour
Party 'in the early and mid-1950s was
'adaptationist and opportunist' towards the
Labour left, effectively becoming Bevanites,
as one comrade put it. But the comrade warned
against an 'ahistorical' assessment. The
Healyites came down on the richt side of the
¢lass line on the decisive guestions 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
excellent programmatic statement of Trotskyism
in the period. ' '

Cold War — Europe and Amer_ica\

The reporter on prospects for our American
section began by providing some background to
the current tensions between the European and
American bourgeoisies, and their effects in the
Labour Party and elsewhere. One ramification of
the loss of American hegemony signalled by the

- fall of the dollar standard in 1971 is that:

'The European social democracy is being or

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 they did

essentially on behalf of American imperialism

was the financing of the Portuguese counter-
revolutionary elements and the smashing’bf

the Portuguese CP [in 1974-75].

Likewise the significance of the split in the
Labour Party is that it is now becoming 'an
English Labour Party rather than a front for
"NATO" ' .

While the grossly- enfeebled British bour-
geoisie 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
one of the main contenders of World War III,'
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 hegemony 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-mongering in
top ruling circles makes the US ‘a very strange
place' today. But it also means 'there ought to
be a great 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 kowtowing to
the Democrgtic Party (as for example over EI

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 numbers
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 opportunities which
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 ever that we are right.
We have more -reason than ever to fight
‘without compromise for the full programme of
Trotskyism and we have more reason than ever

‘Well, I thought I should make an interven-
tion into this discussion because I am a member
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 had the same adulation -~ we were dyed-
in-the-wool Stalinists. And we couldn't be-
lieve the Khrushchev revelations, and 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 c¢ritical discussion but not
critical in a deep political sense. It was
critical in that they felt that there were
mistakes made§ there 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 and also the evil man Beria. This is the
sort of general discussion and we felt that in
the situation that developed in Hungary, many
of the old fascists of the Horthy regime were
out in the streets stirring up counterrevolu-
tion; thkere 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

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 monthw, myself and other
comrades have been 1ook1ng 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 happened four
times in Poland there's been an uprising so
there must be something more than just mis-~
takeés 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....

0f course there was obviously some opposi-
tion, I mean everybody didn't swallow every-
thing in the Party; there was opposition to B
the party line. We read about this in some of
the party journals; we'never got everything
because we do know from hindsight that a lot
of the correspondence, a lot of the letters
were suppressed at the time. But there was

for confidence in victory.'s

opposition, but we felt mainly, I say we -~ I

A CP member's view
- of Poland and Hungary

can only speak for myself - felt mainly that
these people were only woolly intellectuals, -
you know, and so what, 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 holiday.... We were only there 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 Jjust
‘wandering around, sightseeing. But what we
saw there, you know, the‘markets, the street
markets, the fiddling that went on outside the
markets, the curremcy deals -- every other
person accosting you for money, for'fbreign
currency, beggars in the street, the unecon-
omic strips of land we 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"holiday. ‘ o

And this started me to think, and in the
last few months I've read quite a number of .
Spartac1st pub11cations on the situation in '
Poland and I think I've understood more 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
past. It's far more than just a few mistakes,
there's obviously something politically wrong;
there's a wrong political sort of system that's
operating there. And obviously -- it's under--
standable when the people revolt and try to
change the system.

Now obviously we know that the s1tuation in
Poland is different from the situation in
Hungary, in the sense that Solidarnosc is ob-
vidusly based on the Catholic Church and on a
lot of .the emigres and dissident organisations
within Poland. And, therefore, it's not, in nrv
opinion, a popular uprising in the same ’
way, when I read in hindsight of what the
Hungarian situation was. It's definitely
counterrevolutionary....

1 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
1lways been called a socialist state really
makes you wunder what's going on.

In hindsight, reading your publications,
reading other publications, reading Peter
Fryer's book -~- Peter Fryer was at that time
a respectable member of the Communist Party.
Remembering also at the time Derek Kartun )
wrote a book, Tito's Plot Against- Europe, which
analysed the fact that Tito 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 write
the book. He was a journalist. He'd visited
these countries and saw these trials take
place. He believed what he was told by these
peonle. And he came back and the party also
asked him to write 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.... o ) oot

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 almost in the
opposite direction -- from an adulation of
Stalin to sort of, in a way, an anti-Soviet
position.- It worries me, you know....?
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Joining the Spartacist League

‘A Bolshevik party can make a revolution in Iran’

I became political while at schooI from ob-
serving the condition of the people in Iran.
Various novels (by Gorki, Jack London, Hemingway
Jean Lafitte, etc) stimulated my political devel
opment. In Iran at the time most of these novels
were banned. My eldest brother was a member of
the youth séction of the Tudeh Party before 1953
The 1953 coup ruthlessly crushed the Tudeh Party
and by 1955 there was nothing but individuals
left of this organisation. The Central Committee
existed in exile. Some individuals did under-
ground work on their own in1t1at1ve I 'was very’
young at this time. N '

I started university in 1961 and attended
demonstrations from the first week. From 1960-63
the bodrgeois_Nétional Front -had limited freedom
to hold meetings. Some of the 1&ft took the
opportunity to hold meetings under the guise of
the Natlonal Front while others were working
within it. This gave them the opportunity to
contact militant students. This was how I was
first contacted by ex-Tudeh youth During these
years we student activists organ1sed demon-
strations and strikes in Tehran Uhiversity and
had many clashes with the shah's paratroopers.

I was contacted by a leftist, 'who had just
been released from jail-in 1963, later I had
regular contact with him for about two years
during which time we studied, and copied articles
about the Cuban revolution, articles about guer-
‘rilla warfare by Che Guevara and also articles
by Castro. We thought 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 Red Army was
withdrawn from Azerbaijan (in 1946) and as a
result thé newly formed democratic Republic of
Azerbaijan was crushed and in return the Soviet
Union got an oil concession' in the north. At the
samé time the Tudeh Party broke the strike in
Abadan in order to have a few members in the

P , Z

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

I stopped working with ‘this group 'in 1966 but
by the end of 1967 most of the group was ar-
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 this ‘group and
another similar group fused and formed the
Iranian People's Fedaii Guerrillas. I was work-
ing with another group in 1971 that also be-
lievéd in armed struggle. I read the book by
Ahmadzadeh on armed struggle. The group be-
lieved in this and also that because of the
1ntens1ty 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 reglme would
demonstrate to the people that action could be
successful and thus awaken the people 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 thought that guer-
rillaism was better than doing nothing. The R
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 a social base in the work-
ing class. The membership were often very heroic
but there was no belief in the capaclty and
power of the working class.

Before 1953 the Tudeh Party orpan1sed many
strikes and demonstrations and in this time they
held a real possibility of taking state nower. -
The leadership of the Tudeh had a conciliation-

“ist and opportunist attitude to the bourgeoisie,

the Stalinist theory of two—stage revolution
enabled them to rationalise that they should not
or could not take power For them the Iranian
proletariat was incapable of carrying out a
revolution. The Tudeh Party really had a mass
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 Militant group, I )

| attended Militant readers meetings once a week.

In Iran I had read My Life by Trotsky, so I
knew something about him. Marxist 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
Trotsky it must be that Anmerican Imperialism
approved of Trotsky 1 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 contact1ng the Militant group
that I was thoroughly convinced that .I was wrong
about Trotsky. 1 also ‘understood that the Soviet
Union is not a healthy workers state;but~tha¥ it
is a degenerated workers 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—
arian revolution. A Bolshevik Party defined by a
revolutlonary programme can successfully make a
proletarian revolution in Iran and the extension
of the revolution throughout the M1dd1e ‘East
would ensure its survival.

In 1973 I joined the Militant proun I was
not an active member. I only attended théir
meetings and conferences.,I’thought they had a
good position on Chile and the Middle East
although in England they were working in the
Labour Party and they seemed to have concluded
that they had to drop revolutionary p011t1cs and
work with a reformist programme. They were
always worried that they might get thrown out

‘Reading abou_t‘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, Fascism and
the Woman Question.

Although I have still to accumulate a lot
more knowledge I agree with the p051t1ons of the
iSt on these quest1ons....

Comrade Gill.

‘Revolted by the endless CP comprqmises'

I come from a CP background reinforced by'
three years service in the World Federation of
Trade Unions,

CP, as a rebeL}ious *tankist', if it were not
for those crucial years in Prague,
estly answer. I very much doubt it. Even before
I went to Prague I was already revolted by the
endless CP compromises .with the social-demo-
cratic agents of the bourgeoisie which went by
the name of pragmatism. Prague was a traumatic
experience, especially so as we, the represen-
tatives of the capitalist countries' CPs, were
in the specially privileged sector of the
bureaucracy. Accumulation of incident after
incident where I witnéssed how old Bolsheviks of
"the Israeli CP were sacrificed to appease the
PLO, and militant CPers of the Egyptian party tc
appease Sadat, not to mention the stranglehold
of the ruling bureaucracy over the people and
working class of.Czechoslovakia -- all these
_have turned me against the CP, but not against
socialism in which I have never ceased to be-
lieve. On my return to the UK I left the
British CP and started to look towards a
Trotskyist solution. It is the Spartacists who I
found to be the only representat1Ves of not
merely genuine Trotskyism but also with .an
ideological integrity which seemed to me totally
lacking in other groups. And that is my reason
for asking for membership....

5.

8

in the very heart of the Stalinist,
bureaucracy. Whether I would have stayed in: the |

I cannot hon-|

“IMG disappeared defence of the Soviet Union’

" 1 came to political consciousness and ac-
tivity quite late. I'd read substantially in
the Marxist classics primarily out of academic ’
interest but only joined thé IMG in April 1979.
The IMG appeared to me the sole organisation to
join because it knew (at least formally) that
the USSR was not capitalist, because it busied
itself in building all the leftist campaigns
then current (whatever their policy and charac-
ter), and claimed to stand directly in the line
of Trotsky's Fourth International as its
British section. I did a lot of work in this
party but found fairly quickly that I was in
opposition, though inchoately, to the then
leadership's crude, workerist misapplication of
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Spartacist contingent on 27 March El alvador demonstration.
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‘party question'

the tactic of industrial implantation an&, more
importantly, to its downplay to the point of
disappearance, at a time of growing Cold War
fervour, of the uncond1t1ona1 defence of the
Soviet Union and its uncritical hera1d1ng of the
events in Iran.

I had just a hazy idea of the correct alter- -
natives until, in informal discussion with the
comrades who later formed the Communist Tend-
ency, my education in revelutionary politiés
really took off. From January 1981 I fought for
the politics of the CT inside the IMG -~ for the
defence of the Soviet Union as it was posed over
Afghanistan, against tailing the feudalist
Moslem fanatics manipulating (and later extermi-
nating) workers in Iran, against the Catholic~
inspired .leadership of Solidarnosc which threat-
ened to take Poland back to capitalism, and, -
while calling for military victory to the FSLN
and for defence of the IRA against British
imperialism, fighting against their petit-
bourgeois nationalism. In Britain, the CT also
stood against building instead of splitting the
liberal, semi-pacifist CND and against the IMG'
rush to adapt itself to the reformist pol1cies
of the Labour Party.

But the IMG's total misunderstanding of 'the
infected me too and I quit the
Communist Faction 1mmediately prior to our ex-
pulsion in May 1981 when the degree of political

| collaboration. between some members of the CF and

the Spartacist League came out in the wash....
In other words I was denying the essential
primacy of politics over organisational pro-
cedures and of those over cliquist/personal .
ties. With other disorientated ex-CFers I par-
ticipated in a cliquist bloc on the swamp-like -
basis of 'CF/Spart policies against Spart
methods'! Thankfully, the SL moved fast and
politically broke this up....

" The revolutionary party is formed out of
tough internal and external fights -- noliti-
cally splitting the would-be revolutionaries
from their rotten organisations is the necessary
regroupment prelude to building the mass party.
For the chums of the fake-left in Britain this
is a big pill to swallow. These conclusions, to-
gether with studying the record of the iSt, drew
me back to confront the SL again.... If this
application is accepted I look forward to being
a bona fide Spart -= I've wasted enough time.
Comradely, Y
Brissett.

SPARTACIST BRITAIN



of the LP, In 1975 I stopped going to their
mectings because basically 1 couldn't see
their politics leading anywhere.

‘In 1978, the time of the mass demonstrations
in Iran, all the Iranian left thought that the
principal contradiction was between the shah and
'anti-dictatorship' forces, no matter what their
nrogramme or their class character.
of the shah would lead to the granting of some
democratic rights, they thought so that p011t1-
cal activity would be free. This all comes from
the theory of two-stage revolution.

I have to go back to say how the Islamic op-
position started. In 1963 the so-called white
revolution took some of the land (mopghofat)
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 taking some ¢0f their
property. And that initiated their opposition to
the shah. The Shi'ite clergy did not oppose the
jailing, torture and murder of the left which
was carried out after the 1953 coup 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 suffrage. In 1963 I argued
with my political friends against giving any
support to the mullahs. To me the Shi'ite clergy
wvere more reactionary than the shah. You did not
have to be a Marxist to realise that,

1 attended many meetings held by Iranians in
1978 and argued that nothing was progressive in
the mullahs' programme. That was the time that I
saw the slogan 'Down with the shah! Down with
the mullahs! For 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 init1ally I asked other Iranians if
they knew the SL. The Iranians slandered them,
calling them CIA and SAVAK agents. I looked to
find the SL and a few days after initially
seeing their slogan they visited that town again
and T met them and bought their paper. This
group was the only organisation which had a
clear Marxist analysis of what was hapnen1ng 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 time 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 play a 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 long 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 that would
break the

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 sunport Bani-Sadr
and from the start of the Iran-Iraq war called
for revolutionary defeatism. But it is extremely
anti-Soviet Union which leads them in Afghani-
stan to side with the reactionary feudal Muslims
backed by the CIA, Khomeini and China .against
the progressive nat1onalist government of
Afganistan.

Iranian 1eftists 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 odtput 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 Party 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
. contlnued on page 11
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Getting rid

1 We didn't; .and insisted on 'Troops out now!'

ontrol of the mosque on the obpressed.

Workers Power:

Life in Workers Power (WP) can't be eaSy! WP
is too small to offer up for auction anything
but its ideas, so when these shift around from
day to day in pursuit of every will o' the wisp
'mass movement', ‘it gains only an increasingly
peérplexed and cynical membership. It's something
like crime: embezzlers have a chance of making
it to Rio de Janeiro; pickpockets as often as
not end up in 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 nartichlarly
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’ 1eft seemed to all but forget that
there were British troops in Northern Ireland.
as
the central slogan not only in our contingents
(along with political status and the uncon-
ditional release.of all Republican victims of"
imperialist repression) but also in’ our united
front initiatives. WP actively fought us on -
this! Now we read in the.Hagch issue of Workers
Power: ’ , T

'Troops Out Now and Self-Determination are

the minimum positions around which con- -

sciolsly anti-imperialist action can be

built.’' (emphasis in original)
Leaving aside the absurd capitulation to Green
nationalism reflected in the 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 fought
against ‘consciously anti-imperialist action'
when the question was posed last year.

iran/lraq- 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 1nvolved in anti-imperialist
struggle. Three yearsgago 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, among other
Iranian groups, has recently repudiated its -
erstwhile defencist 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 thsat
it had been ignorant of Lenin's position during
World War I and, more plausibly, with its dis-
covery that the masses
war' (Kar no 127, our translation). We know for
a fact that WP was not ignorant of Lenin's pos-
ition, because it furiously argued its irrele-
vance to the Iran/Iraq war in polemicising
against our 'abstentionist' revolutionary-
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 that's not all. The Fedayeen also opposes
Polish Solidarnosc. When we said, 'Stop Solidar-
ity's counterrevolution'’ last 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 in
their oh-so-polite polemic with the genuinely
(critical) Stalinist Fedayeen, again not a
word.

Intent on maintaining its leftist image, WP

-|has been the most consistent among the fake-

Trotskyist supporters of Solidarnosc - in attemp-
ting to place some 'critical' distance between

'were alienated from the

The shifting sands of
opportunism

1tse1f and Catholic—nationalist counterrevolu-
tion -- and consisténtly ending up with its foot
in’ its mouth. WP buys into the current squabble_ -
between -the Internatlonal Marxist Group and
Socialist Organiser Alliance over how far to go
with the thoroughly anti-communist Polish Soli-
darity Campaign by denouncing this popular- .
front-style campaign' which 'can only serve to
draw British workers behind Thatcher and Reagan
who ™ "support" Solidarity only as a means to
strengthen their Cold War campaign, the ultimate
aim of which is restoration of capitalism in
Eastern Europe and the USSR' (Workers. Power,
April 1982). And WpP's alternative? :
'An 1ndependent labour movement campaign can
have nothing to do with’ any economic boycott .-
of Poland, Eastern Europe or the USSR by the
British, or any 1mperiallst government. -But
it must argue for working class ACTION in
support of Polish workers, and key here is
the question of blacking of Polish imports.
WP wants nothing to do with imperialist econom1c
sanctions against the degenerated/deformed
workers states. Oh no! It tells the workers to
take 'ACTION' to do the 1mper1aiists' dirty
work. . .

.

War drive agaihst who? L S
Two years ago WP swam against the stream of
much of the rest of the fake-Trotskyist left
by formally reversing its 'third. camp' position’
on the Russian question in favour of defencism
over Afghanistan. But it recoiled from géneral-
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 organisational 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.m

: Make payable/post to:
Spartacist Publications, PO Box 185, London WC1H 8JE
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Thatcher's Britain and Galtieri'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 winners in this crisis.
Everyone else winds up with egg 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 Council. All they've shown so ~
far is a diplomatic tilt towards Argentlna
which is, after all,
in the Western hemisphere.

There's an old saying: war is the mother of
revolut1on And even if it did not result in
immediate revolutionary situat1ons, 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 the poor house can be brought down as a
result of defeat and humiliation in war.

For the honour of a moribund Empire

'Be pleased to inform Her Majestv that the
White Ensign flies alongside the Union Jack in
South Georgia. God save the Queen.' It could
have been a message to Queen Victoria during the
headier days of Empire. Bfitain had been trying
to unload the Falklands for years, including
handing over various administrative powers to
Argentina. But once the Argentines had invaded,
an enfeebled Britain saw a -chance to reassert
the obscene traditions of the Empire, ‘and
Thatcher was not about to let it pass. Foreign
Secretary Lord Carrington was the Tofy scapegoat
for the self-evident fact that the bourgeoisie
refuses to admit: Britain 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. :
A1l the blather about defending British sov-

ereignty in the Falklands in order to defend the’
rights of 1800 ‘Falkland kelpers is sheer imperi-

alist cant. The Economist (10 April) came out
nore p1a1n1y
*In the British, European and Amer1can 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 British lives on the
islands.

" 'To shrlnk will be to shrlnk 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 author1tar1an regimes. »

Thatcher proclaims 'aggression everywhere must
be repelled’
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 sovereignty over the Falklands
would require a permanent garriéon which : 'would
distort Britain's general defence effort'[ie
NATO]' (Times, 24 April). Britain has eneurh
trouble maintaining imperialist troops in
Ndrthern_Ireland! :

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 neriod of Carter s 'human
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their main trad1ng partner_

as if Britain were still the world's

rights' boycott. But as the crisis has continued,
the reaction within the party, despite the push
by all wings tor a UN solution, has crystallised
along the lines of 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 Mr Haig’
for his mediation efforts, then shuttled off to
New York himself. The Tribunite 'soft left'
attacked the 'subservience of British policies
to America' and seized on the incident to as-
sert its unilateralist stance that 'nuclear
capability' is ‘counterposed to a 'flexible'
defence policy (Trlbune 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
group of islands 8000 miles away, especially
when there are also 'British interests' in
Argentina. Both the anti-communist right and
the fake-Trotskyist 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-
tinities. -

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 before Argentina seized
the Falklands, the president of the US spoke for
almost an hour on the phone with Argentine
strongman Caltieri (the longest such call Reagan
has had with any foreign leader) trying to con-
vince him not to do it. But to mo avail. And -
Haig's effort to emulate Kissinger's 'shuttle
diplomacy' have made him an 1nternationa1 ’
laugh1ng stock. ‘

In 1956, at the height of the short-lived
'American Century', Eisenhower and Dulles simply
called off the British/French/Israeli invasion
of Egypt over the Suez canal (a humiliation
which still rankles the Tory establishment and
one which Thatcher would dearly love to redress
through 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 off tiny Iceland, so as not to
endanger the NATO air base at Keflav1k But
t1mes have changed.

"1t 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 White
House pressed 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,
Galtieri declared that World War IIT had already
begun in the Americas, a war between Soviet
Communism and the 'free world' led by the US.
The Argentine nmilitary had volunteered its elite
troops to help overthrow the petty-bourgeois
radical Sandinistas in Nicaragua and supress
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
¥alvinas. No doubt he also thought his good
friend Reagan would smooth over the decrepit
British lion's ruffled fur.

It was therefore anytﬁ1ng 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 embasgsy. Very possibly Kirkpatrick

Falkland Islanders -- in

thinks that Margapet 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'aaused. Her Majesty's ambassador to
Washington, Sir Nicholas Henderson, asked how .
the Americans would have felt if he had been
wined and dined at the Iranian embassy the n1ght
of the Tehran hostage seizure.

With the British pushing their imperial pre-
tensions to the hilt and the US simply unable to
call Thatcher to order, the Reagan administra-
tion has been forced to make an excruciating a
choice between the anti-communist junta to the
South and the anti-communist 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
nrotect 'the basic principle' of the 'peaceful
settlement of disputes' underlined the real di-
lemma of the US: ‘We also made this effort be-
cause the cris1s'ra1sed vital issues of hemi-
spheric solidarity at a time when Communist" ad-
versaries seek positions of 1nf1uence on the
mainland of the Americas.' But, as the Economist
(17 Apbil) warned, American 'irresolution' risk-
ed the danger of a loss in 'British hopular sup-
port for America's nuclear policles arid deploy-.
ment, and for its European, its Nato 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. Meanwhile the fake- Trotskylst
reformists of the Militant tendency line up .
openly with Labourite chauvinism. They actually :
call for trade union blacking of all trade with
Argentina as the only.'realf way to help the
'solidarity' with the
Argentine workers' struggle of course (Militant
9 April)! The best these shameless opportunists
can do by way of attack1ng Thatcher is to
condemn her 'insensitivity' to 'workers in uni--
form' noting that 500 sailors in the fleet have
'‘redundancy notices in their pockets"(uilitant,
23 April).
As for the rest of the fake-Trotskyist left),
they present at best a mirror image of Labour s
social chauvinism,. reflecting a11 its Little

England narrowness. Across the board they point.

'to the burden on the taxpayer and raise a pa-

cifist hue and cry about ‘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 them with 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
wanted 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 Alljiance
(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
real factor, but marginal. In general the right
of self-determination becomes attenuated when
either the area or the population density be-
comes very small. Do the sparse inhabitants of
the Gobi Desert have the right to self-deter-

v mination? Some provision should certainly be

made for those of the Falkland Islanders who
wish to return to Britain, but 1800 sheep-

herders do not a people make.
The Internatienal Marxist Group (IMG) and -
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Israel out of the occupled territories!

Begin’s annexation by terror

For a hi-national
workers state:
For a socialist federation

of the Near East!

On 21 April Israeli fipghter jets struck
southern Lebanon for the first time since last
year's cease-fire. Just as the Zionists annexed
the Golan 1ast_Deéember while evéryone was
watching Poland, now they hit Lebanon'while the
world was being entertained by the British
blockade of the Falklands. But this was no
phoney war. After two hours 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 down by rampag-
ing Zionist troops in the West Bank ear11er that
month. .
~ The attack was osten51b1y aimed at Palest1ne
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 reprisals' 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
Sinai scheduled for 25 April. Reagan must have
felt mighty frustrated that all his squalid
reactionary allies won't stop fighting one

another and unite in a holy war against Russian

Comnunism. Still the Near East picture is not
all black forsWashington. 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 thus

has its armed forces right where it wants thenm,
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 that are driving Ziomnist
_Israel toward war. Like the Argentine junta, the
Begin regime needs to restore the 'spirit of
national unity'. For a good portion of the
Israeli population is deeply disturbed watching
night after night of video clips of Israeli
‘'soldiers gunning down unarmed Palestinian youth
vhile fanatical Zionist vigilantes armed with
automatic weapons rampage through Arab villages,
Late last month Israeli authorities and so-
called Jewish 'settlers’', that is kill-crazy

psychopaths in prayer shawls, went on a reign of

terror, killing at least six Palestinian youths
and wounding dozens’of others.

" Then on 11 April an Israeli soldier, Alan
,Goodman (like' 'Eli the Wolf' an immigrant from
the USA), shot his 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 demonstratlon in Tel Avuv 27 March, drew
50,000 people {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 tryinp to canture
the mass murderer Goodman.

“TPhe 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‘annexétion have provoked
the most massive protests on the West Bank since
1968. Perhaps more importantly, these protests

have spréad to Israel itself, even among ele-
ments of the Hebrew-speaking population. Israeli
Arabs called a one-day genefbl strike in soli-
darity with the West Bank Palestinians, and the
predominantly Jewish and traditionally pro-
|Zionist 'Peace Now' movement brought 50,000 into
the streets of Tel Aviv on March 27. o7
This was the largest demonstration by Hebrew-
speéking Israelis against Zionist militarism in
over two decades. Although the, K 'Peace Now' dem-
onstration was endorsed by a number of parlia-.
mentar1ans from the main Ziohist party, the so-

called Labour Alignment, the slogans raisediwent
beyond what passes for liberalism in today's’
Israel. Among them were 'No to Océupation’',
'Begin Go Home' and even 'Golan is Syrian', the
latter actually being illegal in Zionist Israel.
Furthermore, at both demonstrations the PLO flag
was unfurled, an act of unprecedented daring
for Israeli Arabs. '

The protests on the West Bank began in March
when Israeli authorities dissolved the town

‘council- of E1 Bireh and replaced the elected

PaIest1n1an mayor, Ibraham Tawil, with an’

Israeli army officer. The pretext was Tawil's
refusal tp meet with a newly established 'civ-
ilian administration' which had replaced the
military one, clearly a prelude to extending -
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 traditional West Bank protest: Arab
merchants shuttered their shops anmd atudents
boycotted classes. The Israeli army resnonUed,by
forcing merchants to reopen 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 Bassam Shakaa and Kharim Khalaf, is.
an outspoken supporter 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 'half a
nan'. He retorted, 'You have™lost your head'
(Newsweek, 5 April).

The West Bank mayors were elected to off1ce
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. Begin 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 the Palestinian youth -- subjected to
every humiliation and outrage by the Zionists --
who -attacked armed Israeli convoys with nothing
but rocks. And it certainly took courage for the
-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 perspectlve this
kind of courage can produce only martyrs, not
victories. °

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 increasingly
a strategic, if super-exploited, part of the
Israeli labour force, continued to work through-
‘out the strike. Even Palestinians who work for
Israeli construction companies building settle-
ments in the West Bank did not, by and large,

continued on page 11
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