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CARGILL

SPLIT -

THE WAY FORWARD?

ARTHUR SCARGILL's initiative
in forming the Socialist Labour
Party has attracted widespread inter-
est and debate on the left. Afler a
decade of trade union defeats and
Labour retreats, such a call undoubt-
edly camies some weight with a
layer of militants who see no
prospect of defeatine Blair and the

MOUETISEES  WITHE
t see the nesd for a political
arm to defend the trade unions,

At 1580¢ 15 not only whit is desir-
able —and a miass split to the left
from Labourism certainly is! — but
imvolves an assessment of where the
clazs as a whole 18, what 115 illugions
are, and whether it 15 ready under
present conditions to hreak with its
present Teaders.

To organise a mass altemative to
Mew Labour requires a real political
strugele agzainst its existing leader-
ship. Arthur Scargill, despite his
reputation as a class fighter, has
clearly failed fo mount any such
congistent strugele, He has also
shown himself time and again -
maost recently in the debacle over pit
closures in 1992 — to be a hopeless
tacticran.

Politically, Scargill has remained
& left reformist, strongly mfluenced
by the Stalimsm he leamed m s
vouth. The new party he 13 attempt-
ing to build is developing politics in
line: with this oullook: “0id
Labourism® crossed- with Morning
Srar-style Stalinism. It runs the sk

of having all the vices and none of

the wirtues of the Independent
Labour Party in the 19305 The ILP,
which split in 1932, at least began
with thousands of members and a
purliamentary group. Scargill does
not éven have the allegiance of a
singzle Labour MP. and only a hand-
ful - of made union officials have
been prepared o back himo

We have no doubr that many of

the trade unionists who have heen
drawn mnto the SLI* are sincere in
their desire o oppose Blair and to
slop the steady dnfi to the right in
the Labour movement. Whether or
mol we agree with' their outlook,
socialists should be prepared 1o fight
alongside these comrades around a
broad range of class guestions — the
defence of the ade unions, work-
ers’ rights and the welfure  state.
against racism, for the renationalisa-
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tion of public utilities, etc.

But the central error made by
those who have formed the SLE is to
substitute their ¢own frustrations
with the present situation. and their
alienation from Blair’s New Labour,

for the consciousness of the mass of

workers. It is one thing for a few
hundred bamerad and disillusioned
*seen throush®
Blair. It is another for o m-rﬁmn‘bm'lfhu
desperately want to see an end o the
Tories,and who feel that finally
they have a real chance at the next
election, to givé up on Labour
before it has taken office, The fact is
that many workers do have illusions
of various kinds in NMew Labour —
not that it will change the world, but
that it will be better than the Tories.
Outgrowing these 1llusions will be 2
painful process, learnt in struggle.

The danger 15 thal if activists
detach themselves from Labour,
without any substantial supporl
among workers and in advance of a
Labour- government being seéen' to
betray, they will allow the Labour
richt wing a fiee run, Far from cre-
aring a pole of attraction, the praject
rims the risk of isclating militants
from the struggles which will
emarze aFainst a Blair sovernment,
Such a government will ‘inevitably
come- into conflict with the trade
untons; which remam either affifiat-
¢d o Labour or look to it palitically,
and thisin tam will affect the con-
stituency rank and fle

Kevolubonanes shouldn’t seck to
cut themselves off from such devel-
opments.  Instead.  they should
patiently convinee the rank and file
of the mass workers” organisations
to Tight their rotten leaders. In doing
s0. 0L 5 necessary o recognise thal
the mass of politically conscibus
workets will not jump ship at the
first opportunity. Only when they
are convinced that Labour is historn-
callv bankrupt, and that a viable
alternative exists, will they break
their historic allegiance.

Einlike the TLP, the SLP 15 not 20

much the product of struggle as of

defear. It 1z not being pushed for-
ward by the pressure of workers
Froom below, but by the thwarted
ambitions of & marginalised wing of
the lrade union burcancracy from
above. Hence the sceretive and
undemoecratic - metheds’ used by

Scargill and his small ¢lique of fol-
lowers in the meetings leading up to
the proclamation of the new “party’,
Ag things stand, the constimution of
the SLP makes it harder for zroups
of socialists o orcanise inside it
than within the Labour Party, The
only faction which will be allowed,
it seems, will be that around the
Leader himself — which tends to
undermine eriticism of Blair's con-
tempt for party democraey.

All previous expericnce shows
that such a party has little chanee of
significantly altering the balance of
forces within the Labour movement,
Behind the SLP's "optimism” lies a
pessimism that it 15 impossible 1o
fight Blair and the modemisers. The
experience of Militant, which exited
the Labour Party 1n gearch of 2 mass
following, but only suceceded in
losing most of 'its own members,
should serve as a warning: The fact
thal Militant  Labour (aleng with
some members of the Commumist

Party of Britain and a number of
smaller left groups) was indtially
interested in the SLP is more an
indication that its own project is in
serions frouble than thar Scarpill has
correctly sized up the sifuation,

Socialist Labour’s intervention in
the Hemsworth hy-election on
February | was less than mould-
breakimg. Even when allowances are
made for the SLPs early stage of
development, Brenda Nixon's 1,193
voles: — less than half the figure
Lesley Mahmood polled for Militamt
i Walton in 1991 — hardly inspired
confidence that she represented a
serionts alternative to Labour. Inan
overwhelmingly Labour constituen-
cy containing thousands of ex-min-
ers, 5.4 per cent of a low poll repre-
sented very little. Labour even man-
aged to slightly increase itz share of
the vote, up to 71.9 per cent.

Of course; it is not exeluded that
the SEP will suceced in regrouping
a few thousand activists — maindy in

the trade unions — under its banner,
and that it will have some future as
a small reformist party. But thiz will
not necessarily further the strupele
against the Labour right wing, par-
ticularly when the bulk of the
Labour left shows no signs of
defecting, 1f it 15 to anract wider lay-
ers of orgamized workers and Labour
Party members. it will have to ditch
Scargill’s *0ld Labour’ nostaliia,
open up the party to genuine demo-
cratic debate, and adopt a fghting
programme of action in opposition
o right-wing reformism.

Serious militants in the SLP will
also have to resist Stalinist and
ultra-left calls for ‘Mo vote to
Labour’, and instead fight for a unit-
ed front policy. Another acid test
will be whether the SLP cosies up to
sympathetic burcauerats in the hope
of  trade  union affiliations, or
whether it pears its trade union work
to building rank-and-file opposition
moveImens,
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RATHEN

Campaign Against the
Asylum & Immigration Bill

Demanstration in central London on February 24 organised by the Campaign Against the Immigration and Asylum Bil
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Dockers show the way!

By Jim Dye
Liverpool Trades
Council

(personal capacity)

LIVERPOOL dockers are engaged
in a hitter and heroic fight to save
their jobs after being sacked by ruth-
less port bosses who want to bring
back the system of casual labour and
drive down wapes.

The dispute began last September
when Torside, a stevedores compa-
ny based in the docks, sacked sever-
al men for refusing to do overtime,
When the rest of the §0-strong
workforce protested, they too were
sacked. The conflict rapidly cscalat-
ed when dockers emploved at the
container terminal owned by the
Mersey Docks and Harbour
Company refused to cross an unoifi-
cial picket line ser up by the Torside
workers, This magnificent show of
loyvalty was all MDHC needed as an
excuse o sack 329 dockers and start
receruting scab fabour on lower
wapes and worse conditions. The
MDHC bosses openly admirtted that
they were not prepared 1o re-hire
any stewards, union activists, or
workers with higher than average
sick absences.

The dockers belong to the
Transport and General Workers'
Ulnion, which has refused them offi-
cial backing for fear of being prose-
cuted under the Tory anti-union
laws. Because they have hbeen
sacked the dockers cannot claim
stute’ bencfits, but neither iz the
TGWU paving strike pay because
the dispute is unofficial. Despite
this, the dockers have staved solid
against threats and intimidation. and
the sinister activitics of Drake
International, the company which
has provided the scabs. They have
mounted an international campaign
in defence of their jobs — ships have
been redirected to other poits, and
dockers’ unions in countries includ-
g Australia, Capada, New
Zealand, the USA and Haly have
sent donations and agreed to boveott
carpoes from Liverpool. Relatives
and friends of the sacked men have
formed a support group called
Women on the ‘'Waterfrong, whose
activitics  include  mounting @
women's picket outside the docks
once @ woeek and sending speakers
all over the country.

Both MDHC and the TGWL lead-
ership were taken aback by the
determined resistance of the dockers
and the scale of the intermational
support, MDHC's share prices tum-
bled and it was forced into negotia-

Militancy pays off

for postal workers

By William Hurrel

SCOTTISH postal workers inflicted
an important defeat on Roval Mail
management at the end of last yvear
by teking industrial action in defi-
ance of the Tory anti-union laws.
The week-long strike in November
involved over 6,000 members of the
Communication Workers Union,
and was in response to an attempt by
management to introduce new work
patierns at two sorting offices with
the aim of cutting costs.

The dispute bepan at the small
Portobello- sorting office in
Edinburgh, where management tried
to increase the load on first deliver-
ics, amalgamate second deliveries
into longer walks, and convert four
jobs from full-time to part-time.
Royal Mail arca manapers want to
get rid of 136 full-ime jobs in
Edinburgh, and they chose the
Portobello office tw launch the new
working practices because it did not
have a union representative. The
CWU was in the process of organis-
ing a ballot for strike action, but
staff at Portobello walked out on
unofficial strike on Movember 20.
Meanwhile, at the sorting office in
Hamilton, near Glasgow, where
managers were attempting to force
through similar measures, workers
had already been balloted and had
started an offictal srrike.

Simkers warned thar if manage-
ment plans were not challenged they
would lead to the end of the second
delivery, and the replacement of
thousands of full-time jobs by casn-
als and part-timers. The dispute
rapidly escalated, with flving pick-
ets visiting sorting offices in the
Lothians and Fife. Edinburgh and
Glasgow came oul first, followed by
Perth, Dundee and other arcas, to
the point- where over half of all
scottish postal workers were on
unotficial strike and deliveries in the
whale of central Scotland crippled.

Inverness and Aberdeen were also
taking action. Managers tried to
recruit scabs from agencies with the
promise of £7 an hour. They sent
miail to England to be sorted, but this
only succesded in bringing out one
London office in sympathy.

Postal workers had to defy many
of their full-time union officials,
who explained that the CWU could
not help them unless they returned
o work. They gor a letrer from the
CWU's general secretary saying
that the union repudiated their
action because it broke the anti-
union laws. Members responded to
this by taking action amyway. When
one local leader told a mass mecting
“There is no guestion of the union
supporting us without 2 ballot’, he
was shouted down and slow hand-
clapped by his members, who voted
unanimeously to stay on strike,

The speed with which the suike
spread savs everything about the
state of industrial refations in the
Royal Mail. In 1993, there were 32
unofficial stoppages in  sorting
offices in Britain; in 1994 the ficure
doubled to 63, Portobello managers
went out of their way to provoke
sirikers by stopping their wages
from the previous week from going
inte their bank accounts, forcing
them to collect chegues from the
sorting office. Across Scotland,
managers miscalculated, reckoning
that workers would not strike just
before Christmas. But the stakes on
both sides are high. Having invested
heavily in computer technology in
anticipation of the eventual deregu-
lation and privatisation of all mail
services. management are desperate
to smash existing working practices.

The dispute ended with a definite
victory for the smrikers. New work-
ing practices in Portobello and
Hamilton wers withdrawn. But
postal workers throughout Britain
will have to-be on their guard, and
be prepared to take equally effective
and swift action whencver manage-
menl goo back on the offensive —

which they undoubtedly will. |

tions with
TGWL  general
secretary. Bl
Muorms, whe ree-
ommended that
the men accept a
redundancy
package which
would have pro-
vided lump sum
paymems of £20-
£25.000, full
pensions and the
possibility. © of
retamning i jobs
On worse ferms
than before. Bat
the offer  was
decisively reject-
ed —by 271 votes
to 50— in g postal
ballot  of the
sacked MDHC
dockers held on
February 8. This
was followed by
a 30 vores lo six  rejection by
Tarside workers, and 2 unanimous
rejection by ten workers from anoth-
er company working out of the
docks, Nelson Freight.

The Liverpool dockers are now in
the forefront of the fight against
casualisation. Victory is possible in
this dispure, whick has already cost
MDHC £4 million in lost profits, but

e s

Pickers on duty cutside Liverpool docks in Jonuary

the following things must be fought
for:

O Solidarity actions from  other
dock, shipping and transport unions
in Britain and intermnationally.

O Official  backing from the
TGWILIL, even if thig breaks the anti-
union laws.

3 Workers® aid - the dockers muse
not slarve!

[0 Mass pickets 1o stop the port
operaling.

@ Donations and messages of soli-
dgrity should be sent to: Jimmy
Davies, Secretary Porl Siewards
TGWU, Trunspori  House, 37
Islington, Liverpool 3. Chegues
pavable to ‘Merseyside Dockers
Shop Stewards Appeal Fund',

By a CPSA member

AFTER. eleven and a half weeks on
strike — which -made it the sixth
longest dispute in the last decade —
2,000 CPSA members in the
Employment Service reluctantly
returned to work on February 19,

Thiz bitter dispute was provoked
by the lowest pay offer in any pant
of the Civil Serviee, and a set of out-
rapeous dispanties arising from the
performance pay system imposed by
ES management. It was a strupple
the right-wing leaders of the union
never wanted. 5o successful have
thev been in smothering resistance
in recent vears that this was the first
serious pay campaign since 1987,

Members had voted to reject the
pay offer by 9:1, and then voted for
strike action to win their claim of
nine per cent by nearly 2:1. After
management had won a High Court
mjunction on the eve of action in
October, a further hallor produced a
majority of nearly 3:1 for action,

The campaipn finally kicked off
on Movember 30 with a well-sup-
ported one-day national strike, fol-
lowed directly by 38 benefit offices
and job centres coming vut on sclee-
tive action with strike pay. Such a
strategy could onlv have shaken
management if'it had been followed
up by rapid escalation. But the right
wing ‘Moderates® in control of the
Martional Executive Committee and
Mational Disputes Committee had
no intention of leading a real fight,

Instead, they were preparing to
scll the dispute. Without even refer-
ring to the Left Uniry-led ES
Section  Executive  Committes
(SEC), . the- "NEC.  ‘zecretly
approached management via ACAS,
agreed to talks without any money
on the table, and aceepted as a pre-
condition that it ordered sirikers
back to work!

On December 14, stnkers - from
around the cousnlry converged on
Leeds, where depuly general seere-
tary Alan Churchard was attending =
meeting of the SEC. After an angry
confrontation, and the leaking of a
circilar which made it clear that
management had no mtention of dis-
cussing 1893 pay, but that it was

'Right wing sabotage

preparing disciplinary cases against
leading activists, the decision to call
off the dispute was reversed.

Cnce apain, CPSA  leaders
promised to-escalate the action, and
once again they cynically failed to
deliver. In place of an expected 120
offices oul before Chrstmas, the
number had only crawled past 50 by
mid-January. This was the clearest
indication that the Moderates had no
intention of winning the strike, and
were simply trying to find a means
to send members back.

While the leaders drageed their
feet, rank-and-file activists showed
enormous initiative. In addition to
picketing in extreme weather condi-
tions, members visited hundreds of
non-striking offices, carried out four
demonstrations at CPSA headguar-
ters, two visits 1o Leeds, occupa-
tions of management buildings and
a parliamentary lobby, as well as
recriiting about 2,000 members W
the union. In London, seven mass
pickets took place, and scabbing
once more became a dirty word.

Management also pulled out all
the stops. Nothing was too expen-
sive to try to break the strike.
Hundreds of casuals were
employed, while permanent staff
were offered sizeable bonuses for
scabbing, along with unlimited
overime, detached duty payments
and subsistence allowances. Fven
strike-breaking, however, had to
subrmit to the rigours of the market -
tough northem scabs only ot £200)
bonus per month; Nottingham scabs
received a reported £300, while sofl
southern scabs gol £300.

The strike was also a concentrated
test for the various left factions in
the union. The SEC, with a majority
of Broad LeftMilitant supporters.
did oppose the right wing, and at
least remained on side for the course
of the dispute. That said, its leader-
ship was rourine and uninspired anid
it failed to 1ssve 3 single campaign-
g leaflet in neariy three months, It
also failed to outhne a clear way for-
ward for the dispute. and instead
placed 1ts faith in escalation on full
sirike pay. By January, it had run
ot of ideas altprether, and was
reduced to calling hmply for an
wnpopular programne of sregionsl
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dole strike

two-day strikes, The SWP, in con-
trast, shouted for an ali-out strike,
witholt putting: Torward Quy” step-
ping stones towards one. =

Only Socialist Caucus outlined a
clear programme from the outser
Even before the action began, it
called for a levy to build for wider
action. Tt consistently argued the
case for rapid escalation and a more
mobile, disruptive campaign to
counteract management’s sirike-
breaking plans, for a lower rate of
strike pay to enable more offices to
come out, and for effective cam-
paigning lirerarure, Socialist Caucus
members were at the forefront of
most of the rank-and-file initiatives.

The right wing’s final cynical act

of betrayal came when it called a
snap ballot for an all-out strike with-
ot strike pay. With the majority of
members “having seen no action at
all since November 30, and with the
sirikers effectively isolated, the
right wing knew there was no
prospect of a ‘yes’ majority, and that
they would be able to use the ballot
result to send the selective offices
back and call off the campaign:
Only the SWP — with its usual mix
of ultra-leftism and sheer stupidity —
applauded the decision to call the
ballet, and accused the rest of the
left of ‘pessimism’.
* In the avens, 2,903 “ves’ votes as
against 4,734 ‘no” vores was a
respectabie result, given the right
wing's sabotage. But at the end of
the day there was liftle 1o show for
the campaign apart from a vague
management offer to review the pay
syslem this year.

CPSA members will need to
absorb all the lessons of this strug-
gle and build upon the organisation-
al gains made if they are to with-
stand = the challengés: shead
Thouwsands of jobs are threatencd
with the introduction of Jobseeker’s
Allowance and a guestion mark
hangs over the Employment Service
irself. Above all-what is needed is
the removal of the Moderate fifth
codnmn in the union and the build-
ing of a powerful rank-and-file
apposition. In the Employment
Service section elections, we call for
a vote for Broad Left and Socialist
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Continuing the
debate opened in
the last issue of
Workers News,
Pat Doyle argues
that socialists
should advocate
Scottish
independence as a
tactic

THIS ARTICLE is a response to
Harry Murphy's excellent discus-
siom article in Workers News No.53.
It attempts to give & more detailed
insight into current trains of thought
in Scotland and where these
thoughts are likely to lead. When
socialism is under attack from all
sides, it is umportant that comrades
encourage discussion of issues
which offer real possibilities for the
left to advance. Scotland offers one
such opportunity.

Scottish politics today is dominat-
ed by the Constitutional question
{devolution or independence) but it
is the option of independence which
clearly holds the best prospects for
the left. Most socialists would
recognise, at least in theory,
Scotland’s democeratic right to leave
the Union. The gquestion for
Marxisis is not whether we have any
allegiance to a *united’ Brilish state

we don't - but should we active-
Iy campaign for independence, what
advantage, if any, it would offer
Seottish workers, and what kind of
scottish srate we should advocare,

There is a continuing belief within
the Scottish Left that the strupgle for
an independent Scotland contains an
mnbuwlt dynamic which favours the
cause of secialism. The varous ver-
sions of this theory rest on the per-
cention that, sinee the 1950s,
Scotland has been loval to the
Labour Parly and socialism, while
England has mainly been loyal to
the Tories and capitalism.

But before we can even begin to
discuss tactics towards the issue of
Scottish independence, it is neces-
sary to do battle with the semi-
reformist, nationalist and Stalinist
ideas on the state which continue to
predominate in the Scottish Left
However favourable the social and
palitical make-up of Scotland, there
are no parliamentary roads to social-
1zm and only the revolutionary aver-
throw of capitalism can succeed n
mstalling a socialist povernment.
MNeither a Scottish Assembly, nor a2
constitutionzlly independent  Scot-
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Discussion article

Where now for
Scottish workers?

land, would pet round this problem.
And if = by some miracle - a rela-
tively peaceful overturn did - take
plaee in Scotland, international cap-
italism would not willingly co-exist
with such a thorn in its side. There is
no - chance of a  socialist
‘Independence in Europe’.

Traditionally much of the left in
Britain has argued either that the
Scottish national question does not
exist (because Scotland is not
oppressed by England), or that it
should not exist (because Scottish
nationalism is intrinsically inward-
leoking and backward, and threat-
ens the uniry of the British working
class), There is some truth in both
these positions, in that Scottish
nationalism can certainly be insular,
and Scotlowd is not an oppressed
nation in the traditional Marxist
sense. Howewver, the debate on
Scotland’s future is already going
ahead, whether anvone likes it or not
and if Labour wins the next election
it is likely that a Scottish Assembly
will come about. The alternative of
independence is increasingly seen as
a serious option, and recent opinion
polls have shown support for inde-
pendence at ahout 50 per cent and
support for the Scothsh National
Parly (SNP) at 30 per cent.
Socialists outside Scotlland are dis-
eussing  the implications of the
Scottish national question, while
socialists in Scotland are discussing
the possibility of a left electoral bloc
and what policies 1o propose within
the context of an Assembly. In such
a situation, it would be sectarian to
sit on the sidelines.

Socialists in the rest of Britain
should realise that politically, at
least in the eyes of many younger
waorkers, the SNP has outflanked
Blair’s New Labour to the lefr. The
SNP is the only major party with
radical reformist policies (at least on
paper) on the minimum wage, sexu-
al and racial discrimination, nuclear
weapons, renationalisation of the
main  utihities, house-building,
employment and anti-poverty pro-
grammes. In short, zll the poheies
which Old Labour used to be proud
of, and New Labour has abandoned.

[t is truc that the SNP's MPs,
councillors and aclivists are mainly
middle class, but the left of the SNP
has tended to become stronger as the
SNP leadership recognises the need
to appeal to workers in the Central
Belt (from Strathclyde through to
the Lothians and Fife), where the
majority of Scots live. And this
inevitably creates contradictions
within the party, between the social
democratic ‘centre” around
Salmond, the ‘Tartan Tory' right,
and the left.

Some on the SNP lefi even feel
that an SNP govemnment, post-inde-
pendence, is neither likely nor desir-
able, and merely see support for the
SMP as a tactic to achieve indepen-
dence. Thereafter, such comrades
would hope either for the Scottish
Labour Party to secede from the
British party, or for a new socialist
party to be created. [ have no doubt
that if the Scomtish Labour Party
today adopted the SNP’s social pol-
icy and position on independence, it
would win a landshide. ;

One of the contradictions in those
who are very ‘optimistic” about the
prospects for Scottish independence
is that they are equally pessimistic
about the fulure for workers in
England and Wales. Part of their
motivation for advocating indepen-
dence flows from a belief that the
Tories have England sewn up for
ever more, OF course, such a posi-
tion is understandable. Without the
votes of Scottish workers, and with-
out a solid block of Scottish MPs,
Labour would have been a spent
force at Westminster for much of
the 1980z, The main reason why
many Scottish workers are consider-
ing independence, even if that sup-
port does not automatically translate
into votes for the SNP, 15 because
they have felt since 1979 like a per-
manent opposition, unable to influ-
ence the course of evenls, despite
voting against the Tories time afier
time.

The election of Tony Blair to the
Labour leadership has added a new
ingredient to the situation. While
support for Labour in Scotland
remains strong, Blair has deepened
the perception that MNew Labour’s
lovalnes do not lie with working
class Scots, but with middle class
voters in southern England. Sa,
@iven the fatlure of what Scothish
workers have traditionally seen as
“their’ party to fight the Tones m
any principled way, 1t is not surpris-
ing thal some workers have become
impatient and are looking for =
guick fix in the form of nationalism
with a left face. Although the SNP
has tended to tread cautiously round
the problem of the sectarian divide
in Scotland, rather than confront the
root of the problem in the historic
oppression of Catholic workers of
Irish descent, it is also a long way
from being a party which advocates
racism or ethnic division. However,
there are no grounds for thinking
that the SN right wing would not,
under certain conditions, turn to
chauvinism to achieve power,
Naturally, we should support the left
of the SNI, such as those around the
magazing Liberation, against such
reactionaries.

Throughout the world, followmg
the collapse of Stalinism, national-
ism has been on the rise. However,
even the most progressive varielics
of nationalism cannot provide any
ultimate solution for workers. On
the other hand, the revolutionary
movement is too weak simply to
issue workers with ultimatums to
reject all forms of nationalism and
rally to the socialist revolution. It is
necessary to analyse the class com-
ponents of national movements, to
distinguish between their progres-
sive and reactionary sides, and to
learn how lo tsctically orient to
those sections of workers whe sup-
port radical elements of the nation-
alist programme,

If the left is to make any impact on
the present situation in Scotland. it
cannot continue to be divided, with
each group fighting its own little
corner. At the Where Now for
Scotland? forum, held in Glasgow
in August, the Scorish left took
some tentative steps towards com-
mon action. The Scortish Socialist

Movement, the Communist Parry of
Scotland, Scottish Militant Labour,
Likeration and others have begun to
come together on 1ssues such as the
Scottish Campaign for a Shorter
Working Week, which incorporates
demands for a decent minimum
wage and against unemployment.
Anyway, al this point I wanl lo
respond  divectly to some of the
points raised by Comrade Murphy
in his article. The Tories did most
certainly campaign on the single
issue of the union with England and
Wales in the Perth and Kinross by-
election in May. However, they
were snubbed by former Tory voters
for the simple reason that the Tories
no longer represent the imterests of
the Scottish middle class. Scoftish

. middie class support for the Tories

has been in decline for some time,
the main reason being, as Comrade
Murphy states, that union with
England, once the passport to influ-
ence, is now a political embarrass-
ment, especially in the light of the
Tories’ general unpopularity in
Scotland. and the rightward shift in

- Tory policy.

With the deepening Tory divisions
over Burope, the Major government
ook o wrapping itself in the Union
flag, but the desperate attempt to
play the English nationalist card
only succeeded in aliznating many
middle class Scots. It 1= not that they
cannot relate to the singing of Land
of Hope and Glory at conferenees,
or to a golden past of warm beer and
ericket on the village green. All the
bleating gbout the loss of Brlsh
(English) sovereignty (o Brussels
fell flat in Scotland, which saw its
own demand for an Assembly
ignored. At Perth and Kinross, the
local gentlefolk were not so much
voting for Rossanna Cunningham’s
well-publicised republicanism, as
for Scottish nationalism and against
London-based government. Rep-
ublicanism iz still a poor second to
independence in people’s priorities.

Many Scottish workers see the
Tories as a disease inflicted upon
them bv middle England, as a gov-
emnment they did not vote for, and
which they hate for subjecting them
to low wages, unemployment and
experiments like the poll tax. But,
what of the traditionzl relationship
with Labour? There is no doubt that,
even if Labour carries the majority
of Scotland at the next election, the
more conscious workers have been
deeply alienated by Blair, who is
seen  as betraving everything
Scottish working ¢lass people have

fought for. Of course, not all work-
ers dislike Blair — he still commands
the vores of the older peneration
However, the youth of today are not
automatically voting Labour, and
their parents are beginning to recon-
sider therr natural allegmiance. This
has not resulted in a mass swing to
the SNP, but there 18 a defimite shift
in loyaltics.

But this does not simply represent
a radicalisation. It involves a lot of
tactical voting. Some ex-Tory volers
will vote SNP rather than Labour as
a way of preserving their opposition
to the traditional workers’ move-
ment. Many Labour voters will only
vote SHP if they believe Labour has
no chance of winning an election.

I 'agree with Comrade Murphy that
Scotland is not an oppressed nation
in the rraditional sense, but also that
this does not exhaust the problem.
The fact remains that many Scottish
workers  see  themselves as
oppressed, and that they see this
oppression, at least in part, as stem-
ming from the connection with
England. They tend to equate the
exploitation they experience in their
everyday lives with political oppres-
sion directed from Westminster.
When the Tories talked about the
economy ‘overheating’ during the
late 19805 and many Scols were
forced to leave their families to take
up jobs down south rather than stay
on the dole, they were not Mamxists,
but they knew about oppression.
When so many Scottish miners,
steelworkers, shipbuilders and
youth have been condemned to
unemplayment or meagre existences
on low wages, should it come as any

‘surprise that they say they feel

‘nationally® oppressed?

Is Scotland & nation and if so, is
Scottish nationalism a ‘good thing™?
The first part of the“guestion is
redundant, as the vast majority of
Scottish people identify themselves
as part of a Scottish nation, What is
surprising is that anyvone outside
scotland s still areuing otherwise!
The second part of the question is
more relevant, 1 have no doubt that
the majority of Scots reject ideolog-
ical nationalism. Growing support
for independence, orat least devolu-
tion. retlects their experience both
socially and polifically in recent
decades, and their desire to exercise
some measure of democratic control
over their future.

In conelusion, having outlined the
general position here in Scotland
and, hopefully, given eomrades a
better  understanding of  what
Scottish socialists face, what needs
to be done? From the above, I think
it is clear that revelutionaries should
actively support the struggle for an
independent Scotland, while oppos-
ing nationalism. They should fight
against illusions in a peaceful
Scottish road to socialism, and for a
workers” republic, All comrades
must accept that there is a scortish
national question and enter the
debate — there is a lot to learn and a
lot at stake. The debate must be
widened to include the nationalist
threat faced hy the international
working class today. Only in this
way will those in Seotland who sup-
porl nationalism truly understand
the threat. All comrades must fight
for closer unily in action belween
the left in Britain as a whole.
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Editorial

France — back
on the streets

THE STRIKE-WAVE which swept France in Movember and December fast
year was the most powerful expression of the class struggle in that country
zsince 1968. Despite being demobilised, it has dealt an encrmous blow to the
Maastricht plan to destray the welfare states in western Europe, and has
mest probably scuppered attempts to establish a single European currency
by 1999, Even Germany now looks unlikely to achiave the ecanomic criteria
for monetary unicn after resistance by workers to job losses and 3 pro-
gramme of cuts in welfare spending.

However, Plan |uppé (and its Eurcpe-wide counterparts) is relarively
imtact, despite concessions won by rail workers and athers. The strike-wave
began with the students and was escalated by the trade union bureaucracies
in defence of their own interests, which Plan Juppé was directly threatening.
By mid-December, millions of workers and students were on strike and had
demenstrated on several occasions. The development of strike commitees,
meeting daily, was moving the situation in the direction of dual power. On
demonstrations and in meetings, the call for the resignation of Chirac and
Juppé was increasingly being raised. The movement was threatening to bring
down the government.

Buz after this high point the strilke-wave lost its momentum. The bureau-
crats at the head of the three main trade union federations, whose only
demand was for the ditching of Plan Juppé, took fright and sabotaged the
movement by sectarian squabbling among themselves. More fundamentally,
there was no credible governmental alternative to that of Chirac and Juppé,
and no Europe-wide orientation. Revolutionaries should have dernanded that
the Socialise Parry, the Communist Party and the unions organise a general
strike. Yyith such a mavement underway, the task would have been to give
it clear political objectives: the downfall of the Fifth Republic, the fight for a
workers' government, and for a co-ordinated barrle thraughout Europe to
smash the Maastricht conspiracy.

Only in this way would it have been possible to take the strugsle forward,
expose the fraudulent ‘left’ turn of the Communist and Socialist parties, and
begin the construction of a mass revolutionary leadership in the working
class. The lack of political direction was the reason why the privare secror
workers did not respond to strike calls.

Lutte Ouvritre, despite the |6 million votes it won in last year's presi-
dential election, lacked a clear political strategy and remained trapped in an
essentially syndicalist position. It treated the struggle almest sceptically,
insisting it was largely apolitical, and claimed that to tlk of a Eurcpean
dimension was 'letting the bourgeoisie off the hook'. According to LO, it was
perfectly understandable that the bureaucracy capitulated at the end of the
day, since warkers also wanted to give up because Christmas was coming!

Fierre Lambert’s Parti des Travailleurs, buried within the Force Ouvriére
trade union federation, acted merely as an arm of the bureaucracy. In many
cases itz members werea acting in defence of their own well-paid jobs admin-
istering the social fund. The Ligue Communiste Révalutionnaire, the Franch
section of the United Secrerariar, similarly ook the bureaucracy’s left turn
as good coin. To cover thiz pasitian it insisted, alang with LO, that thers was
no real pressure from the working class for action — in other words, that the
strike-wave was primarily 2 bureaucratic manoeuvre,

Mo significant group on the far left seems to have used the mobilisations
to raise clear demands for the ending of racist immigration laws. It would
appear that the low turn-out from blaclk workers and their organisations on
the demanstrations was down to this filure, and to a desire by the trade
union faderations not to alienate thoss supporters of Le Pen's Mational
Frent who taok part in the struggles, However, the militancy of the rank and
file rended to push the struggle well beyond the limits which the conserva-
tive rrade union leaderships tried to impase,

Despite mounting economic problems, the Eurapean Union governments
have nor abandoned their plans for closer unity, which they see as vital for
competing with the US and Japaneze trading bloce, The events in France
show that workers want to fight against a bosses’ Europe. Given correct
leaderznip, they can smash ic.

Republican dilemma

FIRST reactions to the massive bomb which shook Canary Wharf on
February 9 were that it marked either a split from the IRA or a split between
the IRA and Sinn Féin. 5o far neither has materialised, but there are nonethe-
less clear tensions within the Republican movement. Seventeen months of
ceasefire have brought no tangible benefits for the nationalist population of
the narth of Ireland.

Among Republican militants, and especially in the IRA, continual British
prevarication on all-party ralks has created a mood to resume the military
campaign. MNationalist rivals Republican Sinn Féin and the IRSP have been win-
ning 2 small but growing audience. The ending of the IRA ceazefire was not
so much the product of a split, as a move to aveid a split. At the same tme,
reflecting the new realities. the |RA has given the resumption of hostilities
no |oftier goal than an all-party conference — hardly a cause to volunteer and
die for.

But in contrast to the pressure from Republican activists, there is lictle to
suggest that there s much enthusiasm for ending the ceasefire ameng the
wider nationalist community. What is more, the leadership of Sinn Féin, its
appetite whetted by acceptance at the summit of American politics. cannot
leok ta a repewed military campaign with much conviction. |¢ has staked its
reputation ‘on negotiations, and to be a serious player at the conference
table i must be able to deliver the IRA

Having ditched its socialist, anti-capitalist rhetoric, Sinn Féin's politics are
on a par with thase of the newly respectable ANE, But on the other hand a
blind military campaign withour significant support is no alternative, VWhat is
needed iz 2 Republican Congress for the 19905 to draw up 2 programme

By Roy Wall

I HIS anticle, Brian Green lalks of
‘the re-integration of the economies
of the degenerated workers® slates
back into the world economy’. The
idea implied here, that the economies
of the workers® states had somehow
escaped the relations of the world
economy, was never Trotsky’s con-
ception. In an early debate with the
Stalimsts, for mstance, he stated m a
speech at the Seventh Plenum of the
ECCI in December 1926:

‘The world cconomy is net an
emply abstraclion, comrades, bul a
reality which has become more and
more consolidated during the last
teenty to thity vears by the aceeler-
ated rate of development of backward
countries and whole continents. That
is a fact of fundamental importance,
and precisely for this reason it is fun-
damentally false to consider the eco-
nomic and political destiny of any
single country apart from its relation-
ship 1o the economic whole."!

Trotsky particnlarly had in mind the
cconomy of the USSHE. He followed
Marx in seeing ‘the economic struc-

« ture of society” as the ‘sum total® of

the ‘relations of production’. This
econonmic bayve constitutes, according
o Marx, ‘the real foondation, on
which rises a legal and political
superstructure’.® The national stafe 15
part of this superstructure but only
part because the capitalist mode of
production has never been a naiional
mode of production. In entering its
imperialist stage at the turn of the pre-
sent century, capitalism progressed
from being an international to being a
world social svetem. One of the two
basic conmradictions of capitalism is
precisely the contradiction between
the essentially unitary character of the
world economy and the barriers to the
development of the latter in the form
of the non-unitary system of national
states.

It was classical social democracy
that established the myth of the cssen-
tially isolated national capitalist econ-
omy and its corresponding national
state. This myth was repeated by
Stalinism but it is also a view pre-
dominant among self-professed *fol-
lowers™ of Trotsky. The late Emest
Mandel, for instance, claimed that °. .
. the national market is . _ . the deter-
minant of wvalue’.} This erroneous
view essentially repeats the national-
socialist revisionism of both the
Second International and the degener-
ated Third International — secing the
world economy as an empty abstrac-
tion and making a fetish of national
society and national economy. In con-
tradistinction, Trotsky reminded his
comrades in 1930

“We, the International Left, consid-
er world economy and world politics
not as the simple sum of national
parts. On the contrary, we consider
national economy and national poli-
tics only as highly distincrive parts of
an organic world totaliry,™

Clearly, with a lower productivity
of lahour than that of the advanced
capitalist cconomies, the USSR had to
defend its cconomy by means of a
state monopoly of foreign trade. A
flood of goods from the outside
would have been accompanied by a
corresponding less obvious flood of
surplus value in the opposile direc-
tion. Bui the relative absence of for-
eign trade hardly signified that the
economy of the USSR had escaped
from the world social system. With
the absence of an adequate unfolding
of the world revolution, their relasive-
Iy low productivity of labowr brought
the LISSR and other workers' states to
their knees. The seemingly abstract-
statistical criterion of the relative pro-
ductivity of labour remained just as
crucial during the Cold War as it had
been n 1936 when Trotsky wrote:

“The correlation of forces at the pre-
sent moment 15 determined not by the
rate of growth, but by contrasting the
entirc power of the two camps as

expressed dn material accumolations, o

. lechaigue, collurdand, above all, the .

Eastern Europe

Debating capitalist restoratio

In the last issue of Workers News, we invited a del
the ex-Soviet Union and the states of eastern Eurc
responses to Brian Green’s article Money and the R

State, eco

and socie

eastern Ei

productivity of human labour.*?

If war is a continuation of politics
by other means then the Cold War
was the conlinuation of politics by
economic means. The basic determi-
nant of suceess was the relalive pro-
ductivity of laboer, Workers in for-
mei: East Gemmany < ved the fruits of
the highly productive West Genman
economy. When the going got tough
it did not appear to these workers as
being particularly important to defend
state property and planned economy
since the latter tended to be seen as a
major cause of their problems. In
essence the demise of the East
Cierman workers’ state (as with the
others) was ultimately determined by
an indirect economic relation — one
that is based on the global scope of
the law of value — the relative produc-
tvily of labour.

The economics of the workers’
states did not find relief in the long
wave of recession of the world econ-
omy that began to first bite hard in the
mid-1970s. The foreign debts of the
workers' states began to accelerate
from then onwards. Mandel, writing
n 1977, guotes figures indicating that
the LUSSR's Giross Foreign [ebt was
34.0bn in 1973, $5.9bn in 1974,
$11.4bn in [975 and $16.0bn in
19765 In November 1991, this debt
stood at 580bn and interest alonc for
1992 was §18bn.” Brian Green claims
that at the end of the 1980s there was
a danger that ‘the market would be
restored’ but he forgets that money is
2 commodity and that the USSR was
buying this commodity at an alarming
rate on the world money markets
from the early to mid-1970s onwards.
Theough billiens of dollars had already
poured into the economy of the USSR
throughowt the mid-1970s and F950%,
he points to a mysterious appearance
of so-called ‘real money” in the late
1980s. For Brian the relations of an
actually-existing world economy are
1gnored as he treats the latter as an
‘empty abstraction’.

A further mistake that Brian makes
15 not to separate out the emergence of
new, characteristically  bourgeois,
economic relations from the emer-
gence of states that guard and defend
such relations. In both social revolu-
tions and social counter-revolutions, a
political power defending new pro-
duction relations and new property
relations always gains hegemony
before these production and property
relations fave gained economic hege-
many. The class nature of each of the
present states of Eastern Hurope, the
Balkans and of those of the territory
of former USSR 15 determined not by
actually-existing production and
property relations but by the relations
that the state “puards and defends’ (to
use Trotsky's terms), 1.c., by relations
that thestate, would Jike. fo be. pre-

dominant bl which, in many cases,

dnetion . and

are not vel acfually predominan
Such a conflict between economy an
state — far from being a theoreficn
passibility - is an fnevitable feature ¢
periods of social revolution an
social counter-revolution. For exam
ple, the workers® state established §
October 1917 in Russia existed i
conflict with the economy unt
auumn 1918, i.e., uniil the wholesal
expropriations ook place in the hean
tand of the revolution.

Doubtless many of the states o
castern Europe, cic are ‘committed
o cstablishing advaneed-capitalis
natienal economies. Their prospeet
of achieving this are an entirely -dil
ferent matter. Some have been mor
successful than others. Elimination ¢
the remaining cxfensive state propert
in the means of production {and th
remoants of economic ‘planning
associated with the latter) cannot i
general be achieved by privatisatio
but only by destruction. What i
desired by these states and what |
politically achievable are two quit
different things.

Brign attempts to identify a signifi
cant contradiction between govern
ment and siafe in the process of th
collapse of the former workers’ statet
The mistake he shares with thos
wha, unlike him, continge to believ
thatr workers’ states. exist in easter
Europe, the Balkans and the territor
of former USSR, is to. define the clas
nature of the stare by what they see a
the character of the actually-existin
predominant production and propert
relations. They combine this with, o
the other hand, defiming the clas
nature of the government by the char
geler of relations that this governmer
desires 1o cstablish. This approac
demenstrates an crroneous coneep
tion of the state.

The state can neither be eguate

" with the economy {a ‘sum total” ¢

production relations) nor with a “sur
total’ of what Marx referred to as “bu
a legal expression for the same thing
— property relations. The state is

*special repressive force'® of clas
rule that ‘guards and defends’ a par
ticular combination of production an
property relations, Its execurive com
mittee is the govermment. There ca
he conflict between povernment an
state (or, more precisely, conflic
between different “commuittees’ aspir
mg to be the aefual government) by
such conflict is quite different to th
conflict between ceonomy and state

the basic characteristic of periods ¢
secial  revelution  and  soci
counter-revolution. The August 199
coup in the USSR, for instance
demonstrated conflict between gov
emment and state but all the contend
ing parties had no fundamental dis
agreements as to the character of pro
duc ity relations the
they désired -t ‘guard: and defend
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Revolutionary
regroupment or
elf-proclamation?

Last year a debate on
revolutionary regroupment took
place in the pages of Workers
Power, the paper of the British
section of the League for a
Revolutionary Communist
International. Below, Barry
Murphy replies on behalf of the
Workers International League
THE ARTICLE *Uniting a divided left’ by
Mark Harrison (Workers Power, March
1995) exemplifies what we believe to be a
wrong approach by Workers Power to three
crucial questions - revolutionary regroup-

ment, centrism and programme,
Harrison protests that we are wrong in

accusing Workers Power of having aban-

doned a regroupment project in favour of
trying to build itself as the revolutionary
party in embryo. However, the article first
tries to avoid the question with ambiguities
such as “We are nol suggesting that we are
a fully fledged revolutionary international
party’, and ends by stating that while
regroupment is ‘desirable” (1), it is ‘not a
substitute for building our revolutionary
arganisation’. The reader could be forgiven
for thinking that Workers Power does
believe itself 1o be the revolutionary party in
embrvo, and that if it picks up any other
forces along the way, well, that’s just o
bomus.

The arguments Harrison uses are reveal-
ing. He defends Workers Power’'s concep-
tion of party building by analogies with the
party building struggles of Lenin and
Trotsky. These are used in a timeless,
abstract way, and yet they are applicable
only in an extremely general sense to
today’s conditions in which there 15 a strug-
gle for political clarification between a
number of competing currents, all of which,
formally at least, lay claim to the Lenin-
Trotsky tradition. They make sense only if
Waorkers Power and the LRCI are the
Leninists and rhe Trotskyists, If this is the
case (and we suspect that for some members
of Workers Power’s leadership, it is) then it
follows that regroupment as we understand
it is not the LRCI’s project, linear recruit-
ment 1=,

In any case, we doubt whether Trotsky
would recopnise his own method, used so
effectively in the ‘French tarn’ into the
reformist parties and in various attempts at
regroupment  with centrist  forces, 1m
Harrison's passive conservalism towards
the USec. This is the one concrete example
referred to by Harrison, and yet he contents
himself with the penetrating observation:
“We say its militants should break with it. It
has a sorry record.” He is right about the
UiSec leadership. But what about the
militants? They are simply advised to leave
their orpanisation as individoals and join the
LRCI. which is no way ro fight for
regroupment.

This method is repeated o the letter
from Swedish LRCI member Per-Olof
Mattsson (Workers Power, Apnl 1995),
who accuses us of omitting the *concept of
centrism’ from the supplement on the USce
in the February 1995 issue of Workers
Mews, But it isn’t enough just to denounce
centrism. We don’t think that international
revolutionary regroupment can be brought
abont merely by propaganda. or by telling
others where we think they are going
wrong. It will only be achieved through
hard political struggle.

Unforlunately, the comrades from
Waorkers Power don't have the stomach for
the fight. Take the letter from Graham
Smallwood in  Workers Power of
July/Angust 1995, which was a reply to that
of Socialist Outlook member Simon Deville
in the June issue. Smallwood simply lists
examples of the USec’s liquidationism (not
in dispute), and suggests that Deville
werards the USec as revolutionary (which
hiz letter shows he does not) and that his
conception of regroupment might be the lig-
uidationism of the American and Australian
SWP. This is not serious. Moreover,
Smallwood is an ex-Curloak member him-
selfl Did he mount any kind of fight against
the politics of the leadership, did he write
documents and try to persuade his coms-
rades, or did he just leave?

In so far as Harison 15 in favour of
regroupment at all, he says that it should be
on a ‘firm programmatic foundation’, and
cites the crisis in the USee as a result of an
unprincipled fusion. without such lounda-
tions, Behind this apparently uncontenlious
remark lies what we regard as a fundamen-
tally wrong conception of programme, from
which flows Workers Power’s approach to
regronpment. Workers Power has a scholas-
tic, abstract view of programme. It sees the
programme as a key, to be used to solve any
given political problem, since: *Without
solid foundations, all future growth and
influence will count for nothing. Groups
will fragment as unanticipated differences
emerge in the course of the struggle.”

Harmson contrasts this with the founda-
tion of the LRCT, based on a ‘rounded pro-
grammatic document, the Trorckyise
Manifest’, which had been re-claborated ‘in
the light of the collapse of Stalinism’. Since
the publication of Harrison's arlicle, reality
has intruded somewhat brutally on this cosy
scenario. As a result of ‘unanticipated dif-
ferences’, the LRCI has lost its Peruvian
and Bolivian sections, and half of its New
Zealand section, despite its ‘rounded pro-
gramme’,

The point about a programme is that ulti-
malely it 15 only as good or as bad as the
theory and perspectives which lie behind it
Workers Power doesn’t understand this, and
collapses theory and programme into cach
other. The fucl that the splits in the LRCI
are principally over Stalinism is a good
illustration of what we mean. We might
have little or no differences, in purely for-
mal terms, with many of the positions on
Stalinism  expressed in the Trotskvise

Manifesta. However, behind the facade of
programmatic orthodoxy lies a fundamen-
tally flawed method of analysis of what
constitutes ‘a degenerated workers’ state.
The conditions for such a state’s existence
required ‘the complete elimimation of the
bourgeoisie’ (The Degenerated Revolution,
Workers Power, 1982, p.46) and the ‘nega-
tion of the law of value within the state” (K.
Harvey, *Poland’s transition to capitalism’,
Permanent Revolution No.9). Workers
Power’s schematic use of formallogical
categories leads to its insistence today that
because the former Comecon states lack a
fully-fledged bourgeoisie, and because the
law of value does not operate as it does in
wistern Europe, they must still be degener-
ated or deformed workers® states. This, in
turm, leads to its over-optimistic analysis of
the class struggle in castern Europe, and the
frankly bizarre debate as to whether the cir-
rent situation is ‘revolutionary, albeit in a
counter-revolutionary  phase’ or ‘counter-
revolutionary, with revolutionary potential’.

We make this point not just to reiterate
our differences on Stalinism, some of which
we deal with in fn defence of Marxizm No.3,
or necessarily to take sides with those
groups which have left the LRCI (although
we are close to the positions on Stalinism
taken by the New Zealanders), but 1o point
out that Workers Power’s approach to the
question of programme is abstract and ult-
matistic. It leads Workers Power into a dou-
ble bind — it does not insure against political
or organisational difficuities caused by
‘unanticipated differences’, and it is used as
a scctarian obstacle to any meaningfil
regroupment process.

Mark Harrison's article confirms what
has become more and more apparent from
Workers Power's recent practice: that it is
losing any interest it had in the regroupment
of genuine revolutionary forces. When
faced with an opportunity to develop the
regroupment process. il demands that com-
rades declare their organisation lo be cen-
wist and leave 10 join the LRCI Ths
approach might work in  Alccholics
Anonymous, but in politics it is the way to
build a sect — and a sect is what Workers
Power is becoming. It is scaling down its
work in the labour movement in favour of
an orientarion to the SWP. Its response to a
crisis caused in large par by its position on
castern Europe 15 not to -make an honest
asscssment of its programme, but is to tie
itself in knots with its new, fudged category
of a ‘monbund workers® state’, and publicly
vilify a leader of its former Bolivian group.

We are not saying that Workers Power
has become a sect in the way that Healy's
WRP did. We think that there is scope for
Workers Power to reassess its political
methad, its perspectives and its practice. In
the past few years, the LECI and the LTT
have shared many positions, and we have
successtully carried out joint work. We say
to Workers Power, vou can build a sect, or
yin can work with the LTT and other forces
for the political regeneration and recon-
struction of revolutionary Marxism,
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José Villa is a member of Poder Obrero (Bolivia/Peru) and until
last year was an executive member of the League for a
Revolutionary Communist International, of which Workers Power
is the British section.While we are close to a number of
comrade Villa’s criticisms of the LRCI, we have differences with
some of his positions, for example on Bosnia. We are publishing
this article to generate discussion on the issues raised, many of
which lie at the heart of debates within the Trotskyist left on
revolutionary regroupment

WE ARE living through a period of
reactionary imperalise offensive. For
the first time n  history, workers’
states are bemg replaced by capitalist
reégimes: Much of the left is going to
the rght #nd Trotskyists are onder
greal pressure. The League for a
Revolutionary  Communist - Inter-
national was founded in mid-1989
with @ healthy programme and strue-
ture. However, the incapacity of its
leaders to understand the new evenls
and to maintain and develop their tra-
ditional Trotskyist positions has led
them to adapt to the reactionary
offensive,

The LECL impasse is reflected in
the fact that its most important sec-
tions are declining, and thar it no
longer has any sections in the ‘third
world”. Since its Third Congress in
August 1994, it has lost the majority
of the Ausmian youth, the Proletarian
Faction in New Zealand, all its mem-
bers and supporters in Latin America,
and 2 few individual members in
Europe. T will attempt to explain the
poliical roots of the LRCT cnists, and
1 ask the LRCI's members and sup-
porlers o be open minded and to try
to formulate a critical understanding
of the crisis of their organisation.

Between Cliff and Trotsky

In 1975, Workers Power split from
Tony CLiff's International Socialists
[now the Socialist Workers Party). In
its first five vears it remained a cen-
trist group that characterised the
Depenerated Workers™ States (DWS)
as state capitalist. In anyv confronta-
tion between these states and imperi-
ahsm it advocated dual defeatism,

In 1980, Workers Power, led by
Dave Hughes, made a big shift. It
decided to break with third campizsmn
and 1o adopt Trotsky’s conception of
the USSR, In the Afghanistan war,
Workers Power sided with the Soviet
army and the left bourgeois govern-
ment against the ClA-backed
Mujahedin. Nevertheless, there was
an opposition o that tum led by Keith
Harvey and Cuintin B, who openly
rejected Trotsky's method. Harvey
claimed that the Mujahedin was a
‘national liberation movement’ which
revolutionaries had to support apainst
Stalinist ‘cxpansionismi’. The two
wings in Workers Power were on
opposite sides of the barricades.

These positions reflected different
methods. Harvey didn’t want o aban-
don Workers  Power’s  former
Stalinophobia. He proposed a hybrid
between Trotskyism and state capital-
ism - a position which he continues Lo
hold today. He agrees with the state
capitalists that in 1927 a bowrgenis
counter-revolution  smashed - the
Soviet state, but thinks that the USSR
remained a post-capitalist state for
cconomic reasons. because the law of
value had not been restored.

For Hughes. the social revolutions
inChina, Fastern Burope, Viemam
and Cuba smashed the bourgeois
states and created new DWS's, For
Harvey they remained the “dictator-
ship of 2 bourgeois state without a
bourgeoisie over the proletariat® led
by *hourgends bonapartism” and 2 fas-
cist-lype regime. Only when  thesé
states adopted: five-year plans did
they become DWS's. Theorctically,
Harvey was tavelling the same road
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a5 Tim Wohlforth. [n The Theory of

Struciural . Assimiifation - (1963,

Waohltorth described a process where-

by the bourseois states of Eastem
Eurgpe were not snwashed o the Lie
194402 20 much as pursed and pertect-
ed. By 1981, Wohlfouth was arouing
m. Fransition e the Transivon in
favour of representative (12, houor-
pcois)  democracy.  Harvey, too,
argues that under cerfain conditions
the fight for bourgenis democracy
could have a progressive’ character
inside the DWS's.

Hughes defeated Harvey in 1951
Workers Power's  break  with
Stalinophobia was articulated in The
Depenerated Revolution, in which
Wohlforth's theory was characterised
as ‘revisionist’ because it was based
on a social democratic method which
generated  illusions that a capitalist
state could overthrow the capitalist
class. Harvey never created a tenden-
cy and Quintin left Workers Power in
1983

In the 1980s. Workers Power
became a pillar in re-elaborating
orthodox Trotskyism and fighting
against Stalinophilia and
Stalinophobia. On that basis ir was
able to create links with groups in
Ciermany, Austria, Bolivia, Peru and
Wew Zealand and form the ERCL It
not only opposed the Spartacists who
supported - the Jaruzelski coup in
Poland, but slso the USec, Moreno,
Altamira/Lora and Lambert who
called for a Solidamose government
or for & constituent assembly. [t was
against freedom for the KPN and
other Polish bourgeois parties, for
soviet democracy against Stalinisim,
and openly said that the restoration of
bourgeois democracy would be an
step backwards.

TR

Disorientation after the
collapse of Stalinism

Afler the events in Eastern Europe in
1989, Workers Power started o lose
its compass, There was huge political
pressure from “democratic’ reaction.
Harvey, who had hidden his positions
for a decade and accumulated admin-
istrative posts inside the organisation,
started to push the League into adapt-
ing to the Western media,

The first symptoms were the tac-
tics rowards Lithuania and Tater the
Yeltsin counter-coup. In January
19490, the LRCI had supported the
Red Army intervention in Azerbaijan,
arguing that it was necessary 1o smash
the nationalists to stop them creating
an independent hourgeois Muslim
state. But a foew months later it had a
different line’ i Lithuania, where it
sided with the bourpeois nationalist
Sajudis, called for a united front with
bourgeois separatists, and demanded
‘that the British government recognis-
es Lithuania and supplies goods
reguested by Lithuania without condi-
tions” [ Workers Power, May 1990),
As G, Smith wrote in his resignation
letter to Workers Power Tast October,
‘placing demands on one's “own”
imperialist covernment to Tecognise
Lithuania (with or without condi-
tions) 154 de facto call on imperialism
wy not anly pull all the diplomatic
“strings”, bur also a plea for imiperial-
IR 1o U the stakes™ in the disinme-
gration of the Soviet Linion”

In Appust [991 Russia experi-
enced bwo coups. First, the hardlmers
under Yanavey ned to stop the disin-
tepration of the Soviel Unton In

response, pro-capilalist forces carmed:

oul a suceessiul counter-coup, and for
the Lirst since the Oclober

L

Revoelution an  openly  capitalist
réchime  was installed in Russia.
Yeltsin dissolved the USSR, broke up
what remained of the state monopaly
of foreien wrade. banking and cen-
mrahised planning, and restored a legal
svsrem that pramoted the free market
and capitalist accumulation.

Hack in 1981, Workers Power had
opposed the Stalinist coup in Poland,
but at the same time it was against any
bloecs with hourgeois parties and the
church. In early 1990, it had crtically
supported  the  post-Ceausescu
Stalimist gpovernment in Romania
when it repressed students who want-
ed a pro-Western democracy. In
August 1991, however, the LRCI
advocated @ united front with bour-
geois parties, led by Yeltsin, to
defend a bourgeois parliament and the
freedom of capitalist political organi-
sations. Every Trotskyist had to
oppose Yanayvev's coup, which was
trying to destroy workers® rights, but
it was not possible to make any kind
of bloc with the social counter-revo-
lution of Yeltsin against the political
counter-revolution  of Yanayev.
Trotky always said, and the LRCI's
Trarskyize Manifesro repeated, that we
are for a political revolution to smash
Stalinism, but that hourgeois restora-
tion 18 worse than Stalinism.

For Lenin and Trotsky, united
fronts could only be made against
capitalism or imperialism.  For
Harvey, it was possible o make unit-
ed fronts with Tores, US Republicans
or capitalist parties in the DWS’s,
Early” "in 1992 <ithe” 'ERCl's
Interngtional Secretariat adopted a
popular-frontist line on  Algeria,
which it was forced to drop after an
internal battle. Instead of advocating a
policy of class independence, 1t pro-
posed a united front with the pro-
impernalist bourgems Socialist Forces
Front to establish a ‘democratic
assembly?, and even a united front
with the Islamic Salvation Front,
which includes clerical-fascist ele-
ments, to fight for the release of right-
Wing prisonsrs.

After Yeltsin took power he perse-
cuted the Communists. The Russian
CP organised demonstrations against
the new capitalist regime, but the
LRCI said that it would not defend
them against Yeltsin's repression. It
characterised the CP as the Butenko
(ie. fascist) wing of the bureaucracy
which was even worse than the demo-
cratic liberal wing of Yeltsin,

In mid-1992 the Creat-Serb
monarchist party called for the over-
throw of the ‘socialist’ regime in
Belgrade and organizsed a demonsira-
tion in Vienna led by people holding
figures of Serb kings and Orthodox
sdints. No Austrian political foree
supported it . . excepi the LRCIL The
main speecch in German  from the
LRCI didn’t attack the monarchists,
but in the end the Serb chauvinists
couldn’t  stand the leftists and
expelled them from the demonstra-
tion. In Russia the LRCT didn"t want
to defend the Bed-Brown front
asainst Yeltsin's capitalist repression,
Butin Vienna it tied to create one.

In Qctoher 1993, Yelisin shalled
the Hussian parlament into submis-
sion. The LRCI adopted a resolution
that | drafted which opposed the coup.
called for a general strike and work-
ers’ councils, and for mdependent
participation in any mass demonsira-
(ions against the coup,; Thal line was
different from the one applicd in 1991

The sir

because it didn't advocate united
fronts with capitalist parties and did-
n't consider Stalinism as the main
enemy. At the same time, however,
Warkers Power took o different posi-
tion in its paper. It didn’t call for a
ceneral strike and instead called for a
‘democratic. constitition’ as  the
strategic alternative, A democratic
*Magna Carta’ means a bourgeois
lepal framework — we never advocate
it in a capitalist state, soll less in a
workers' state, Some wecks later, the
LRCI decided to call fora vote forthe
Russian CP, which only one year
before it had described as Fascist

These zigeaps were the product of
the pressure of the imperialist media
on the LRCI and of the internal con-
tradictions between the method of
Hughes and that of Harvey.

The slide into Stalinophobia

For the December 1992 meeting of
the International Executive
Committee,  the  Imernational
Secretariat drafted a document in
which it advocated -an’ open revision
of the Trorshyisr Manffesto. The LRCI
leaders said that hourgeots parliamen-
tary institutions could play a progres-
give: ‘pole  ind thee DWS's
Retrospectively, they said that the
League's position on German unifica-
tion had been wrong becawse it hadn't
raised the demand for a pan-German
constiluent assembly, In 1989, the
LRCI had said that it was esseatial to
defend the East German DWS against
capitalist unification, and was against
a joint constituent assembly. Through
such a body, the Western bourgeoisie
would impose a common regime on
the East and would accelerate the
ahsorption of the post-capitalist state
inter the 1mpenalist one. The 1S also
advocated the same kind of joint con-
stituent assembly for the two Chinas.
The Taiwan capilalists arc among the
world's most exploitative and repres-
sive, To allow them and their parties
political freedom in the DWS's, and
even worse 1o creale a common 1135&]
framework, would deliver more con-
cessions to capitalism.

Against these positions and others,
all the Latin American members of
the LRCI presented a Left Opposition
platform in December 19492, The THC
decided to reject the proposition for
common’ constituent assemblies mn
China and Germany 1989, but accepi-
ed the possibility of raising that
demand - DWS's with openly capi-
talist parliamentary regimes.

A few months later Harvey decid-
ed to present a long document drafted
from outside the proup by Quintin,
which said that The Depenerated
Revolution was a “cracked pillac’,
*centrist’, “Kautskian® and ‘revision-
5t in method, history and  pro-
gramme’, and that the LRCI should
adopt the position which Hughes's
Warkers Power had rejected 12 vears
ago. Quintin, followed by Harvew,
said that it was better 10 have a parha-
meéntary  system in the East than
Stalinist authoritarian dictatorships
Ouintin said that in pre-1917 Russia it
was correct to make unmited  fronts
with the litheral hourpeoisie against
the Tsar and for a constiiuent assem-
bly. For that reason 1l was cormect 1o
mitke the same kind of fronts with (he
pro-Western  liberal  opposition
against Stalinist dictatorships.

First, in Russia the Bolsheviks
never made ant-Tsar united fonts

with the liberals. Second, in a work:
ers’ state the main enemy is the
expropriated bourgeoisie and imperi:
alism, and with them we can’t make
any kind of fronts azainst the Stalinis
ryranny.

Harvey wied to camouflage hi
right-wing revisions with an ‘ultra-
left” cover. He crificised the LRC
programme because it didn’t demang
the smashing of the Cuoban m
Vietnamese armics as part of the
political revolution. We said that in
DWS it is possible to win layers of the
officer corps who are against restora.
tion. Bul Harvey and the IS also adve
cated that in Cuba a revolutionar
government should pay the externa
debt (after the period of moratorium
and should not expropriate all the
multinational joint -venture compa-
nigs,

Behind Harvey’s Stalinophobi:
wis a  pro-imperialist “demo:
cratophilia’. He said that a bourgeoi:
counter-revolution had taken place ir
the USSR in 1927 and that since ther
world Stalinism had heen a counter
revohmionary force. Trotsky said tha
prior to 1934-33 the Communis
International had been a centrig
organisation. Harvey's position car
ries a clear implication. If Stalmism
was d counter-revolutionary  force
comparable to the bourgeois workers
parties of Western ‘Europe befor
1934, then Trotsky was clearly wrong
1o attempt 1o reform it via the Lef
Opposition. He should have estab
lished new parties and a new interna:
tional from 1927. For Harvey
Trotsky was wrong when he insisted
until he died thar the USSR could bs
regenerated.

At the last LRCI congress the
Latin Amencan and New Zealanc
delepations unanimously rejected this
*semi-state capitalism’ and managec
o defeat all of Harvey's amendiments
on that guestion. Nevertheless
Harvey remained as the central leade
and launched an offensive against us,

Adaptation to imperialism

On the national question, the LRC
moved like the USec towards a liber
al concepticn, In Hughes's time thi
LRCI said that national self-determi
nation had to be suhordmated to the
defence of 2 DWS: Later the IS deeid:
ed to promote the unconditional nigh
of every nation or cthnic group &
secede and create an independent cap.
italist state. Tn a capilalist state wi

“don’t necessanily support the right o

religious or racial groups to creab
cthnie micro-states. Trotsky didn’
side with Polish, Baltic., Finnish anc
Ukrainian nationalists against Stalin™
invasion,

The IS claimed that the fragmenta
tion of the multi-ethnic semi-colonie:
could be the starting point of the per
manent revolution. While we uncon
ditionally support the right of even
oppressed nation in the capitalis
world ro create its own state, we don’
actively promote separate states fo
each of the 6,000 linguistic groups it
the world, The ethnic fragmentation
of Libema. Icbanon, Somalia
Rwanda, ctc, hias, on the contrany
prepared bloody counter-revolution,

The LECT line in Rvands, Hail
and Bosnia was based on an’ accom
modation to the pressure of the impe
rialist media. In Rwanda, instead o
advocating ¢lass independence ang
opposition o all sides in the peac



tionary communal war, Workers
Power, following the radical-liberals,
demanded ‘military victory for the
RPF’". The Rwandan Patdotic Front
was an ethnic cleansing army of the
former feundal elite which invaded
Fwanda against the will of the major-
ity of Rwandans. The RPF wvictory
produced the world’s bigpest exodus
this decade and constant massacres
against Hutus in Rwanda and
Burundi.

Dhuring the war in Bosnia the LRCI
adopted the most contradictory posi-
tions. Imitially it said: ‘To declare
independence for Bosnia-
Herzegovina against the wishes of
one third of its people was no genuine
democratic act of self-determination”
{Workers Power, Scplember 1992).
When the Serbs and Croats attacked
the Muslims, Workers Power of
November 1992 said that it “firmly
opposed’ the attempt to “force the
Serbian and Croatian minorities into a
unified capitalist state of Bosma-
Herzegovina'. But only one month
later, Workers Power made a 180
degree turn and supported ‘the estab-
lishment of military control of all and
any areas within Bosnia-Herzepovina
by Muslim [orces’ (Workers Power,
December 1992). Three months later,
in Workers Power of March 1993, the
LRCI changed once again: *“We could
orly support the Bosnian Muslims in
the fight to establish control over their
traditional areas’ — which were less
than 20 per cent of all Bosnial.

In 1995, the LRCI no longer
fought for the Muslim re-conguest of
‘traditional areas™ but supported the
alliance with Croatia and the accupa-
tion of all Bosnian Serb lands. The
Croats supported. by their Mushm
allics cthnically cleansed about one
million Serbs from Croatia and west-
ern Bosnia. Workers Power formally
‘condemned’ - the atrocities but
explained that: ‘Al a military level,
however, we cannol condemn a tem-
porary alliance with Croat forces
where and when this helps defend
multi-ethnic  Bosnia®  (Workers
Power, September 1995),

When the war broke out the LRCI
correctly said that all sides were reac-
tionary and advocated defeatism on
both sides and the transformation of
an inter-ethnic slaughter into a class
war, pointing out, however, that “if
imperialist forces intervene in Bosnia
m force - . . to submit Bosnian Serbs
to a Muslim-Croat regime, then work-
ers would have to rally to the defence
of Serbia® (Workers Power, August
1992). But when NATO launched its
worst ever military attack on the
Serbs in August/September 1995, the
LRCI had exactly the opposite posi-
tion, advocating defeatism on both
sides. In a war between a coalition of
the world’s imperialist powers and a
tiny statelet (which the LRCT charac-
terises as a workers’ state), dual
defearism only implied helping ifs
own imperialism and betraying
Lenimist  defencism of  every
oppressed or post-capitalist country
against imperialism.

Even worse, the LRCI szid that
imperialist military “objectives would
be progressive ones, just as the
Bosnian Serb Army's siege is reac-
tionary” (Supplement lo Workers
Power, September 1993). It demand-
ad that UN troops leave Bosnia, but
alsar that imperialist governments
‘send heavy artillery, tanks and
planes” and military advisors to the

By JoséVilla

Bosnian army (Workers Power,
September and October 1995). It jus-
tified this by saving that *most firms
that make [arms] and supply them are
multinationdl capitalist firms and that
will have to be the first port of call’
{Trorskyist Bulletin No.T), The LRCI
urged the most reactionary monar-
chies on the planet to back their allies:
‘Many semi-colonial regimes in the
Middle East are willing to provide the
BiH government with money™ (1hid. ).

Workers Power claimed it was not
possible to defend the Serbs against
imperialist bombs because they were
carrying oul penocide. But even
worse massacres look place under the
Argentinian, Iranian and Tragi dicta-
torships, which we defended against
imperialism. A principle of every rev-
olutionary inside an imperialist coun-
try is to defend every non-imperialist
nation that is attacked by his or her
‘own’ imperialism.

Workers Power also capitulated to
imperialism over the US invasion of
Haiti. If Haitian soldiers had decided
1o launch puerrilla attacks against the
US forces, revolutionaries should
have critically defended them. Bul
Workers Power advocated ‘no sup-
port of any kind to the military or to
any guerrilla struggle which might be
lannched by elements of the army and
the attachés against an Aristide gov-
ernment and the LIS forces” [ Weorkers
Power, November 1994). This posi-
tion was a qualitative departure from
Hughes’s Workers Power, which was
created against Chif and Matgamna’s
adaptation to British imperialism on
Ireland and the Malvinas war. Many
former lefhsts, like Wohlforth, who
25 years ago demanded that the US
gel out of Vietnam, are now demand-
ing that the US help democracy in
Bosniz and Haiti, and Harvey is
adapting o that milicu.

What kind of period?

The LRCI methed is based on avoid-
ing precise and concrete characterisa-
tions with the aim of providing
ambiguous centrist phrases.
According to the LRCL, seven years
ago the world entered a new revolu-
tionary period . . . opened by a
counter-revolutionary situation! A
revolutionary period is one based on
the pre-eminence of revolurions; a
counter-revolutionary situation 1s one
based on the destruction of workers’
organisations. Neither of these char-
actenizations is correct for this period,
and anyway the two are in complete
opposition. Since 1989, instead of
new social revolutions we have had
social counter-revolutions in the East.
Why is this period more revolutionary
than the post-war one that saw the
Eastern European, Asian and Cuban
revolutions?

At the same time, it is clearly
richculpus to claim that couniries like
Poland — which for seven years have
had openly capitalist remimes which
have destroyed central planning and
the state monopoly of foreign trade
and banking, and legislated in favour
of private ownership — are “Moribund
Workers States’. The BMew Zealand
comrades whoe split from the LRCI
said that when these states are com-
mitted to'the introduction of capitalist
forms they can no longer be charac-

terised as DWS's.

In the drafl ‘International
Perspectives’ document submitled
prior to the 1994 Congress, the IS
wrote; “The majority of countries in
Aftica, Asia and Latin America have
been de-industrialised by a long-term
withdrawal of imperialist investment
in raw material exiraction. There is a
real perspective of not only continued
economic decling but of the further
destruction of the working class as the
nstrument of the socialist revolution,”
This decply pessimistic view was in
complete contrast with the characteri-
sation of the period as revolutionary,
It was against reality — the world's
fastest prowing cconomics are in the
Pacific Rim — and against the strategy
of permanent revolution. If the major-
ity of countries lost their working
classes, it would mean that they had
ceased to be capitalist and that other
classes had replaced workers as the
instrument of socialist revolution, 1
was the only member of the 1% to
oppose this position, which the IEC
subsequently deleted from the docu-
ment. The answer of the IS majority
was to kick me off the committee.

The LRCT professors like to make
lofty comments on political develop-
ments in every comner of the globe,
withoul rooting themselves in their
own working class and without any
serions knowledge of the class strug-
gle in those countries. One day they
have a brilliant idea and the next day
they change the LRCI position, while
the people on the front line are
obliged by discipline to dance to the
5ame tine.

For example, Poder Obrero (Peru)
had always criricised Mariategui, the
founder of Andean Marxism, as a
centrist who supported Stalin against
Trotsky, but the IS publishad an
cight-page article in late 1994 pro-
claiming his ‘revoluotionary Marxist’
character. Poder Obrero (Bohvia) was
founded mn a furious strugele against
pro-reformist currents who said that
Bolivian workers had suffered a his-
toric defeat in 1986. The LRCI initial-
Iy accepted our characlerisation of the
situation, but in 1991 the IS came oul
with the same line as our opponents in
Balivia, adding that this was the worst
in what it called a *decade of defeats’
throughout the continent. Later, it
decided that the defeat was “strategic’
rather than ‘“historic’, comparable
with that of the Paris Commune. In
confrast, we saw the 19805 as the
decade with the most general strikes
in Latin America. We insisted that the
fall of world raw material prices and
the closure of mines could not be
equated with the bloody destruction
of the first proletarian state, but we
were asked o put forward this eccen-
tric position when the Bolivian work-
ers wentl on two month-long general
strikes in 1994-03,

The LRCI leaders create abstract
formulae, but these only lead to zig-
zags., In Morthermn Ireland and
Namibta, they advocated a vore for
nationalist parties, but in South Africa
they rejected the call for a entical vote
for-the ANC. First they advocated
abstention; later ‘2 vote for the
Workers ' List Party, next a blank vote
and finally a vote for the WLP. They
say that il is not possible tovole for
centrist parties that don’t have consid-
erable mass suppoct, butl o Scuth
Africa they backed the semi-reformis)
WLE which only received 002 per
cent of the wote, and in the last

uggle in the LRCI

Peruvian clections: the reforrmist U
{(with less than 0.3 per cent)
Nevertheless, they opposed & vote for
‘Trotskyist' forces with mass influ-
ence” like' Lutte Ouvriére in France
which got Le-million voles (5.2 per
cent) in the April 1993 presidential
elections, and Militant in Coventry in
the May 1995 local elections. In
December 1995, Workers Power wel-
comed “Arthur Scargill’s call for dis-
cussions on- the left to consider the
establishment of a Socialist Labour
Party’, and wanted to promote a ‘rev-
olutionary SLP’, Within weeks, the
line had changed completely and the
SLP was condemned as a ‘miniamre
left reformist party’ which workers
should not even wvote for in irs first
clectoral campaign.

Against democratic
centralism

A healthy internal regime is based on
a healthy political line. With so many
contradictions, it 15 impossible to
allow full internal democracy in the
LRCL like in Hughes's time. The
main leaders consider their most
mmportant programmatic book to be a
centrist “cracked pillar’, In mid-1995,
the 15 put forward another new posi-
tion on Bosma — that it was wrong to
advocate a dual defeatist position at
the beginning of the war — which was
defeated in the IEC. Many comrades
think that countries like Poland are no
longer workers® states, and the IS tol-
erates some degree of internal discus-
sion on this and other issues. But
when one of the leaders feels threat-
enad the IS closes ranks like a family.
Anyone who has important disagree-
ments is ostracised as a ‘factionalist’
and receives administrative sanctions,
In the LRCI, loyalty is primarily built
around the leaders rather than the pro-
gramme.

Workers  Power’s  National
Committee, a broad body in which
every member of the organisation
could speak, was replaced by a small,
closed leadership. The 1S, which is
nol elected by congress and 15 com-
posed zlmost entirely of British aca-
demics and full-timess, can overlum
congress decisions, programmatic
bases and even the statutes. It func-
tions like a party inside a party.

In mid-19935, five out of 24 full
and alternate members of the TEC
shared a critique of the line on
Bosnia. Four comrades submitted a
document in Spanish, but we were
denied our right to be a tendency.

Against the statutes, the comrade that
wrote the document was forbidden 1o
excrerse his constiunonal right 1o be
present st the [EC, and was twice sus-
pended. All the supporters of the doc-
urment were put under explicit threat
of expulsion. The LRCI intervened in
the Bolivian and New Zealand sec-
tions. The leadership of the New
Zealand section, elected weeks before
at conference, was replaced by one
which the IS could control, and the
section’s only foll-timer was sacked
for being a *factionalist’. The first the
Bolivian section knew about the
LRCI statement on its suspension was
from its enemies in Lora's POR, who
published it in a special journal, We
were not allowed to appeal at the
lanuary 1996 IEC. In place of a polit-
ical discuzsion there were manosu-
vres and insunlts — we were described
as ‘rats’, ‘thieves’, eic,

The LRCI leadership is not inter-
ested n building a revolutionary
international based on regroupments
which integrate Trotskyists with dif-
ferent traditions and experiences. The
Workers Power clique sees the inter-
national like a commonwealth of
nations, in which the ‘colonies” have
to adjust to its zigrags. The only
groups that remain in the LRCI were
created by the direct intervenrion of
Workers Power. ;i

Inside the LRCL 1 was always i
favour of discussion and common
work with the Lenmist-Trotskyist
Tendency, International Trotskyist
Committee, Internationalist Faction,
International Centre of Orthodox
Trotskyism and other left currents,
without either making concessions or
hysterical accusations, in which we
had to be open-minded and try to lis-
ten and learn. But the LRCI core lead-
ership uses opportunistic flattery to
get close to a group, then launches a
provocation in an attempt to produce
a split. It thinks that the new interna-
tional can be created around a small
group in London.

The LRCI is in a very serious cri-
sis. It has too many programmatic
contradictions and its leaders have an
arrogant and academic approach to
the world. Tn more than 20 years,
Workers Power and the LRCT have
been incapable of building any base
among workers. Only through a seri-
ous discussion and an examination of
the LRCI's mistakes will it be possi-
ble to re-establish the positive aspects
developed in Hughes's lime and cre-
ate the basis for a new revolulionary
regroupment,

this appeal.

Workers News has received the following financial appeal
from Poder Obrero (Bolivia):

‘In November, the office of Poder Obrerc (Bolivia) was
vandalised and more than £1,000 worth of equipment was |
stolen. It happened as Bolivia was being shaken by work- |
ers’ and students’ demonstrations and hunger strikes, and
while oil workers were on strike against privatisation.
Please help us to replace vital equipment by sending a
donation to: POB, BCM 3213, London WCIN 3XX!

We urge readers in Britain and internationally to support
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THREE MONTHS have passed
since the outbreak of the Second
World War. Months which, while
uneventfil and caln on the surface,
have marked an epoch in world his-
tory. September 3rd inaugurated a
period of storms and cataclysms in
the relations between nations and
classes,

Following hot on the heels of the
German ' invasion came the
onslaught of the Red Army in the
Polish Ukraine and the subjugation
of the Baltic States. These dealt the
world proletartat a series of stagper-
ing blows, For years the Kremlm
cligue and its apency, the
Communist [nternational, had dehib-
erately confused and befuddied the
workers of the entire world with the
policy of ‘collective security’, of a
“front against the aggressor’. the
fight of ‘democracy’ against fas-
cism, ¢le. Thus the revolutionary
will of the proletariat was paralysed,
the struggle against war rendered
innocuous and impotent. the anti-
war strivings of the masses switched
into the service of the war-mongers,
and the ideological basis created for
the imperialists to take fo arms.

The Communist International
has been dealt a mortal blow and the
Soviet Union has lost the trist and

rt of the masszes in all lands.
Stalin, for small gains, has sgquan-
dered the heritape of October. The
glory of the victorious revolution
has grown dim and a mood of scep-
ticism pervades the ranks of the
advanced guard of the workers.

Now, in the fourth month of the
war, Stalin and the burcaucratic
rulers in Moscow have dealt wvet
another blow to the world proletari-
at and the Soviet State. Completely
indifferent to the opinion of the
masses, they have launched an
assault by land, sea and air on
Finland. By the flames in the burn-
ing buildings in Helsinki is revealed
the counter-revoletionary role of
Stalinism. Stalin has joined the
company of the ‘aggressors’. Both
the internal situation and the dis-
crediting in recent vears of the
Soviet Union bave brought nearer
the nightmare possibility of an
aftack by imperialism. The bureau-
cracy, in its frantic search for
national security and its frenzied
attempts at self-preservation, has
been forced to seek the road of sal-
vation by the complete locking of
the Baltic to any hostile move by the
fleets of the capitalist countries.
This conld only be accomplished by
the subjugation of Finland.

Stalin was not unaware of the
moves which Brtain was making
for a change of government in
Crermany and the switching over of
the war from Westen Europe to the
East. It was these attempts which led
the Finnish capitalists in the last few
weeks to resist the overtures of the
Kremlin and to assume the position
of vassalage of Estonia, Latvia and
Lithuania. After a period of appar-
ent compliance, the Finns, secretly
encouraged and aberted by the
imperialists of Britain and France,
stiftened their resistance and refused
to concede the strategic and naval
bases demanded from them.

The Finns had. thought that the
coming of winter and the difficulty
of military operations would, leave -

FINLAND - STALINISM
OR SOCIALISM

Reprinted from Workers’ Infernational News,
December 1939

On November 30, 1939, the Soviet Union invaded Finland. This article, first pub-
lished in the theoretical journal of the Workers’ International League, addresses
one of the central programmatic positions of the Trotskyist movement — the
defence of the Soviet Union. It does not, as many latter-day “Trotskyists’ have, con-
fuse this defence with tail-ending Stalinist policy and underwriting counter-produc-
tive adventures. Instead, it underlines the importance of Trotsky's dictum:”. . .
above all it is necessary to establish clearly just what we are defending, just how
we are defending it, against whom we are defending it’ (In Defence of Marxism). If
anything, it takes a more sober view than Trotsky of the probable results of Soviet
intervention in Finland. In an article written at about the same time, Trotsky said
that the invasion would give ‘a tremendous impulse to the class struggle in its

sharpest form’.

them safe tll the spring when suc-
cour might possibility come from
the West. But it was decisive politi-
cal considerations overriding all
others which compelled the Kremlin
to move now while the hands of
their potential opponents -are tied.
Having abandoned all possible sup-
port of the internarional working
class. Stalin was forced into an
attempt to crush the resistance of the
Finnish hourgenisic by force of
arms

The apologists of the Kremlin
have attempted to jostify  their
actions in three ways. First, by
explaining away the invasion as-an
attack by Finland on  Russia.
Second, by describing this as a rev-
olutionary war, an extension of the
boundaries of socialism, and there-
fore justified as being in the inter-
ests of the Finnish people. Third,
that these aclts were neccssary for
the defence of the Sovict Union
against the impending imperialist
attacks.

Only the hardened sycophants of
the Comintern could hope to get
even their own deluded ranks to
belicve a story so transparently false
as the first. The idea that the capital-
ists of Finland with & population of
three million would be mad enough
to provoke a nation with a popula-
tion of over 180 million, without the
hope of any substantial aid from
outside in the immediate future, is
gquite fantastic. The second argu-
ment, when examined, holds even
less water than the first. Stalin's acts
on an international scale have con-
sistently been directed aganst the
outhreak of a social revolution in
any country, It was precisely this
that made the pact with Hitler possi-
ble. In the case of the Baltic States,
Stalin found 1t quite casy o come o
an agreement with the bourgeoisis
which would leave them, although
completely under the domination of
Russia, undisturbed in their freedom
to exploit the workers and peasants.

_-He tried to come to such an agtee-

ment with the Finnish bourgeoisie
too, but relving on the geography of
their country, the Finns proved
intractable and preferred to remain a
puppet of Britain and America, as an
‘independent state’. It was this pos-
sibility which represented a military
menace to Russia, and ot at all the

concern for the oppressed Finnish
warkers and peasants, that precipi-
tated the Russian invasion,

The satisfaction of the bourgeois
world press at this so-called “Soviet
Imperialism’ represents the gain
which the imperialists balance
apainst the loss in strategic position
and what, in effeet, Was a colonial
posscssion or sphete of influence.
Weighing them one. against the
other the bourgeoisie does not seem
o be altogether displeased. Faced
with .a revolutionary Russia based
on extending the power of interna-
tiona] socialism and not the purely
‘Russian’ aims and interests of the
bureaucracy, such a situation would
have been impossible.

On the third point, the invasion,
while temporarily strengthening the
bureaueracy, severely weakens the
defence of the Soviet Union as a
workers® state. Further extensions
of territory under the domination of
the Kremlin cannot but accelerate
the pace of degeneration. The real
defence of the Soviet Uinion, by the
strengthening of the movement of
the world proletariat towards the
overthrow of capitalism, is the only
means whereby the workers' statc
could hope to survive. The fate of
the Soviet Union is bound up with
the fate of the workers of all
Europe.

Leaving the Stalinists unwinding
their hopelessly tangled skein, let us
see the reactions in the imperialist
camp to events in Finland, The
bourgeoisie: of Britain and France
have denounced Stalin in stronger
terms than Hitler. The technique to
the last detail, they tell us. is bor-
rowed from the Mazis. Bur bevond
an impotent and harmless press
offensive, this ‘flagrant. and
ungshamed aggression” is, for the
moment at any rate, to go complete-
lv unpunished. The imperialist gov-
ernments have little reason to love
the regime of collective ownership
which still exists in Russia. They
would jump at any opportunity
which offered them the possibility
of mass suppart for its destruetion.
They have not taken any action
because, of course, their hands are
tied by the war with Germany, but
this fact alone converts the ideolog-
ical cover for their real aims in the
present war into a farce. To add the

final touch of comedy we have the
suggestions by the newspapers that
Mussolini, recent ‘liberator’ ‘of the
Abyssinians and Albanians, is the
most fitting candidate for the job of
defender of small nations. of a
champion for *poor little Finland’, a
role which he praciously suggests
should be taken by the Allies.

The international social democ-
racy, while holding up their hands in
horror, faithfully reflect the opin-
ioms of their masters. The Labour
Party, through its spokesmen, can
only stammeringky follow the lead
of Chamberlain. None have even
dared Lo suggest war against the new
‘aggressor’. All, of course, gleefully
acclaim the failure of Bolshevism,

The revolutionary socialist can
only condemn the actions of
Stalinism as contrary to the interests

of the workers. But what should
decide the attitude of the interna-
tional proletariat is not who is the
aggressorn, but in whose interests the
war is being fought.

The hvpocritical struggle of the
Finnish capitalists for national mde-
pendence has rallied behind them
the masses of workers and peasants,
and this is the direct outcome of
Stalin’s methods. Such leadership,
where the hourgeoisie is merely the
tool of internanonal finance capital,
cannot bring a genuinely free
Finland.

We call for the defence of the
Soviet Umon, because the Soviet
Union still remains a workers’ state
despite the dictatorship of the
counter-revolutionary  bureaucracy.
By the defence of the Soviet Union
wie mean the defence of the system
of collective ownership, the heritage
of the October Revolution. But are
we mnot in effect defending
Slalinism? we are asked. No, our
method of defending the USSR s a
revolutionary methed, We defend
the Soviet Union by intensifying our
struzole against our capitalists. at
home, by striving for Soviet power
and by fraternising with the Soviet
Army. Bvery blow apainst our own
capitalists 15 a blow against the
Stalinist regime. There is no other
method of fighting Stalinism.

It 13 now clear that the problems
of the small nations and the problem
of the Soviet Union are bound up
with the struggle of the proletariat
for power. Self-determination of
nations can only be achieved hy the
overthrow of capitalism. We stand
for an independent Soviet Finland as
part of a Soviet Union which can
only be achieved in the struggle
againat Stalin and for the Socialist
United States of Europe.
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they were all restorationist. In my
opinion the USSR accomplished a
relatively peaceful transition from
being a workers’ state to being a bour-
genis state under the governments of
Andropov and Gorbachev.

Those who would like to accuse me
of ‘running backwards the film of
reformism’ should study Trotsky's
words carefully on this matter. In
1933 he wrote: “He who asserts that
the Soviet government has been grad-
wally changed from proletarian to
bourgeois is only, $0 to speak, run-
ning backwards the film of
reformism.™ Bur in 1937 he changed
‘the formulation: *. . . their error is in
believing that the foundations of soci-
ety can be changed without revolution
or counter-revolution; they unwind
the film of reformism in reverse. ™10

Here Trotsky has separated out the
question of changing the government
from that of changing the ‘founda-
tions of society’, i.e., the social bayis
of the state and therefore the secial
basis of the government. The changes
that took place in the USSR between
1933 and 1937 (codified in the impo-
sition of the new constitution in 1935-
36) meant that the pofitical
counter-revalution had been afl but
completed. However, it had nor been
completed because the state still
esuarded -and defended (it does not
matter how badly) state property and
planned economy — its social hasis.

As we have noted, Marx saw the
‘eeonomic structure of socicty” as the
‘sum total of . . . [the] relations of
production’. Finance capital subordi-
nates other production relations with-
in this totality and this is not limited
to ‘previous' production relations:
petty commodity production, slavery,
direct production of use-value within
the family, etc. Finance capitalism,
Le., imperialism, also exhibits and
subordinates elements of fiture pro-
duction relations. As Lenin put it
‘Capitalism in its imperialist stage
leads directly to the most comprehen-
sive socialisation of production; 1t, so
to speak, drags the capitalists, against
their will and consciousness, into
some sort of a new social order, a
transitional one from complete free
compelition to complete socialisa-
tion."!!

Imperialism is quite capable of sub-
ordinating state property to the perva-
sive rule of finance capital. The exis-
tence of extensive state property is, by
itzelf, not an indicator of the existence
of a workers™ state (here we are con-
sidering relatively srable relations and
not those of periods of social revolu-
tion or social counter-revolution). It is
for this reason that Trotsky consid-
ered that the class nature of the state
was determined by the “character of
the forms of property and production
relations that the given state puards
and defends™? - (my cmphasiz). In

TR

Striking Russion miners on February |

cssenee, the USSR was a workers’
state because it held at bay the domi-
nant production relation of the world
economy: finance capital.

This production relation has a pecu-
liar compaosition. It is a combination,
a fusion, of industrial and banking
capital. It is both productive and par-
asitic at the same time. The develop-
ment of extensive foreign debt of the
workers” states from the mid-1970s
onwards allowed the ingress of this
production  relation into  the
economies of the workers® states. In
other words these economies became
more directly part of the world eco-
nomic whole. World finance capital
began to extract surplus value pro=
duced within the cconomics of the
workers” states. In Marxism this 15
called economic exploitation. The
guestion is mod to deliberate as to the
point at which quantity turned into
quality, i.e., to deliberate over when
{or if) the bureaucracy inadvertently
allowed finance capital to gain eco-
nomic hegemoarny over the economies
of the workers® states,

In addition, it is not of decisive
importance fo attempt to establish
hard and fast rules as ro exactly what
constifutes economic restoration. It is
an academic exercise to, for instance,
attempt to decide whether the law of
value operates within the termtory of
the former workers” states or when,
for instance, ‘real money’ appeared.

In defence of

MARXISM

Theoretical Journal of
the Leninist-Trotskyist
Tendency
No.3
The Marxist Theory
of the State and the
Collapse of

Stalinism

Price £2 from LTT, PO Box
7268 London E10 6TX

Such an approach 1s indicative of for-

malism and national fetishism.
Capitalism is a world social system,
nol an economic discase that can be
caught or aveided by nations. The
fundamental theoretical guestion is:
do the countries of Eastern Europe,
etc., remain what they have been
throughout this century: part of a
world social system that is a “transi-
tional one from complete free compe-
tition to complete socialisation’? The
answer is: Yes! Those who desire to
identify the existence or non-exis-
tence of the isolated, transitional
national economy — or who deny that
the huoge multinationals exhibit
socialisation of production — have
learmnt nothing about the anatomy of
modem society.

The task of the proletariat is firstly a
political one: it is to smash all the
states that guard and defend the rule
of finance capital. Though we as
Trotskyists defended both the work-
ers’ states {as we defend semi-colo-
nial states against imperialism) and
the remaining social gains on which
these states were based, we were nev-
ertheless for the smashing of these
states by the workers and peasanis
(from 1936 onwards the USSR could
not be reformed; we can debate
whether it was possible to reform the
Cuban state before 1968).

Today we continue to defend even
the new bourgeois states of eastern
Europe against imperialism — that is,
those that are not themselves imperi-
alist. We also fight for the revolution-
ary overthrow of these states by the
workers and peasants just as we did
with the workers’ states that they
effectively replaced. Any remaining
social gains of the past we continue to
defend. But it is no longer simply a
political revolution that is required —
significant elements of social revolu-
tion are now needed. The right of
inheritance must again be abolished,
The new bourgenisie must be expro-
priated. The debts to finance-capital
usury must be renounced. Of course,
first the workers and peasants must
seize stale power in order to enact this
programeme.

Despite their, protracted survival,

the destiny of the workers" “states -

it 1+ 11 % 1k Al

By Phil Walden

[irian Gireen’s article on the LISSR and
[Lastern Furope talks of ‘popular from
governments of restoration” within the
framework of an analysis based on an
understanding of Marx’s political
ceonomy  which 1s abstracted from
world history, The phrase guoted 15 an
atlempl o avoid going beyond the
view thal Trolsky made a perlect defi-
nition of the USSR us o degenerated
workers” state (DWS), Brian thinks the
DWS governments have become
cross-class entitics which since 1989
are intent on restoring capitalism under
the pressure of the law of value, This
approach  reductively  subsumes
dynamic developments within the
political superstructure into 2 linear
schema governed purely by the law of
value, Hence the article’s later admis-
sion of the primacy of the political
(Aoursenis povernments restored cur-
rency stability) is a theory/practice
Imconsistency.

Forgetting Ticktin's point about the
difficulties of turning comcrete labour
mto abstract labour, Brian accommo-
dates to commeodity fetishism by giv-
g menty a#n independent power
abslracted from changing
capitallabour relations. There ure Ais-
torically specific factors that allowed
M-C-M' (buy cheap, sell dear) lo
become C M-C (the preduction and
realisation of surplus-value through
the explottation of labour-power)
Linlike Brian’s scenarin, the astablish-
ment of a stable commodity-based
money system is immensely difficul,
because the abstract labour character
of money as 4 measure of value 15 the
main problem for world capitalism.
Henee these governments are carrying
oul all the classical measures to devel-
op capitalism but the resull is massive
unemployment and general impover-
ishment, since dialectically and struc-
turally capitalist relations of produc-
tion are the main problem of capital
accumulation. Inm contrast, Brian
imposes Marx's abstract model of the
capitalist mode of preduction onto dif-
ferent stages of capitalist development.
S0, in dialectical terms, whilst the
political conditions have been created
for capitalist economic restoration by

An overemphasis on programme?

the formation of bourgeois govern-
ments, the overriding economic con-
text is one of increasing chaos (as
Ticktin and others have described)
within the context of a world decline of
capitalism and the problems this cre-
ates for the production of surplus-
value, Trying to increase the produc-
tien of relative surplus-value through
computer technology, ete, doesn’t off-
set the problems of the eapital/labour
ProCEss.

However, Workers Power were dog-
matic in equating cconomic difficulties
fur restoning capitalism with their ngd
adherence o the definition of the DWS
and its changing form. They denied the
dymamic role of political supersiruc-
tures-in this progess of transition, This
said, the Trotskyist Unity Group can-
not agree with the LTT that Workers
Power's work The Degenerated
Revolution constitutes ‘addiction 1o
formal logical categories’ which *did
not allow for the contradictions of the
real world” (fn Defence of Marxism
MNo.3). For whilst there are many theo-
retical problems with the approach of
Workers Power — which wea have out-
lined hefore the LTT — the specific
problems here are not simply Workers
Power’s. fn Defernce of Marvism also
contains similar problems. Thiz 1=
brecause Trotskvism has not svstemati-
cally tried to challenge & hnear view of
history based on productive forces
determinism leading to the end goal of
communism, a problem the Trofskyist
Unity Group has elaborated in The
Secemd  Communist Maaifeste. Thus
Waorkers Power could not atlow for
open-endad developments within the
stalinist states, and could only concep-
tualise the historical outcome as politi-
cal revolution. To our knowledge, only
Alex Callinicos of the reformist SWDP
has tried to methodically tackle such
theoretical questions, In this context,
wi would question the LTT's call
develop a programme of aclion as
being the main criteria o build a
Trotskyist party in the [ormer Soviel
Union, After all, hasn’t Workers
Power's emphasis on programmatic
elaboration at the expense of philo-
sophical and historical materialist
work aggravated the problems for
understanding  developments within
stalinism

remained governed by the following
succinct general formula given by
Trotsky:

“The correct policies of a workers
state are not reducible solely to
national economic construction, If the
revolution does not expand on the
international arena along the proletar-
ian spiral, it must immutably begin to
contract aleng the bureaucratic spiral
within the national framework, If the
dictatorship of the proletariat does not
become European and world-wide, it
must head towards its own collapse.
All of this 15 entirely incontestable on
a wide historical perspective. '3

Events have now confirmed the cor-
rectness of this assertion. In the
absence of such an unfolding of the
world revolution, even the most cor-
rect policies for economic construc-
tion by the workers® states under the
most advanced possibilities of gen-
uing soviet democracy and political
and economic union could not have
resisted their otherwise inevitahle
demise.
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Marxism and the

Part 1:

Marx, Engels and the
German Workers'
Movement

In the first of two articles which
explore the attitude taken by
Marxists to the struggle for gay
liberation. Brian Dempsey
logks at the history of the
German workers' movemeant
from the time of Marx and Engels
down to Hitler’s seizure of
power in 1933, In the next issue
of Workers Mews, he will
examine the role of the
Bolshevils following the Ocrober
Revolution in relation to
homosexuals and how that has
been interpretad by historians of
the gay movement

MANY people have noted thar Marx
and Engels displayed homophobic
amntudes in some of thelr wrilings.
The main exhibits forthe prosecution
are letters which refer to Karl
Heinrich Ulrichs! and Johann Baprist
von Schweitzer? Further incriminat-
ing evidence can be found m Engels’
The Origin of the Family, Privae
Eroperty and the State. :

Between 1864 and 187% Ulrichs
published a series of works under the
general title of Kesearches fmie the
Ridiile of Luve Between Men. For this
wirk, Ulrichs has been recognised as
onte of the very eatliest pioneers of the
modern homosexual rights  maove-
ment. Marx lent a copy of one of
these pamphlets to Engels, who wrote
e him in 1869 ‘Here are the most
apnatoral revelations. . | *Guerme aux
cons, paix aux trous-de-cul” [War 1
the cunts, peace to the azs-holes] will
he the call now. Tt 15 only Juck that we
are personally oo old 10 have w0 pay
the wviciors bodily mibute. But the
voung gengration! ™

It has been arpued® that the passage
refernng to pederasty 18 merely a
series of jokes and word-plays and not
a serioes political position, but this is
ultimately unconvincing. The letter is
undoubtedly homophobic and geoer-
ally in poor taste, even if *comic’,

In 1862, Schweitzer was convicted
of an indecent act with a_vouth in a
park.® He served a short prison sen-
tence and on his release was recruited
into the General German Workers®
Union (Allgemeiner Deutscher
Arbeiterversin - ADAV) by Ferd-
inand Lassalle® *What Schweitzer
did isn’t pretry,” wrote Lassalle, "but [
hardly look upon it as a crime. ... In
the long run, sexual activity is a mat-
ter of taste and ought to be left up to
each person, so long as he doesn’t
encroach upon someone clse's inter-
ests. Though 1 wouldn't give my
daughier in marriage o such o man. ™’

After Lassalle's death. Schweitzer
was elected president of the ADAV.
Az John Lauritsen and David
Thorstad comment: “The German
workers  apparently  were  more
impressed by Schweitzer's abilities as
a working-class leader than by any
past indiscretion in his personal life."

Writing to Engels on March 10,
1865, Marx deseribed Schweitzer as a
*shitty™ (or *“wretched'!'™) cur and
suggested that they spread jokes
about him among the left press of the
day. Ulrichs® biocgrapher, Hubert
Kennedy, asserts that the jokes were
to concern Schweitzer's homesexual-
ity. It is at least as likely, however,
that Marx is mocking Schweitzer’s
hypocrisy. Schweitzer had adopted a
craven attitude to ensure that Marx
would write for his newspaper, yet
after a dispute Schweitzer was pub-
licly condescending tawards Marx.

As a Lassallean, Schweltzer was
considered a political opponent by
Marx and Engels, vet they tried to

+ recruit bim to the First International,
In an earlier ‘letter in which Marx

attacks  Schweitzer  for  his
‘Bismarckian® tendencies and labels
himi & Realpolitiker. he nevertheless
states that he believes Schweirzer to
‘have honest intentions'!! — hardly
evidenee of hysterieal homophebia on
Marx's part.

In letters to Ludwig Kugelmann,!?
Marx politically dismisses another
presumed  homosexual, KM,
Kertbeny. However, there is no indi-
cation that Marx knew of his interest
it homosexual matters.  Indeed,
Kertheny's two 1869 pamphlets ‘en
the harm caused by the leeal repres-
sion of homosexuality werg published
aponymously. It may be that Marx's
rather direct and brusgue comments
abour his political opponents in his
private writings s too strong [or pre-
sent-day vrities, Those who only read
Marx's letters concerning Schweitzer
err if they imagine that this was some
special scorn that Marx reserved for
homosexuals.

In The Origin of the Family, pub-
lished in 1884, Engels, referring to
apcient Greek society, wrote: ., bt
this degradation of the women |pros-
titurion | was avenged on the men and

depraded them also till they fell into

the gbomingble practice of sodomy
end degraded alike their gods and
themselves with. the myth of
Ganymede.”!13 Despite attempts: to
explain  away such statements,'?
Engels is quite simply wrong, and
exposes both his own prejudices and
the virtuzl absence of evidencs on the
‘gay question® af the ume.

It is unforfunate that Marx and
Engels were nol more eolightened in
their attitude to homosexuality, but
hardly - surprising, given that they
wiEre writing years hefore any  pgay
rights movement deveioped anywhere
in the world, Furthermore, some con-
sideration should be given to the fact
that their letters were private and not
always fully developed public posi-
tioms. To have apy credibility, those
who attack Marx and Engels on this
issue need o put their analysis in con-
text. Marx and Engels were homa-
phobic. Yet their homophohia only
poses a problem for those, of both {eft
and right, who understand Marxism o
be a mere religion with the writings of
Marx as dogma.

Among the generation of German
Marxists who followed Marx and
Engels there were examples of more
enlightened  attitudes. The most
remarkable were the writings of
Eduard Bernstein on the Oscar Wilde
trials of 18957 Bemstein wrote two
extensive arlicles in the SPD's presti-
gious magazine, Die Newe Zeir, which
depounced the hypocrisy of the
British establishment and demolished
the argument that homosexuality was
“unnatural’.

On January 13. 1898, August
Bebell® spoke in the Reichstap in
defence of homosexuals’ rights when
he introduced the petition agamst the
anti-homescxual law, Paragraph 173
of the German penal code!?. His can
claim to be one of the first public
political speeches to defend homosex-
ual rights. It took place nine months
after the founding of the first homo-
sexual activisl organisation, the
Scientific Humanitarian Committes
(WHK). Bebel’s main thrust was
against the hypocrisy of bourgeois
law. Why, as the police admitted, did
they nol prosecute all these ammested
under Paragraph 1757 Why, instead
of prosecuting, did the police keep
lists of those ‘guilty’ of this cnme?
And why, if male homoscxuality was
such a threal W sociely and therefore
tlegal, was female homosexuality not
also illegal?

If the thousands of men, from all
statipns in life, who engaged in same-
sex practices were W be brought into
public view, said Bebel, the scandal
generated would be greater than, for
example, that of the Dreyfis case.
The number of people involved, and
their distnbution throughout society,
would undermine the squalid black-
mailing ‘atmosphere: enjoved by the

struggle for gay liberation

police. To alleviate much misery and
hypocrisy the law must be repealed.
The SPIYs support for repeal would
be consistent and in 1929 they, the
KFD and a liberal party won a
Reichstag committee vote in favour
of repealing Paragraph 175 — but the
Reichstag failed to enact the
change1®

However, the SPDY's attitade on
sexual matters was not unitormly
‘progressive’ in the modern sense.
Hebel supported  abstinence, while
Bernstein recommended the sublima-
tion of young people’s sexual urges in
trade union work and other whole-
some activities. Dernstein’s articles
on Wilde notwithstanding, m 1897,
Die Newe Zew carried an article which
stated: “Certainly it [masturbation] is
unnatural. For every sexual activity is
unnatural which does not lead to the
preservation of the speeivs.” More
reprehensible was the fuct that both
the SPD and the KPD were not above
using the anti-homosexual scandals
involving Krupp. Huolenherg and
Réhm!® for their own ends.

T'he coming together of the gay and
lefl movements in Germany was per-
sonified in Richard Linsert. Drescribed
varionsly as an anti-Stalinist, 2 “kKeen’
member of the KPD, and a Trotskyist.
Linsert's poliical sympathics within
the KPD remain unclear. The intro-
duction to- a 1982 edition of his
Merxismus wnd freie Liohe (Marcicm
and Free Love), cites an ohituary m
fie Rore Fahne which described
Linserl as ‘'z functionary of the
Central Committee of the KPDY'.

Linsert became secratary.  of
Germany’s main pay riphts organisa-
tion, the WHEK, i 1923 ‘and as such
may be assumed to have been “out’ as
a gay man in the KPD. His major
work on sexual matters Kgbele wad
Lichie: Llfier Poliik und Gezchlechis-
teben (Inerigue and Lover On Politics
and Sex Love) was published in 1931,
In it Die appeals to the authority not
only of Lenin, buot also of Trotsky,
which in 1931 could anly attract crit-
icisim from’ the KPD . bureczucracy.
Yet, according to Oskar Hippe?
Linserl did net have organised links
with German Left Opposition groups.

Although suffering from a fever,
Linsert braved foul weather to attend
a mecting of the leading KPD func-
tionaries on Jamuary 30, 1933, 1o dis-
cuss the consequences of Hitler's
appoinmment as Chancellor that same
day. Asaresult of atlending the meet-
g, he developed pneumonia and
died on February 3, 1933

The KPD MP Hans Kippenberger?!
spoke at Linsert’s cremation. Leading
hompsexual mights activist  Kurl
Hiller™? noted that: *If Linsert hadn’t
succumbed  to  poneumonia, then,
together with Kippenberger, he would
certainly have sought asylum in the
Soviet Unton, where he would with
equal certainty have met his death,
just us Kippenberger did. If he had
stayed in Germany, the Nari scum
would probably have prepared an
even more terrible fate for him . . "%

Anocther sigmficant character in the
Genmun left’s relationship with. the
gav question was the psvchoanaiyst
and sexual reformer, Wilhelm
Reich.24 As a member of the KPD in
the 1920, he publicly campaigned for
the repeal of anti-homosexual legisla-
tion. But his work on the function of
the orgasm, and his bitterness at his
personal circumstances in the 1930s,
led him to become inereasingly hos-
tile to homosexuals.

In 1934 he went so far as to write:
‘The more clearly developed the nat-
ural heterosexual inclinations of a
juvenile are, the more open he will be
to revolubionary ideas; the stronger
the homosexual tendency within him
and also the more repressed his
awareness of sexuality in general, the
more easily he will be drawn toward
the right."?3 Here Reich is remarkably
close to the formulation used in an
article by Maxim Gorky in Pravda on
May 11, 1934; which claimed:
“Eliminate homosexuality, and you

will make fascism disappear.’20

The history of the German workers'
movement’s fregtiment of sexnal ques-
tions in peneral and of homosexuality
in panticular, reflected through the
writings and activities of these
activists and leaders, is not straight-
forward. But its supportive approach
to reforming or repealing hypocritical
and reactionary legislation was gener-
ally well in advance of its time. This
principled stance was smashed by the
coming o power of fascism in
Ciermany and by the reactionary poli-
cies of Stalinism.

1. Kari Heinrich Ulrichs {1825-05).
Jourmulist and fommer eivil servant,

2. Johann Baptist von Schweitzer { 1532-
73). Frankfur lawyer, prominent
Lazsaliean, president of the ADAWV
186771, -

3. Enpels to Marx, June 22, T868.

Cuoted in H. Kennedy, Dirichs,

Alyson, 1938, p.138,

Dimir, *Mars and Engels on

Homosexuals, Revisited” m Hamen

and Revolution, No 37, pd,

5. LD. Sweakley, The Homoseru!
FErmuncipation Movenens in (Germany,
Ayer, 1952, p.2.

6. Ferdinand Lassalle {1825-64).
German zocialist, prominent leader of
the early workers' movement and
founder of the ADAV,

7. Ouoted m ) Launtsen and T,
Thorstad, The Early Homosexual
Righss Movemene (1804-1935), Tiunes
Change Press, 1974, p.5k

B Thbid

0 Kennedy. opGit, p 135

10, K. Marx and F. Engels, Collecred
Works, Vol 42, Lowrence and

Wishart, 1987, 120,

1. Ihad, p 104,

2 thid, p.529; K. Marx, Letters 16
Kugelmann, Lowrenee snd Wishurt,
1941, pui,

13, F. Engels, The Crizin af the Family,
Frivale Proovriy amd He State,
Lawrence and Wisharm, 1972, p. 128,

14, Dhmar, op cil.

15, Lauritsen and Thorstad, op cit, “The

e

Ciscar Wilde Trial and Die Newe Zeir’,
Workers News Mo.34, June-July
1995

16. August Bebel (1840-1913). Leader of
the Murxist “Eisenachers’ and, after
fuzion with Lassalleans in 1573 uniil
s death, of the SPLL

17. 1. Lauritsen, *The Man Who Spoke
O’ Gay News Mo, 136, Februnry 9-
12,1978,

18] W R Dynes, ed, Encyelopedio of
Hamosexualing, 51 James Pross, 19940,

2T

19. El'jedrinh Alfred Krupp (1854-1902)
Industrialist and friend of Kurser
Wilhelm I, committed suicide in
Capri amid rumours of hs homosexu-
ufity. Pringe Philipp 7t Enlenberp
(1847-1921), Fricnd and adviser 1o
Farser Withelm 15, ong of the targets
of the 1906-7 scandal concerning a
homosexual cligue uround the Kaiser,
Emnst Rohm (188 :-1934), Leader of
the Maz SA, murdered during the
Might of the Long Knives, June 29-
20, 15934,

20, Quoted by Friedrich Krihnke in
immroduction 1o Ro Linsery, Marxismus
nirel frefe Livhe, Libertine
Assoriztion, 1982, pub.

21. Hans Kippenberger (189E-1%36],
Head of the KPL's military organiga-
tion, plaved a leading Tole in the
Hurmburg uprising of 1923, KPD
deputy in the Reichstag, Escaped o
Moscow in 19360 where he was
accused of being an agent of the
Reichswehr by Walter Libricht and
execited:

22, Kurt Hiller {1385-1972) Luwyver and
leader of the WHE.

23, Krdhnks, op cit, p. 10,

24, Wilhelm Eeich (1897-1957), Austrian
pevchoanalyzt, member of the KPD
until the eurly 1930s, author of
mamerous works including The
Fumcrion of the Crgasm and The
Minen Puyehodagy of Fascizm.
Emigrated fo the United States, where
he died fn prison:

25, W, Reich, Sex Pol, Vimtage, 1972,

p. 297

26. M. Geszen, The Riphis of Lesbians
ammel oy Men‘in the Russtan
Federarion, International Gay and
Lesbran Homan: Bights Commyssaon,
1994, n.8.

The Struggle for
Hearts and Mind
By Raymond Challinor
Bewick Press, £5.95
Review by
Richard Price

FOR THOSE who are heartily sick
ol efferts to capitalise on the 50th
anniversary of the end of the
Second World War, The Struggle
for Hearts and Minds will come 3z a
timely debunking of the “People’s
War" myth.

Subtitled ‘Essays on the Second
World War', Ray Challinor’s new
book does not attempt a rigorous
analysig of the causes and events of
the 1939-45 contlict, but 1s rather a
series of articles which examine
eome of 18 lesser known by-ways,
So while those who want a full-
length treatment will have w tackle
one of the few serious works on the
subject like Mandel’s The Making
of the Second World War, Challinor
at least whets the appetite with a
number of these pieces.

Challiner has a keen sense of his-
torical ireny. He shows that sections
of the ruling class were much more
enthusiastic about waging an anti-
Soviet crusade in 19359-41 than they
were aboutr fighting  Hitler's
Germany; that a British merchant
seaman executed after a trial in
camera as a Mazi spy was in fact an
ILP sympathiser, possibly influ-
enced by Trotskyism: that Botsh
companies in Hong Kong and
Shanghai continued a brisk trade
with Japan during the war; and that
British mtelligence directly assisted
Franco's revelt in 1936, while
Britain officially supported nmon-
Intervention.

The guality of the various chap-
ters is uneven. Challinor is at his

The myth of the ‘People’s War’

hest in showing the widespread
unpopularity of the war among
workers, who bitlerly resented the
meguality of sacrifice ¢mid all the
rhetoric of “the nation pulling
together’. He shows how such bread
and butter issues as the pay received
by servicemen’s wives and air raid
protection hecame focal painis of
political discontent,

Less satisfactory 15 a chapter enli-
tied *The Origing of the Cold War’,
and not just because it 1s too brief 1o
do justice to a complex subject.
Armed with a state capitalist analy-
sig, Challinor -explains this sea-
change in international relations
unconvincimgly s the consequence
of “the Stalinist bureaucracy’s thirst
for capital’. Stalin is therefore seen
merely as the ‘saviour® of capital-
ism. But for all Stalin’s loyal ser-
vice to peaceful co-existence in the
West, the expropriated capitalist
classes of eastern Europe might
well dispute this deseription!

It is; however, a hook soctalists
will want on their shelves — not
because it provides all the answers,
but because it suggests further
avenues of smdy that Marxists
should make of the Second World
War, And this should not be jusl an
academic pursuit. The British ruling
class learned valuable lessons from
successfully marketing an imperial-
ist war gs an anli-fascist war. From
Kores to the Malvinas and the Gulf,
every war fought by British imperi-
alism has been sold as a struggle for
democracy against ‘communist’ or
semi-fascist tyranny. With the
workers' movement steeped in the
view that “democratic imperialism’
can play a progressive role against
dictatorship, revolutionary opposi-
tion to these wars has been confined
to a small minority.

@ Available from Bewick Press,
132 Claremont Road, Whitley Bay,
Tyne and Wear NE26 3TX.
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Campaign Against Repression in Argentina

Release Horacio

CARA picket of the Argentine embas

MASSIVE cutbacks in regional
funding in Argenling, and in some
areas the failure to pay state
employees, have resulted in a wave
of resistance in a number of
provinces. In Zapala. in Neuguén
provinee, a demonstration of over
300 unemploved workers demand-
ing payment of outstanding benefits
took place on October 2 last vear, It
was violently repressed, and local
activists from Unemployed Workers
Co-ordination (UWC), many of
them leading leftists, were accnsed
by the state of inciting violence.
Among  those arrested  was
Horacio Panario, a member of
Movimiento al Socialismo (MAS),
who was refused bail and is still
being held in prison. A preliminary
court hearing took place on
December 1, and a further hearing is
expected in March. Warrants were
issued, and remain in force, for the
arrest of Alcides Christiansen, also
of the MAS, Héctor Etchebaster and
Jorge Chiguay of Movimiento
Socialista de los Trabajadores
{MST), and Verdnica Barriga and
Gustavo Sandoval of the UWC.
Seven other militants from the

Panario!

By

sy in London on November 13, 1995

T

MAS, MST and Partido Obrero
(PO were charged with less serious
offences and released on bail.

In April 1995, police amacked
workers demonsirating against 3
factory closure in Ushuaia, Tierra
del Fuego. They killed one waorker,
Victor Choque, and proceeded to
charge Oscar Martinez, a metal-
workers” leader and member of the
MAS, with inciting violence.

After recciving reports’ of this
witch-hunt against the left from
comrades of the Partido de
Trabajadores por el Socialismo
(PTS) in Asgentina, the Workers
International League initiated the
Campaign Against Repression in
Arpentina  (CARA) in  Britain.
CARA organised a 70-strong picket
of the Argentine embassy on Nov-
ember 13, and a meeting addressed
by speakers from Latin America and
Britain on December 12.

CARA’s three demands are: The
immediate release of Horacio
Panario! An end to all legal pro-
ceedings against members of the
MAS, MST and PO and all class
fighters! Stop the witch-hunt of the
lefi!

What was your position on . . .

[NHS|
iners B NCw Labour
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l.. The Fourth International and Yugoslavia {1948-50). Articles by Ecb

2. The International Committee and Latin America (1958-64) by Ken

Critical comments on the policies of the LIT by Dieter Wilhelmi
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remained in force:

Tao date, CARA has attracted sup-
port from Labour MPs Jeremy
Corbyn, Mildred Gordon and Ken
Livingstone, as well as leading
members of CPSA, RMT, Unison
and other trade unions and trades
councils. Much of the left has
agreed to sponsor the campaign,
including Alliance for Workers'
Liberty, International Bolcshevik
Tendency, Labour Left fricfing,
Militant Labour, RIL, Sacialisr
Chirlock, Workers Power and the
WEP/ Workers Press.

Internationally, the campaign to

free Panario has gathercd strengrh,
Campaign committees have been
formed in a number of Argentinian
cities. In Buenos Aires, a 1,000-
strong demonstration took place on
October 24, and demands for the
release of Panario were raised on the
Resistance March organised by the
Mothers of the Plaza de Mayo on
December 7. In Neuquén, 300 peo-
ple attended a rally on February 23,
In Bolivia, the campaign has been
supported by the COB trade union
tederation, and in Brazil, Lula and
other prominent members of the
Workers Party and the trade unions
have signed petitions. Support has
also beeh gained in Mexico,
Uruguay, Chile, Sri Lanka and
France. In Canada, a campaign initi-
ated by the Leninist-Trotskyist
Group and other leftists is under-
way.
@ For more information write to:
CARA, PO Box 7268, London E10
6TX. Send letters of protest to:
President Menem, clo Arpentine
Embassy, 53 Hans Place, London
SWIX 0LA,

Students attacked

THE ARGENTINE state has once
again used extreme violence in an
aempt to crush resistance to its
nea-liberal policies, this time against
students demonstrating in La Plata,
the capital of Buenos Aires
province.

On February 20, police using
batons, rubber bullets, tear gas and
water cannons launched 2 vicious
attack on a demanstration at the
University of La Plata. Over 250
students and school youth were
arrested, and many were injured.

Later in the day, a delegation
which went to enquire about the
prisoners was assaulted by the
palice. Among those injured was
Hebe de Bonafini, whe lectures at
the university and is president of
the Mothers of the Plaza de Mayo,
the organisation of relatives of peo-
ple who disappeared under the
1976-83 dictatorship,

The students had gathered to
oppose plans to implement last
year's education reform legislation.
The university authorities want to
increase fees, introduce sponsor-
ship from the private sector, and
cut student representation on the
university council,

The attack was shown on TV and
caused 3 storm of protest around
the country. The following day, scu-
dents were joined by workers in 2
demenstration outside the provin-
cial government building in La Plara,
and by evening all the priscners had
been released and the charges
against them dropped. But while
acknowledging that they had won a
significant victary, students pointed
out that the laws designed to create
an elitist higher education system

Ellis Hiliman (1928-96)

IT IS with great repret that we
learned of the death of Ellis
Hillman on January 27. Ellis had
heen awaiting open-heart surgery
with customary good humour, and
had been in touch with us shorily
before his death,

Elliz was drawn to Trotskyism
during the Second World War.
When he applied to join the
Revolutionary Communist Parly
in 1944 he was mrmed down on
account of his ape. but was
allowed to sell Sacialist Appeal.
He joined the RCP in 1946, by
which time he was in the air forge
on national service. Although the
RCP appeared a step forward for
British Trotskyism, it rapidly
descended into factional warfare,
and by the time Ellis finished his
national service the RCE had been
dissolved. The RCP minonity, led
by Gerry Healy, had entered the
Labour Party in 1947. The anti-
entrist majority under Haston and
Ted Grant had itself collapsed into
entry in 1949, and the Fourth
International placed the reunited
organisation under the leadership
of Healy, who proceeded to purge
it of all opposition.

Ellis remained outside Healy's
‘Club’, and became an early
member of Tony Cliff’s Socialist
Review Group. However, when
C.LR, James’s State Capitalism
and World Revolution appeared,
he found it a more convincing
analysiz, and was thrown out of
the group. He then participated in
the Marxist Group in the Labour
League of Youth, which fused
with Healy’s *Group® in 1955.

Ellis remained wary of Healy's
despotic gualities, but acknowl-
edged his organising abilities. He
never swallowed Healy’s version
of the 1953 split in the Fourth
International, which he regarded
as unprincipled, both because the
issues had never been foughr out,
and because the founders of the
International Committee had all
voted for the decisions of the 1951
Third Waorld Congress.

As a member of the Group's
national leadership, Ellis con-
tributed several important articles
o Labowr Review, and in 1957
wrole the document *Suez and its
Aftermath’ — an analvsis of the
world situation which was on a
different plane to much of the
apocalyptic nonsense  which
Healy would subsequently pass
off as ‘perspcctives’. Less well
known is Ellis's role in organising
a clandestine internal opposition
te Healy, Together with Healy's
accountant, Arthur Cooper, and
Sam Bornstein, who was loyal to
Pablo and Mandel's International
Secretariat, Ellis was responsible
for the mysterious appearance
from 1955 onwards of the journal

Fourth  Inmternational, which
called for the unification of all
Trotskyvists in Britain,

In 1959, in an attempt to sta-
bilise growing rifts within his
group between the old ‘entrists’
on the one hand, and newer
recruits from the Communist
Party on the other, Healy, without
reference to the Group's leader-
ship, abruptly announced the for-
mation of the Socialist Labour
League. Ellis, by now a London
County councillor, was instructad
lo enginzer his own cxpulsion
from the Labour Parly. He
declined, and was prompily
expelled from the SLL — which
made him, as he joked, one of the
few peeple who had been expelled
from an orgamisation of which he
had never been 3 member!

He was subsequently associated
for a number of years with Ted
Grant’s group, collaborating in
the production of Socialist Fight
and the early Miliranr, He
remained convineed of the neces-
sity of working in the Labour
Party. He was for many years a
GLC councillor, and in 1994-95
he served as the first Labour
mayaor of Barnet — in which capac-
ity he had a bust of local MP
Margaret Thatcher removed.

But Ellis was a man of many
parls, some of them very funny,
Who else could have combined
being the founder of the Lewis
Carroll Society, the secretary of
the Flat Earth Society, and an in-
depth knowledge of London’s
sewers, secularism, Judaism and
the history of the Jewish workers’
movement, with the personal
acquaintance of Michel Pablo,
Ernest Mandel, Gerry Healy,
Tony Chift and Ted Grant!

It's true to say that there were
those on the left who regarded
Ellis as a bit of a rogue. But we
appreciated his broad, nop-sectar-
ian approach, and enjoved very
good relations with him, We first
met Ellis in 1989, after he had
written lo us, enthusiastic about
our reappraisal of the history of
the Intemational Committee,
Whenever comrades from over-
seas visited Brilain, he would urge
them to contact us. He was partic-
ularly anxious to put us in touch
with veterans of the movement,
many of whom he kept in contact
with personally, and through his
enthusiastic support for the jour-
nal Revolutionary History. He
contributed a string of articles, let-
lers and book reviews to Workers
Mews, atended a number of our
meetings, and was unfailingly
generous n supplying documents
from his evidently chaotic
archives! He will be sadly missed
— farewell old friend.

Richard Price

Carl Tomlinson (1970-95)

WORKERS NEWS sends its con-
dolences to the family and com-
rades of Carl Tomlinson, an
activist in the People’s National
Party (PNP) of Jamaica, who was
murdered by pangsters in October
last year. Carl was a sympathizer
of Comrades for a Workers’
Government {Jamaica), a group in
solidarity  with the Leninist-
Trotskyist Tendency, He was a
postal worker ar Kingston Central
Sorling Office, and had been
active in the PNP’s youth organi-
sation for five years. He was also
active in his local ghetto commu-
nity, and it was his role in organis-
ing community self-defence
ageinst ¢riminal gangs and the
police which led to his receiving
death threats, By disarming Carl's
self-defence group, the police bear

a heavy responsibility for his

death. He was forced mto hiding,
but the gangsters eventually
caught up with him.

Carl first met members of the
LTT in September 1994, when he
came across our literature stall at
the PNP’s annual conference. He
took a keen interest in South
Africa, black liberation. and in cur
tactics towards social democratic
and populist parties. His murder is
a particularly cruel blow, since he
was an imporlant hnk to radical
members of the PNP rank and file,
who he was in the process of draw-
ing into the building of a revolu-
tionary group. To date, the PNP
has neither publicised nor investi-
gated the killing, We salute his
memaory in the struggle against
poverty, unemploynent, criminal
intimidation and state repression.
Graham Campbell
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Joint declaration
on ex-Yugoslavia
between the
PTS of Argentina
and the LTT

After three and a half years of

civil war and the loss of over
200,006 lives, a reactionary, 1S-
sponsared peace agreement is being
imposed on Bosnia. This latest in a
serics of imperialist attempts (o com-
plete the carve-up of Bosnia along
cthnic lines aims to establish a
‘Bosnian” slate composed of two
client statelets — the Croat-Mnslim
tederation and the Republika Srpska.
This, in turn, would prepare the way
for the eventual annexation of the
Croat majority arga of the federation
by Croatia, and of the Republika
Srpska by Serbia, with the Muslims
confined (o a lny rump state.

The new situatien has been pre-

pared by a sequence of cvents
since the hostage crisis in June. In
July, the ‘safe havens” of Srebrenica
and Zepa were allowed o fall 1o
Radovan Karadeic's militias afier the
UN decided not to defend them,
Under the eves of Unprofor troops.
up o 8000 Bosnian Muslims were
butchered and  thousands more
tumed into refugees, Faced with the
complete collapse of the UN mis-
sien, the United States moved rapid-
Iy to take command of the situation
Atthe beginning of August, Croatian
president Franjo Tudjman, tacitly
supported by ‘both German and US
imperialism, ordéred his army into
the Serh-controlled area of Krajina,
forcing ag many as 200,000 Croatian
Serbs to flee for their lives, Then on
August: 30, Nato/UN  launched
*Operation Deliberite Force” on the
pretext—of raising the sicpe of
sarajevo. For two weeks, Nalo war-
planes and artillery. from the Rapid
Reaction Force bombarded Bosnian
Surh pun positions, communications

ened al the expense of the Bosnian
Serbs. Abandoned by Serbian presi-
dent Slobodan Milosevic, the Serhs
of Western Slavonia, Frajina and
Rosnia found themselves no maich

* for the US-ammed Croatian anmy, and

under Nato bombardment the
Bosmian Serbs were forced to Lifi the
sicge of Sarajeva. At the same time,
the strained relations berween the
Bosnian  government of  Alija
lzetbegovic and imperialism were
repaired, and the UN and Nato par-
tially rehabilitated in the eves of the
Muslim population. Above all, the
continued migration of popuiations,
and the steady decling in the number
of Serbs and Croats living in Bosnian
government-controlled towns, acted
to further undermine the project fora
multi-ethnic Bosnia. With the Serbs
and . the Croat-Muslim federation
now holding approximately the arcus
ol Bosnia promised them in the new
plan, the basis for a reactionary set-
tlement had been achieved.

Workers can take no comfor

from the présenl sitnation, The
accord  nitialed by Milosevic,
Tudiman and lzetbegovic in Davton,
Ohio, on November 21 is a victory
for the ethnic cleansers. Althongh the
Serb militias have suffercd a series of
reverses over the past [ew months,
under the US peace plan they will be
rewarded for four vears of murder,
rape and ethnic ¢leansing with halfof
Bosnia. The extent to which
Milosevie and Tudjman are content
with the division can be seen by their
agreemyent on the rancorporation of
Eastern ‘Slavonia into’ Croatia, and
the announcement of the resumption
of  normal diplomatic relations
between their two countries. As for
the mmperialist powers, thev have
advanced their aim of establishing a
reactionary regional order resting on
a balance of power ‘between' the
Serbian and Croattan-repimes, which
they hope will provide the neecssary
stability tor restoring capitalism and
opening the area up to imperialist
exploitation. If a final agreement is
reachied at the London and Pards con-
[erences, they will send 60,000 Nato
treops (o Bosmd to enforce the

Croatian  army to - enter Bosnia.
Tudjman has ooly one reason for
assisting the Bosnian povernment’s
fight against the Serbs — o strength-
en the Crodtian presence in western
Bosnm with the aim of eventually
annexing i

6 We condemn the Bosnian gov-
ermment for accepting the impe-
rialist peace plan and abandoning the
fight for & multi-cthnic Bosnia,
Although a multi-ethnic Bosmia is
not an end in itself, it would greatly
azsist the development of class poli-
tics 1n the region, However. our
defence ol the Bosnian government
side in the war has not heen hased on
its policy for a muli-cthnic Bosnia,
but on the fact that the Muslim and
multi-ethnic'  communitics  are
oppressed. Unless Bosnian govern-
ment -forces start to consistently
oppress other groups, we will contin-
ue (o defend them for as long as the
Muslim and multi-cthnie communi-
ties are threatened by Serbian and
Croatian nationalism. In the evem
that the remaining mulli-cthnic arcas
are “cleansed”, we would supporl the
night of self-determination for the
Mushms.
We have never given the slight-
est political support to the
Izethegovic: govemment, which, no
less than fhose of Milosevic and
Tudjman, 1= restorationist. Despite
its frequent differances with the TN
it is fundamentally pro-imperialist,
While recognising that the primary
respansibility for ethnic cleansing
rests with Serb leaders like Karadiie,
Miladic Arkan, etc, we oppose all
ethnic cleansing from whatever quar-
ter, including thar carried out by
Bosnia’s ally, Croatia, and by
‘rogue™ or fundamentalist  Muslio
units.
We recognise thal the only last-
ing solution to the ape-old
national stoaggles in the Balkans 15 a
workers” solution. What is needed is
not only a-policy of ethnic equality
and self-determination for Boshia as
a whele, but of workers” indepen-
denve from all the restorationist gov-
ernments,  including
lzetbegovic. We are for the building

that = of

Bosnian Muslim and multi-ethnic
population, since whatever incidental
‘humanitarian aid’® they give, 1t is
only to assist an ethnic carve-up of
the republic. The primary intention
of the Nato bombardment on the
Bosnian Serbs in early September
wis Lo enforce a cease-fire, as a pre-
lude o a rcactionary pedce settle-
ment. In this as in other episodic
clashes, we were for the defeat of
Mato/UN forces. Despite the fact that
the Bosnian Serbs continued their
attempts to seize and ethnically
cleanse as much of Bosnia as possi-
ble, we condemned the imperialist
attacks on them and fought for the
withdrawal of Nato/UN forces.
1 Since the day they were
announced, we have opp-
osed the LN sanctions on Serbia and
Montenegro. These were imposed
rigorously by the imperialist coun-
tries and have had a devastating
impact on the ¢conomy and the
waorking class, The promise of their
being lified was a crucial feclor in
persuading Milosevic, the instigator
ol the war in Bosnia, 1o support the
US pesce plan and ‘exclude the
Bosnian Serb leadership from the
Dayton talks: The UN Secumiy
Council rewarded Milosevic by sus-
pending sanctions within 24 hours of
the- apreement: being initialed. The
effeet of the sanctions has been dou-
bly disastrous — initially tending to
rally-support for Milosevie and hard-
en the resolve of the Serbs in the war,
they have ultimately proved to be an
impaortant factor in dividing Bosnia
and preparing the region for the
restoration of capitalism
1 Ex-Yupgoslavia resembles a
vasl transit camp of dis-
placed populations. An' estimated
three million = people have been
mirned into refugees. All sides in the
war have cvnically used their dwn
civiliang 1o further their political
ambitions, either obstructing the
evacuation of refugees from front-
line areas or relocating them' to
pewly-conguered arcas in order to
support their territorial claims. In
shatp " contrast 1o the current US
peace plan. which is based on popu-

mitiess, with the aim of kicking out
the bureaucrats and the capitalists
and implementing workers® control
of production. They should fight o
overthrow the existing pro-capitalist
regimes and replace them with work-
ers’ governmunts commitied to
reversing the restoration process,
'l The war in Bosnia has
" proved to be a litmus test for
groups claiming 1o be revolutionary,
The Socialist Workers Party,
Militant and many others have equat-
@l the nationalism of the oppressor
with that of the oppressed. and have
consequently refused to support self-
determination for the Mushim and
multi-ethnic communitics. Among
those who support self-determina-
tion, Workers Aid for Bosnia and
International Workers Aid, organised
by the Workers Hevolutionary Party
and the United Secretariat respec-
tively and backed by other tendén-
cies including the LIT, have present-
ed a multi-ethnic Buosnia as some
kind of strategic goal, refusing to
stress the need for a workers' repub-
hic or for the right of the Bosnian
army to receive arms. While there is
nothing wrong in principle with
sending aid convoys to multicethnic
areas like Tuzla, Workers Atd has
used them to develop a thoroughly
opportunist relationship with sup-
poriers and representatives of  the
lzetbegovic government. This has
led them to refuse o give promi-
nence o the call for the withdrawal
of Naw/TIN forces from Besnia for
fear of alienating their new fricnds.
In-contrast to this, our
Bosnian celf-determination 15 n
based on a liberal view of muiti-eth-
nicity, bul on the grounds that the
national struggles of the oppressed
are a component part of the interna-
tomal class struzgle,
14 There can be no just peace as
a result of the Dayton agree-
ment. Some Bosnian Muoslims have
talked of continuing the war, but the
60, 000-strong Mato Peace
Implementation  Farce, which will
melude 24,000 U5 combat twoops, is
wrillen into the deal to prevent this
happening. US military chicfs have
made it ¢lear that they will use max-
imum  force to impose parlition,
Before the new borders are turned
inta concrete and  barbed  wire.
Bosnians of all ethnic groups who
appose partiion should take advan-
tage of the divisions in the ruling
Parly of Democratic Action (SEA)
and demand that the Bosnian govem-
ment repudiates the agreement. They
should step up:the struggle against
the SDA s nationalist- majority led by

- Izethegovic, and ensure that the fight

for a multi-ethnic Bosnia continues.

3 Down -with the US peace plan!
Nato, UN and all imperialist forces
oul of ex-Yugoslavia!

U For @ just peace based on a muli-
ethnic, unitary Bosnian state and the
right of all refugees to return 1o their

systems and ammunition dumps.  peace. of workers” militias, multi-ethnic  lation transfers and legitimises ethnic  homes and live in safety! For the
While the bombing was in progress, Since the start of the war, we wherever possible, and independent  cleansing, we demand the right for right ta remrn for Serbs expelled
the Croatian army  advanced into have reselulely  defended  trade unions. We are for o multi-eth-  people of all ethnic groups to return  from Western Slavonia and Krajina!

Bosnia and, together with the
Bosnian Croat militias and  the
Bosnian govermment army, scized
large parts -of western and central
Bosnia from the Serbs. Again, thou-
sands of people fled their homes, this
time Bosnian Serbs heading nonh for
the arca -around HBanjaz  Luka.
Meanwhile, US envoy Richard
Holbrogke  was shutthing between
Zapreh, Belgrade and Sarajeve. pro-
maoting the new peace plan.
3 Berween June and  October,
thercfore. a significant shift in
the balance of power took place. The
Croat-ivieslim federation, established
in March 1994 under pressure from

the LIS and Germany, wis strength-,

Bosnia’s right 1o selfidetermination
— o I8 existence as an independent
multi-cthnic state over the whole ter-
ritory of the former republic. We
have sided militarity. with the
Bosnian government apainst the
Republika Srpska, which since 1992
has carried out ethnic cleamsing as its
atficial policy. We have therefore
demanded the lifting of the arms
embargo and defended the right of
the Bosnians to ohtam weapons from
wherever they choose. Bt while we
accept that the Bosnian government
has the right to seck military allies,
we are opposed 1o its  political
alliance  with ' Croatia, and o
Jzethepovie’s invitation - 1o the

nic workers” republic of Bosnia, and
we-call on class conscious workers in
Croatin: and Serbia to support this
demand and fight against their own
reactionary leaders. Ultimately, the
only wiy of guaranteeing the rights
of all minorities  in  former
Yugoslavia, and the entire Bualkan
peninsula, s within a voluntary
Federalion of Workers” Republics

This task requires the boilding of

Trotskyist parties throoghour the
entire region.
We are for the withdrawal of all
Mato/LIN. . forces.  We  are
opposed 1o all forms of imperialist
intervention, even where: these
uppesr tp, benefit the  beleaguered

o their homes. Any ‘solution” to the
war which does not take this into
account only lays the basis for future
conflicts.
12 A ‘central task facing work-
ers in all the states of ex-
Yugoslavia iz to ficht against the
restoration of privare ownership. The
present cconamic chaes — which i
particularly severe in Serhia and
Bosnia becapse of the war and the
UN sanctions — will lead w deecper
poverty. mass unemplovment and a
future of wape-slavery unless it is
addressed with a workers” plan,
Workers must resist every atiempl 1o
privatise slate properey by building
rank-and-file. Gctory and local com-
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3 Down with the political alliance
between the Bosnian povernment
and Croatia!

I For a workers® solution to nation-
alism and ethoic cleansing! Build
independent workers' organisations
and workers” militias! For a. mulii-
ethnic workers® republic of Bosnia!
O For a workers' plan against the
restorgtion of capilalism! Build fac-
tory and local conmmitices! Kick out
the capitalists! For workers® council
Fovermments!

QO For a voluntary Tederation of
workers” republics in ex-Yugaslavia!
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