EDITORIAL

THE STRUGGLE AGAINST THE
POLICIES OF CAPITALISM
REQUIRES A MARXIST
LEADERSHIP OF THE L.P.
AND T.0. LEFT

The nazi-type bombardment by Israeli planes of Lebanese civi—
lians after all manner of imperialist protestaticns on preserving
peace through the ‘multi—national’ force, shows the reality of the
plans of world imperialism. What Israel does with the instructions
of United States imperialism is what they intend o do to the Workers
States and the masses of the world. But they cannot decide the
timing of the conditions for the all—out war on humanity because
the force of the Workers States provokes the development of profound
defeatist currents within the central teams of Yankee imperialism.
When Jackson, a candidate for the Presidency, goes fo Assad and
gains the release of an American airnan against the wishes of
Reagan and the people who move the strings behind Reagan, itis
because there is a profound crisis in the Yankee bourgeoisie, se¢c—
tors of which resist the criminal schemes of the layers dedicated to
war with the Soviet Union. People like MacNamara, formerly of the
‘hawks’, seek to pull back feom the nucleat arms race.

Whereas North American imperialism lurches into endless crises
of decomposition, the Soviet Union conducts its internal purge
without weakening but, on the contrary, immensely strengthening its
life of thought and social develo‘pmentw The figures -
which bear out the foresight of Cde Posadas ~ are outstanding.
Thus twenty of the first regional secretaries have been rep laced
since the death of Brezhnev alone and nine of the twentythree de—
partments of the CC have changed Ieadersh:p, Al this is part of a
highly conscious struggle to terminate w:th the abuses of bureau~—
cracy. and develop a genuine elevated relat:onshlp with the popula~—
tion. This characterises the progress of the Soviet Union and it is
a profound limitation in the forces of the left in the Socialist ari:ess,,
‘in Europe who do not base themselves on this fact and its concomi—
tant, the unfailing support of the Soviet Union for all countries
which seek sacial progress o Angola, Ethlopla, Cuba elc. Thts
would give far more secunty and audactty to the forces of the left
who otherwise tend to remain in the margins of capitalist thinking.

SOVIET MASS DEMONSTRATIONS AGAINST THE WAR POLICIES
OF NORTH AMERICAN IMPERIALISM.

THE SOCIAL WEAKNESS OF CAPITALISM

The Thatcher government is an alrocity against the masses.
The proposed attacks on rent and raie assistance to the five million
of the poorest sectors of the population is typical of a regime which
works entirely for the class inferests, the putrefaction of capita—
lism. ~Huge sums on missiles, vast costs for a war against the
Irish masses in Northern lreland, and vast sums for the Malvinas
war. This is a class war and the left in the Labour Party and the
Unions have to assimilate the experience of what is meant by the
battle of the classes. Marx is not an effigy to praise but a method
of understanding and changing the world. The Tharcher regime is
trying to erect a police state, and the left does not have a consis—
tent tehdency to develop a programme and policy to lerminate with
this.  Capitalism objectively is extremely weak, but it seeks to
survive ‘in Britain on the basis of the active co—operation of a
sector of the trade union bureaucracy and the very limited opposition
of the Labour Parly. The trade union bureaucracy opied for Kinnock
in an effort to develop a more conservative leadership and with the
expulsion of the militant tendency hoped, through this, to contain

the superior forces developing towards Marxism in the Labour left.
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THE DEFEAT OF THE DICTATORSHIP
AND OF THE PERONIST RIGHT IN THE

ELECT!ONS IN ARGENTENA (EXTRACTS)
RESOLUTION OF THE IS

3.11.83

The recent elections in Argentina
have been a heavy blow against
the capitalist structure which sus—
Its
result has also been a blow at the
dictatorships of Chile and. Uruguay
and - gives -an  impulse for - the
struggle of the Chilean and Urugua—
yan-masses to finish also with their
reactionary and murderous regimes.
Imperialism: expefiences the boom-

erang effect meh the invasion of "

Grenada has. produced. At the same
time . that the electoraf result has
been a condemnation Qf the -regime
of assassinations, tortures and
disappearances, it has also been a

condemnation of the Peronist right

which ~was -involved. in-. the re—
pression ‘with the creation of the
Triple: A and the establishment of
the military dictatorships -

it has been. the influerice of the
world. process . of the. revolution
which has encouraged the cenira—
lisation of - the masses. in this
expression of anti~imperialist and
anti—capjtalist forces, because. the
local leadership was . not able fo
regroup the strength represented by
almost 90% of the votes with this
anti—imperialist and. anti—capitalist
character. Ignoring the: 10—15%of
the radical votes which come from
the camp of the bourgeoisie,~the
votes for Alfonsin, the more than
40% of the Peronist. yoles, and
2.5% of the votes of the Intransigent
Party, make a total of almost 90% of
the votes for the progress of Argen—
tina through anti—imperialist social
transformations and for the develop—
ment of democratic rights to achieve
and develop such measures.

Neither the oligarchy nor im—
perialism, nor the military right
wing, have been able to have a
party or a candidate of importance
which regrouped or even got 3 o 4%
of the votes, These have been the

principle forces defeatéd in these
elections,  and  ‘the bourgeoisie
expresses its weakness in having
to conceal itself behind Alfonsin,
who is a candidate with left and

anti—imperialist positions, ‘Alfonsin

reflects ' the existence of radical
anti—-imperialist and anti-Socialist
currents -and - his ' position against
the dictatorship and- for democratic

rights have had an effect on ex—
.tensive layers ‘of the popufation

which ‘want to finish with ‘all the
policies of terror. These sectors of
the population see that Peronism
contained-leaders who were respon—

=sible forthe dictarorship’ which
_began with - Isabel . Peron,

- The
bourgeoisie: who voted radical, that

is about 10% of votes, now want to

weigh. more than the rest and to try
to -contain theaprocess, but this is
going to.-clash -fundamentally with
the character of the anti=imperialist
and anti—capitalist vote which the
masses. have .given to the radicals,
as to the Petonists and the Intrarn—
sigenis. . The world bourgecis press
-~ as also.sectors of the radical
right — want to.show the result as
one of party and soc:al d:ws:on
and : the liquidation  of Peronism,
when' in reality -a more extensive
movement. - for social unification
than ever before has appeared. in the
Argentinian masses, to terminate
with the dictatorship, t6 expel im—
perialism and the oligarchy, for full
democratic rights, for the investi~
gation of all the previous repression
and for disorganising the power of
the army. Neither Peronism nor the
working class has been defeated,
but what has been defeated is the
Peronist right which believed that
they could hide all their murderous
intentions as regards the masses
behind the images of Peron. The
electoral result indicates a profound
condemnation by the masses of all
this Peronist leadership of Lorenzo
Miguel and Iglesias. The sector of
the = masses who before voted
Peronist _and now inciined to
Alfonsin, still maintains its anti—
imperialist  and  anti-caepitalist
conviction, seeing in Alfonsin a
candidate to be influenced in this
perspective. Hence there is no
defeat ‘of Peronism, but there has
been. a defeat of the bourgeois
leadership and the Peronist bureay—

cracys The 'masses condemned

their methods, their arrogance and

their participation in the regime of
‘the d:ctatorsh/p.

The ‘Central: point of the ¢am—
paign.-of ‘Alfonsin, ‘which has had
aneffect on ‘layers of the petit
bourgeoisie, ‘was  the struggle
against. the dictatorship . and for

. demograticirights: : Also the Peropssivrs

ist masses even voting for Peronism
went to.meetings to reprimand thelr :
leaders:: for mvolvement with - the
dictatorsh/p, “Thus, there is no

-social division between the masses

who. voted for Peron and those who
voted: for Alfonsin; and hence. now
Ihey make demonstrations logether,
The masses celebrated the blow to
the dictatorship which contains the
efectoral result, "and show.. their
intention: to -intervene in: the de-

"Ismns of the country in the nexi
Stagea

1t.is for this reason that there is
no:.social. division. nor - separation
between the working class and the
petit . bourgeoisie, The - working
class in its majority has maintained
its centralisation and voted for the
lists ‘of Peronism. The vote for
Peronism fell by 10% in comparison
with .the elections for Campora.
This fall represents small layers of
the workers' movement and, above
all, of the petit bourgeoisie who
stopped voting for it but not against
Peronism, nor the anti—imperialist
programme  with which it pefore
supported Peronism. It has rejec-
ted “voting for all the present
Peronist leaders. | these sectors
have oscillated it is also because.
the working class has not been able
to take the leadership in time so as
to attract thems The leadership of
Miguel and Co. has prevented the
working class appearing much more
as leader in the social process of
Argentina, whereas in the recent
strikes the working class paralysed
the whole country.
The- working class, the Peronist
feft, has not been able to make a
Turn to page3
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Turl:ey since the war has seen a
permanent process of disequilibrium
and instability which is the result
of the pressure between the old
landowner layer which governs the
country and

new layers of the bourge-
~oisie. The bourgeocisie have an
interest in economic development
in linking with the world but without
ceasing to have interests in the
land. In Turkey there is no solid
industrial bourgeoisie, but there is
a large landowner bourgeoisie with
feudal customs and with very little
modern  economic  development.
There is a large base of poor pea-
sants who have no place in a coun-
try which develops and expands in
population. Hence there are a
million Turkish workers in Germany
and half a million distributed in
other countries.

Even with the remittances which
the workers who work abroad send,
Turkey is one of the poorest coun-
fries in the world and its industrial
and scientific development is very
fow. There is an intellectual and
cultural development which is much
more advanced than the economy of
the Turkish bourgeoisie. The com-
bative will of the masses also
develops as part of the influence of
the world and of the Workers States.
Hence it is the army which decides
elections in Turkey; there is 3 vote
and an election, but it is the army
which decides -~ much the same as
in Bollvia. There it is more out-
rageous because in Bolivia there is
a cultural, social and political
power infinitely superior to Turkey,
because the miners are organised.
and have an experience of power.
But, if in Bolivia there is a bourge~
ois power there is no power of the
petit bourgeoisie, and thus it is the
army which is the political and
social representative of capitalism,
Turkey is like this, and hence the
military coups.

The struggles of Turkey to con—
trol the local islands, which costs
them a great deal to occupy and
maintain, is aimed to influence
Turkey internally and make people
feel the *greatness.of Turkey’, to
intensify national sentiment in the
petit bourgeoisie, to receive support
and substitute for the lack of pro—
viding ideas, money and work.
This is the depth of the history of
Turkey in a simplified form.

‘at the same time,

THE PROCESS IN TURKEY | POSADAS

20 10 8o

Written shoitly before his death, two and a half years ago, this article
by Cde Posadas explains the structure of the process in Turkey confirmed
by the most recent events. The military have no solution for Turkey and
the new government of Ozal strives lo solve the impasse of Turkish

capitalism at the expense of the masses.

But a policy of total rejection

of the Workers States is not possible and it is interesting to note that
the new Foreign Minister is a former hoad of the Turkish Mission in

Moscow.

The formation of the party of
Ecevit (People’s Republican Party,
with social democrat orientation)
developed after the war. Ecevit is
Socialist of the “modem’” type, that
is social democrat, although a litile
more to the left than the usual
social democrat but not much. The
poetry of Ecevit (he has published
various books) is better than his
politics. 1t is necessary 1o say to
Ecevit ‘why don'r you govern with
your poems?’

In Turkey, a constituted bourge~
oisie with influence over the petit
bourgeoisie does not exist, and
there does not exist a strong petit
bourgeoisie, the product of indus—
trialisation — that is to say, deve-
loped economically, cuiturally,
socially, and technologically. In
not having power, the bourgeoisie
has to develop by substituting for
its lack of social weight and thus,
to put up
with Ecevit.

it is necessary to consider that,
if Ecevit came to the fore after the
war and not before, it is in this
sense a result of the ascent of war,
The most important of the financial
and economic weight of the bourge—
oisie is directed to the war, fo
NATO, and lived and lives bound
up with it.This makes it cautious,
uninterested in, and seeking to
impede economic, social and cul-
tural development — and thus it
depends on imperialism and the
landowners. The sector of the
industrial bourgeoisie is very

small; the sector of development in
science and culture which develops
consequently political understand~
ing and capacity is very slow, and
hence Ecevit arose. He is the
result of this process which is the
tesult of an internal political move

~-ment based on the development of
industry as a result of culture,
technology and science; but it is
also on the world influence of the
progress made in a Socialist form.
As Ecevit does not represent Mar—
xist ideas towares Socialist policy
he stays with poelry and a little
Socialism, and hence yields in
policy. Ecevit has not organised
a movement, party or cadres, and
hence also the Turkish proletariat
is weak within Turkey, although
outside itis strong.

The bourgeoisie itself, those
who discuss the coup, act fore—
seeing the weight of the proletariat
which is outside affecting Turkey
internally. - The world bourgeoisie
is conscious of this process but
cannot impede it, so that — in going
to other  countries, above ali
Germany ~ the Turkish workers are
nourished with an enormous cultural
social and political understanding
but also with something else. These
are the contradictions of capitalism,
and there is no party the trade
unions organised “in time which
elevates this culture to provide
revolutionary, social, political
culture.

The previous military coups, and
those always in preparation, do
not express the real force of the
tendencies in the army. There is

a development of tendencies of the

left in the army, and hance Ecevit
could assume the presidency - not
only as the least evil bul because
they helieve him to be necessary.
There are many soldiers of the left
influenced by the development of
Socialism in the world. These are
not soldiers individually, but very
great currents.

The backwariness of Turkey is
not inevitable, but the bourgeoisie

is backward. Bolivia is not back-
ward, it is the bourgeoisie which is
backward. The workers of Bolivia
and Turkey have shown thar they
develop with the most elevated
levels of culture and science, which
they express in policy. They
struggle for statification, for plan—
ning the most elevated aspects of
science and culture. It is the back-
ward bourgeoisie which maintains
private property and impedes the
development of science, technology
and culture.  But, in backward
countries like Turkey and Bolivia
where there is little development of
the economy, science and culture
develop through political struggle.
Hence the military coups are made
to impede an inclination of the in-
fluence of the Workers States and
of the masses of the world to impel
the trade union and political leader—
ship of Turkey lowards  the left.
These coups are made to break the
external influences; to impede the
maturing of currents and tendencies
which show that in orderto emerge
from backwardness, it is necessary
to get rid of the bourgeoisie. This
is the source of the military coup of
Turkey, even without there being a
defined tendency, because there is
an agreement between the different
sectors as in Bolivia, It is an
agreement belween different ten-
dencies in which also there are
tendencies which propose that
it is not necessary to retreat.
Hence they have given increases
in wages to maintain the internal
market and develop the economy.

There is a combination of industrial
and landowning sectors in Turkey
but it is the landowners who have 2
greater weight who decide. Hence
the army has a heterogeneous com-—
bination. The problem of Islam is
mainfained by the landowners and

the reactionary sectors of the army
as a means of keeping the sentiment
and thought of the Turkish masses
paralysed. But the world is over-
coming Islam. It is being taken,
isolated, and made to march with
the revolution. That is to say, it is

not a fundamental problem to decide

and polemicise,up on but

it is necessary to elevate the
teligious people and the masses
theoretically,  politically  and
socially. 1t is of fundamental im-
portanee to make the masses live
the world.

In order to overcome the back—
wardness which the bourgeoisie
signifies, it is necessary o make a
movement which shows that the
paths of the bourgeoisie have ne
possibility of development. The
bourgeoisie wants to develop and
escape submission to the land-
owners, to develop a certain base
of the economy even in the sphere
of arms manufacture. In other
words, it wants a certain indepen—
dent development. This is the
basis of the present coup. When
the coup was made my first opinion
was that it was very like the 1943
coup in Argentina (1). It is neces~
sary to see. There are other con-
ditions but taking Peron as a
tepresentation of the process, in
this sense the process opened by
the coup in Turkey has not ended.
There is a struggle between ten-
dencies which is expressed in the
increase of wages. They allow
some freedom at the same time that
they contain the workers' movement
so that it does not have freedom of
action and cannot be used to gain
advantage. Hence the suppression
of political parties and trade unions
s0 ‘that they do--not propose an
activity which organises their
forces, because the military is not
strong. Above all, because if the
trade unions and the parties con—
tinue they will influence the army
and give form to existing tendencies.

There is an absence of political
and trade union life, of the life of
ideas in Turkey, which is also
through the situation of the country
where it has not been possible to
push forward a free life before and
now. But before, even with Ecevit,
Communists, like the Socialist left
and the groups, could have raised a
task of political clarification and
culture. But they have developed
a life of attacks and disputes.
Conflict is right when there are
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SINN FEIN from pege 4

The weakening of the whole
unionist apparatus in the North,

the crisis of the government in the
South, is not the result of local
conditions but of world conditions,
Without the existence of the Soviet
Union and its readiness to confront
imperialism at every turn, British
imperialism would still be very
secure in Ireland, To see the role
of the Soviet Union and the Workers
States is fundamenta! for Sinn Fein
to elevate still further its political
perspectives, The fight to be rid of
British imperialism is not confined
to lreland, The logic of the evolu-
tion of Sinn Fein is to break with
a purely nationalist standpoint and
see that the liberation of the North
and the implementation of Socialist

policies in Ireland requires a
unified programme and policy
towards a Socialist Federation of
Britain and lreland., Thete is not
going to be a ‘nationalist’ solution
where Ireland achieves a withdrawal
of British troops and that's it.
British imperialism will not and
cannot allow a Socialist develop-
ment in lreland to proceed and, in
any case, it is maintaining a
pattlefield in the North as its
training ground for preparations for
civil war in Britain, and seeks to
incorporate Southern ireland into
NATO.

Moreover, the Southern bourge—
oisie are in an immense crisis
even with a collaborating Labour

—

Party in its government.  One
minister has resigned precisely
over the issue of statification, and
the intervention of Sinn Fein in the
South represents 3 serious threat
to the whole tottering structure of
politics in the South. A common
class war engulfs Britain and
freland.

That is why British imperialism
is trying to break the link between
Sinn Fein and the Labour left. A
continuous elevation of the political
understanding of Sinn Fein is a

missile aimed at British imperialism
which can do immense damage, and
that is the reason for the ‘frame up'
of Sinn Fein in the Harrods bombing,

OUT WITH SOUTH AFRICAN
TROOPS FROM ANGOLA

British imperialists sent many to
their deaths in the Malvinas war
for its class objectives, and when
they speak of ‘horror and outrage’
over the Harrods bombing it is to
their class interest fo say so,
because they could not care any~
thing for human lives ~ as when
they sunk the Belgrano or connived
at the Yankee invasion of Grenada,

AND NAMIBIA
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THE DEFEAT OF THE DICTATOR
~SHIP

leadership structured in time, as
the substitute for the apparatus of
the trade union bureaucracy and of
the Peronist rights An Important
element to consider is that, even
with the leadership of the right, the
working class has worked in a
centralised and cohesive way by
voting Peronists The 40% vole
which has been achieved has not
been effective electorally, but
socially represents the decisive
economic and political sector, the
proletariat, because it is the sector
which has gone through the richest
experiences and because it is going
to be the centre of the next struggle
in the country. lIts cohesive vote
for Peronism, at the same time that
it maintains and elevates the
criticism of its leadership, shows
that it is preparing to intervene and
that it constitutes the most solid
force for any process for the trans—
formations in Argentina. Even the
most simple of democratic rights
cannot be achieved without the
active participation of the working
class, it has voted Peronist to
keep itself unified, and also under—
slanding thate In pushing Peronism
to government it could place itself
in more direct contact with the
leadership of the country. The
prolefariat has security in the fact
that the process is goinyg to accel—
erate the stages towards liquidating
the Peronist right and to transform
the process into one superior to
that of Campora. This attitude of
the working class arises through
its function in the economy and in
society, through its political ex—
perfence which in. Argentina has
always meant working in a centra—
lised way and through the influence
of the world which daily elevates
its understanding and security.
The Peronist working class has
seen that Yankee imperialism,
which is much more powerful than
Lorenzo Migue! and his killers,
cannot smash Nicaragua or Cuba,
and can hardly put foot on little
Grenada, as it explodes under it;
thus the working class understood
that these rotten leaderships would
not have been able to contain it in
a process where it could intervene
more directly through a Peronist
govemnments The petit bourgeoisie,
which is the force which massively
decided the triumph of Alfonsin,
seeing this perspective with the
experience of previous Peronist
governments, did not feel secure lo
vote with the working class. In the
workers' vote the class imtuition
decided, which in the absence of
leadership was not extended to the
petit bourgeoisie. But, although
voting separately, programmatically
socially and politically, proletarial
and petit bourgeoisie masses are
uniteds All are convinced that it is
necessary to expel imperialism and
expropriate the oligarchy, and that
the masses have to intervene in the
decisive problems of the country.

It is necessary to value enorm—
ously what the Peronist working
class has done. It has understood
that it was not only a question of
winning elections but of the revoly—
tionary political leadership for
social transformations.  Peronism
has now had many elections, bu¥
this has been insufficient because
in the process the movement has not
succeeded in structuring the leading

cadres in a programmatic anti—
capitalist movement. The intemal
process in Peronism is going to
continue and it is necessary to
intervene to accelerate the clean—
sing of all the old leadership to
develop Peronism into an anti—
imperialist movement for revolu—
tionary  social  transformations.
Hence, the working class has to be
able to intervene and has to develop
a programme of trade union rights
which includes the defence of
centralisation in a single CGT with
full rights for different revolutionary
tendencies. It is necessary 1o im—
pose the immediate expulsion of
Miguel and lglesias. The masses
have now expressed their opinion of
them in the most recent meetings,
not allowing them to speak and
hissing at them. The working class
has to take positions on all the
problems of the country and the
world, through free discussions in
the factory committees and in the
trade unjon, supporting the propo—
sals of Alfonsin, tending to recover
and to develop democratic rights
and measures aimed to be inde—
pendent of imperialism, and to
regulate internal trade for the
benefit of the populations

The tactic as regards the pro—
gramme of Alfonsin and its possi-
bilities is going to be important
in the next stage in the process of
the formation of the leadership in
the workers’ movement and the left.
Alfonsin placed the centre of his
campaign on the question of demo—
cratic liberties, ‘non-alignment’,
and has proposed to investigate and
renegotiate the external debt. In
the middle of the campaign, Alfonsin
declared against the Yankee inva—

sion of Grenada and made a series:

of trade union demands, such as
the sliding scale of wages; and all
these proposals cannot be resolved
within the capitalist structure of
Argentina, As soon as Alfonsin
takes office he is going to have to
confront imperialism and, for this,
will have to resort to the social
support of the working class and
the massess The masses see the
situation which is opening in the
country, and for this they have
celebrated together to prepare to
intervene in a process which goes
towards a confrontation with
imperialism.

It is for this anti-imperialist
programme that the petit bourgeoisie
was inclined to support Alfonsin,
and it shows the maturity reached
by these social sectors which is
the product of the influence of the
revolution on its consciousness,
its sentiments and its course of
action. The progress of Nicaragua,
of Cuba, and of the little big revo—
lutions — like Grenada — have been
educating these social layers who
are losing confidence in the capi—
talist sy stem, at the same time
that they advance in the understan—
ding of the need for the way of
planning of the economy, nationa—
lisation, and the intervention of
the masses in all the problems.

in order to devziop the produc—
tive apparatus of Argentina, finan—
cial means are required which
imperialism has no interest in
giving, nor has European capitalism
‘despite the hopes of Alfonsin),
except for some special branches
in which it is interesteds The only
aspect in which world capitalism is
interested is the paying of the debt

and it is not going to help to de~
velop those aspects of the economy
which could compete with itself
Even supposing there was success
in  stimulating the productive
apparatus, the question is then
posed — and the market? With the
wage increases, it is possible to
extend the internal market; but this
will be insufficient for Argentine
industry which, at one time, traded
with all Latin America. The Latin
American market has now narrowed
because all the countries are up to
the neck in debt to imperialism and,
in so far as the domestic market
grows, the European bourgeoisie
are also going to seek to use it:
and they can produce the same
products as Argentinian industry
at half the price. Thus, there is no
solution on the capitalist path,
but there is a solution through
olacing the economy at the service
of the population, with workers®
and popular controls There is a
solution by programming. the econo—
my as a whole of the countries of
Latin America, breaking the depen-
dency of imperialism and extending
the relation and agreements with
the Socialist countries, B

An ‘expression of this process
experienced by the Argentinian
petit bourgeoisie is the movement
of the women whose relatives dis—
appeared under the government of
the military assassins,  Even in
propgsing one aspect of the struggle
against the dictatorship their
movement is important, but it has'
not remained at one aspect only, It
has maintained a consistency ang
continuity in struggle which is not
normal to the social sector from
which it originates and has taken
on a. profound anti-capitalist
meanifigs

Within the radicals aiéb a crisis
is going to occur whether it's be—
cause Alfonsin was not expecting
to receive such a tremendous vote
or because the radical right is going
o seek to contain the revolutionary
contant of the majority of the
Radical votes. When there is such
a massive voting tendency in
which all the remaining bourgeois
parties lose their base of support
and concentrate around the Radical
candidate; when also the Peronists
lost a part of their votes which go
to Alfonsin, this is possible be—
cause the masses have seen that
the positions of the left of the
movement of Alfonsin are shown to
be accessible to the Intervention of
the masses. The anti—imperialist
and anti—capitalist progress of the
world is expressed in this massive
action of the petit bourgeoisie of
Argentina, as also in the progress‘
of the Alfonsin movement which
affected the leadership of the
Radicals based on the sectors of
the youth who have a Socialist
orientations The only leadership
which is now absent in Argeniiiz
has been provided by the world pro~—
cess of the revolution which has
orientated the intervention of the
masses in these elections, through
the vote to the Radicals as to those
of the Peronistas and the Intansi—
gentes on the oine thal, in order to
eliminate the reactionary dictator-
ship and military power, it Is ne-—
cessary to act as in Nicaragua and
Cuba, to expel imperialism and ex—
propriate the oligarchys In the
same way that the world process
is going to continue advancing in
favour of the revolution, the masses
of Argantina are not going to awaijt

the radical government, but are
going to intervene to impel a pro—
cess to the left.

In this process, it is necessary
to consider the question of the
army. It has always consiituted,
as Cde Posadas analysed, the party
of the bourgecisie and of the
agrarian and financial oligarchy
alflied to the Yanks. Alfonsin and
his layers of the bourgeoisie have
the intention of depriving it of the
power of making coup d’etats.

In order to achieve such an ob-—
lective, it is necessary to modify
the structure and the oy jective of
the army. The proposals of Alfon—
sin to make a more democratic
leadership of the armed forces
similar to the European armies is a
progress, but insufficients It is
necessary to democratise the whole
of the army, to make a profound in—
vestigation of what occurred during

- the regime of the dictatorship, and

to expel and expropriate the corrupt
and assassin elements, and fto
bunish them all. It is necessary to
use the weakness in which the
armed forces have remained, to
deprive them of all the power which
they have used. It is not a Ques—
tion of liquidating the army now, but
to provide a programme which breaks
with the structure of the army, of
the hierarchy, and which gives
complete democracy to the soldiers,
to the left, and to nationalist
officersand NCO. It is necessary,
also, to dismiss all the reactionary
soldiers, re—incorporating those
who were expelled for progressive
ideas, to expropriate the property
of those who enrich themselves,
making use of military power and
declaring the incompatibility be—
tween military responsibility and
participation in the management of
private firms. The armed forces
can varticipate in economic develop
~ment, but through statified pro—
perty and supporting an anti—
imperialist policy and programme,

Anti—imperialist policy is not
only a question of election but it is
the ‘sine qua non’ to extract
Argentina from the backwardness
in which the military government
has left its  Imperialism cannot now
establish relations with the couri
tries of Latin America as befors,
in which it shared certain benefits
with sectors of the oligarchy and
the local bourgeovisie. Now, the
external debt of these countries is
not the result of business or in-
vestments which serve to extend
the economy and the ocapitalist
social base, but it is a consequence
of the fact that the Yankee economy

makes world capitalism pay for its
desperate counter—revolutionary
course against the Soviet Union,
against Nicaragua, against the
Arab and Palestinian masses in the
Middle East, and against Grenada,

The trade agreements with the
Workers States, with the USSR
principally, even with the dictator—
ship, could not be retreated upon.
They express a necessity for the
economic and social progress of the
couniry. Many projects, like that of
the Panama River development have

been paralysed because the dig—
tatorship  represented ofigarchic

interests which benefit by selling
the products of agriculiure and
were not interested in the projects
of development which the Soviets
proposed, The maintenance of
these agreements has served for
the education of the masses that it
is possible to advance in relation
with the Socialist countries (it is
necessary to record that these syp—
borted completely the Malvinas
struggle) and also served to break
the imperialist front against the
USSR when Carter proposed the
wheat  boycott and Argentina did
not participate. It is necessary to
programme these agreements so
that they serve the development and
the progress of the countrys For
this reason they cannot remain in
the imperialist oligarchic commer—
cial structure and the Soviet Union,
but it is necessary to establish
relations directly with the state in
a way to plan with the income from
the sale of grain and meat with
the development of the country.

This demands also changes in
the country which necessarily must
lead to confrontation with imperia—
lism, the oligarchy and the top
sectors of the bourgeoisie who en—
riched themselves during the epoch
of the dictatorship. It is necessary
to expropriate the large imperialist
and oligarchic properties, to return
to the hands of the state all the key
plants privatised during the military
government, to make a public in—
vestigation of the exte nal debt
with imperialism in such a way
that the whole of the masses can
intervene, with the trade union,
political, student and youth organ—
isations. It is necessary to open a
public discussion on where Argen—
tina is going and on the necessity
to break with imperialism. Imperi—
alism has been the principle cause
of the backwardness of the Latin
American countries, the same
system which, to defend all the
relation of backwardness, invades
Grenada; well, to this system
Latin America must pay imperialism
more than $40,000 million, and what
is the result? what is the price of
progress? But the Workers States
who all have a plan of progress
for the country, and which impel the
progress in the world, are the
debtors of Argentina.

The recent elections in Argen—
tina have shown the maturity of the
massegs to advance in these djge
cussions and in the structuring of
the revolutionary leadership for
the next struggles which will put
on the agenda the need for the anti—
capitalist and anti~imperialist
programme.

3.11.82
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ON TURKEY  from page 2

tonditions close to the taking of

power inwhich it is not possible to
expect that some will understand,
i.e. it is necessary to go to power
and then the doubters will under—
stand on that basis. But this is
still a stage where it is necessary

to understand and thus to pole—~

- micise and, in polemic, to argue.
To argue means the most specific
form of culture. Culture is know-
ledge, and it is necessary to organ—
ise understanding and persuasion
and thus culture develops.

In Turkey it is necessary to
develop discussion, taking inlo
account more than a million Turkish

workers in emigration and the in—.

fluence over the Turkish women
who still maintain aprevious tradi-
tion, but this is now breaking down.
It is still there but it is fragile.
The Turkish women are going to

become the equal of men, as the

men quite suddenly outside Turkey
are developing experiences, senti~
ments and consciousness — inclu~
ding the children, and they are
going to weigh, and weigh already
on the family. In Europe Socialist
sentiments ~are developing, not
simply an industrialisation process.
They cannot do so in a more pro-
found -and constant form, because
they cannot develop the necessaty
political life. It is nol necessary

to take as representative the number

of Turkish workers who come to
Europe to get money to live  well

- it:is a minimum percentage.. The

majority of the workers and Turkish
petit bourgeoisie come to work in
Europe because they need to, bul
they also assimilate the culture of
the world. The most elevated form
“of extending culture is to develop
Socialist ideas.

It is necessary to develop in
Turkey an activity aimed to explain
the process of the world, in order to
create the cadres who can aim or

create the mearns of 2 discussion

- with the effect of seeing that it is

~the conditions of the world which
determine the individual behaviour
even of Yankee imperialism ~ the
world relation of forces based on
the superiorily of Socialism led by
the Soviet Union. If the Yanks were
the ones who decided, the war would
already have broken out. Thus this
relation of forcws imposes on the

- Yanks this -murderous passivity

which it cannot use, or uses only
limitedly as in EI Salvader. It is
not the imperialists who decide
- but the Workers States. The masses

“of the world, including the Turks,

see and feel this. They do not have
the scientific and university know-
ledge, but they have the practical
‘experience and proof. ‘

It is necessary to develop a
political “activity to Cexplain
matters for the petit bourgeois
and - intellectual layers of ‘the
Ecevit movement, to show that the
failure of the government of Ecevit

~and the triumph of Denirel and the
coup against Demirel - not Ecevit -
arose because they saw that this
structure was falling. The organi-
sers of the coup are a tendency
which performs a reactionary func—

‘hon in the name of a bourgeoisie

which is trying to establish itself
-and wants the support of everyone
that is not breaking with NATO and

not breaking with the Soviets,

accentuating that they are - - not
against the Sov:ets. Hence the
agitation of the Yanks who, ten

“minules -after the coup, gave their

support. . They knew that the coup
was. coming and feared that within
this a pro—Soviet military tendency
which exist would develop: hence
they said ‘We support’, in order to

affirm the pro—~Yankee tendency

against . the tendency which -
without being openly pro-Soviet —
seeks Soviet support in disputing
with the Yanks.

It is necessary to push forward
a cullural and trade union class
struggle and, at the same time, one
of preparing cadres to act today.
The weight of the world is going
to determine the conditions of
Turkey. "It is not Turkey which is
going to determine the world. The
blows which they are giving can
last some years, but new forces of
the bourgeoisie are not going to
crystallise It will weaken, break,
fragment, and different currents will
arise. In Demirel’s movement there
was a fascist current, but another
which wanted an agreement with
Ecevit, and this' is because the
bourgeoisie has no  perspective
either economically or politically
and thus neither. socially nor
militarily.
28.10.80
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Note

(1) This refers to the military coup

of 1943 ‘which overthrew the con—
stitutional President and opened a

in' 1945 he became leader.

SINN FE!N AND THE
FAILURE OF BRITISH IMPERIALISM

The ‘Harrods bombing is” being
utilised by British imperialism to
justify increased repression in
Northern lreland, closer links with
the Southem msh bourgeoisie, and
increased surveillance and repres—
sion in Britain. A whole campaign
of ‘moral outrage’ has been con~
ducted by British imperialism over
the past few days with massive
coverage in all the organs of capi«-
talist opinion, and the need, there—
fore, to accelerate repression.
Thatcherosaurus  goes over -lo
Norther lreland where the Catholic
masses are subjected to brutal
intimidation and speaks about the
necessity to defend ‘freedom and
democracy’. Although her speeches
do not make this clear, she is
referring to the right of the capi-

talists and their - organs .of re—
repression to kill, imprison and lie,
That is the democracy British
imperialism applauds.

In what context
d idthis bombing occur? ~ The
sanctimonious campaign launched
by British imperialism is the result
of .the political advance of Sinn
inn over the last period. ~ The

Sinn Fein leadership specifically
denied its role in this affair, and
there is no doubt that whatever the
people involved in this bombing
it is a form of collusion between
British. imperialism and the right
wing sectors of Irish nationalism,
There has been, and continues to
be, a struggle over the line of the
Sinn Fein, and the election of
Adams meant a real iriumph for
those who put weight not only on
the military but also the political
and social programme against
imperialism.  The various killer
organisations linked to British im-
perialism in the North have been
especially “active over the recent
period. The sectarian killing of the
Protestants in church and the RUC
killings of Catholics are to be seen
as a systematic campaign of British
imperialism and its allies to counter
-act the growing influence of Simn
Fein.

British imperiaiism has two' pre~
occupations ~ to block the growing
weight of Sinn Fein in Ireland where
it is intervening more and more in
both North and South, and also fo
cut the links which are developing
between Sinn Fein and the Labour
Party. In the former case, Prior

speaks of the fdanger of ‘another
Cuba in Ireland and, although such
a thing is unimaginable before the
final encounter, there is no doubt
that the influence of Sinn Fein is
now a serious menace because it is
not only struggling to free ‘lreland
from the grip of British imperialism
but, in this, has a Socialist per-
spective for Ireland. Sinn Fein is
trying to develop a weight in the
Labour Party sg that, at some date,
they hope to induce a sufficient
weight of opinion in Britain for
withdrawal from Ireland.

It is the balance of ferces in the
world favourable to the advance tg
Socialism and unfavourable to im-
perialism which-has resulted in the
qualitative leap by the forces of
Sinn Fein. - -As Cde  Posadas
analysed, the H Block hunger strike
was evidence of 3 profound wish for
major social transformations, and at
that moment the struggle was
limited to a conflict over a hunger
strike, but since then the political
current for major re—orientation of
policy has become more and more
clear, At-the same time, Sinn Fein
could go much-further and influence
much more the process in Britain.

Turn to pege 2

. the capitalist conception of democracy:

period of struggle between diverse
tendencies iz the amy — one of
which was represented by Peron,
who was Minister of Labowr and

48 s necessary to . meel

Editorial from page1

in the short run this can, and has had, a limited effect, but it is
not possible to block the development of left forces in the trade
unions and the Labour Party simply because capitalism now has no
perspective to offer save decline and war.  Kinnock is obliged to
affirm the most anti—capitalist demand — rejection of  nuclear arms
and the need to remove them from Britain. On the other hand, the
left has to confront the pro—capitalist sectors in the unions ina
much more vigorous way on the basis of theoretical clarification.
The Chapells, Murrays, etc., have nothing to do with Socialism.
They respect all the norms of capitalism. They particularly accept
i-e. democgracy for those
who possess properly and try to smash the population of Northern
Ireland. The TGWU, NUR, NUM who oppose the collaboratidhist
positions of Murray and the other attempted undertakers who seck
to bury the independs nce of the workers’ movement, must do so not
just with strikes or repudiation but with a superior class position,
an open clarification of ideas: i.e. the role of the statified economy
and the experience of the Soviet Union. The discussion has to go
beyond the limited and parochial discussions on secondary picket—

ting. This is very important, bul the necessity to arm a new left
unionism and left in the Labour Party requires a world view to
smash the capitalist conceptions in the unions, o purge these
sectors whose only function is to maintain the workers subject to
the norms of capitalist society. When people like Murray denounce
as madness organised opposition to the Thatcher regime, it is
because, for them, it really is madness to think outside the norms
of capitalism. They are affronted by the ideas of Marxism or the
progress of the Soviet Union, much as the capitalists are.

Millions are now unemployed, but neither the Labour Party or
the Unions have been engaged to organise. a life of combative oppo—
sition and discussion. All has been left at the level of passivily.
The Labour Left should have publications which discuss and orien-
tact the various strike actions of the workers, and they should seek
to develop a life with the masses. The experience of the Toxteth
riots are likely to be repeated in various forms in the future because
the population will -not forever tolerale repressive impoverishment
at the behest of a suppurating social system. The left in.the LP
and the Unions should fake cognisance of this, and prepare fo
mtervene to harness the capacily of the population in mobilisations
which can weigh on the rest of the petit bourgeo:s:e. Otherwise
the strength of the proletariat and the most oppressed is not seen
‘and capitalism gains a social breathing space. Capitalism is also

-preparing to confront civil war with a regime of repression.

all, mebilisations with ideas and programme,confronting the norms
of capitalism. . It is only the lack of preparation of the workers
parties and lrade unions which allows capitalism to take initiatives
~ the situation at Peuguol in France is another example of the

limitations of the workers’ leaderships in front of the positions of :

capitalism. It is true the Thatcher coven is full of contradictory
elements and the Conservative Parly is rent with factions, but
this capitalist opposition is not the force which will smash capita—~
lism that depends on the workers’ movement.

-

!t is necessary lo raise the slogans in the Yrade usnion cpposition
to capitalism for the statification of the economy, workers’ controf

~of industry and public works, 1o meet the needs of the unemployed.

The left can advance much more than it is. There is still not
an adequate appreciation of the levels of bourgeois disintegration.
When Healey, who speaks for sectors of ihe bourgeoisie, rejects
the instaliation of the Cruise missiles here and the women of
Greenham Common continue their struggle against the policy of
missiles, it is because large segtors within capitalism have no
confidence in the perspectives of American imperialism and donot
wish to be annihilated for the sake of American imperialism. This
weakness could be capitalised much more by the Labour left and
the CND movement is going to continue, and is open to, a policy of
social transtormations — because the struggle cannot remain at the
oeneral struggle against war, but against the causes of war,against
capitalism. The CND leadership has basically recognised that it
is not the Soviet Union which is the source of the process towards
war, but Yankee imperialism. :

This Conservative government cannot organise any economic
‘recovery’. Any economic ‘gains’ will to solely to the capitalist
class, and only iimite d sectors of that. At the same time, it con—
fronts the rest of European capitalism in the ECM and thus all the
system is weakened. Capitalism is contracting irretrievably  in is
social support, nationally and internationally. - But the Workers
States are everywhere, sustaining the process in Bolivia or Zim—
babwe, sustaining the peace movement, sustaining the massive
process in Argentina or the steady decomposition of Spanish capi—
talism. It is only on the basis of a world comprehension that an
organised Marxist left can emerge in Britain in the LP and the
Unions. 6. 1 84

all this with mobilisations -and,; above . k




ARCHIVO
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- THE STRUGG!L

The totat world crisis of ‘capi~
talism expresses itself on every
level, but primarily in the war,
preparations.. The affair of General
Kiessling, of NATO and capitalist
Germany ~(FDR), s part of this
. crisise . Kiessling is-at ‘best un=
certain-about the war which-imperi=
alism prepares:against the Workers-
States, and  probably - opposed.
Indeed, a-large sector of the German
bourgesisie are frightened of a war
which will -mean their own liguida~
fions - Yankee imperialism :was
behind. -the trumped—up -charge: of
homosexuality-* against - Kiessling
in-anattempt to temove -an un-
reliable element fromNATO, They
have failed in this.“Kohl has been-
forced to retreat, even though he
was under: pressure from the right
wing . of the German bourgeoisie,
represented-- by Strauss -and by
Yankee. imperialism. - This ‘means
that he was under enormous: pressure
from - anti-war-forces. inside the
FDR.- ~ w

 The Kiessling affair represents
‘a considerable crisis:in NATO and
a division between Yankee imperi—
alism and the European capitalists..
- Eagleburger, as a representative of
Yankee -imperialism, has. not been
stow to recognise the dangers that

IDEMONSTRATIONS AGAINST

this represents for capitalism. This
crisis exists in the very heart of
‘Yankee imperialism. Republicans,
~as well as Democrats in the United
~States, oppose the military inter—
ven’non in Lebanon which is a con-
frontation with the Soviet Union in
the Middle East, and part of the war
preparations, The visit of Thatcher
fo Hungary is anether aspect of this
crisis.

Her visit is the product of the
necessity for British imperialism
‘to trade with Hungaty and the other
“Workers States. British imperialism -
is the c!osest any of Yankee im-
perialism 'in the preparations for
‘war but, at the same time, it has to-
crely on the Workers States to main~
tain its economy. This is an im—

FOR THE UNIFICATION OF

| IM”RM& /ST WAR
PRE RM’MNS Wliﬁ WM‘

PROGRAMME OF
sociat rmrrrrakmrmrs

- vention, the confidence and prepar=
“ationof the Workers States, in

~is preparing war-and that the Soviet

ON THE METROPOLITAN COUNCILS.

mense source of weakness and it is

& AGAINST

true forwor!d ca‘mtahsm in general,
In other words, the world capitalist
system ~ led by Yankee imperialism
- is intent on launching the war
against the Workers States but it
does so in the worst possible con-
ditions.  The Yankee invasion of
Grenada which has done nothing but
halt the progress, for the time being;
of the Grenadian people;is a mea=]
sure of the weakness and uncerfain-
ty of imperialism, It wants to
launch the war against the Workers
States and the ‘world revolution,
but the best it can do, at this
moment; is {0 invade a tmy tstand
like Grenada°

The;wrorkld imperiaii‘st and capj=
talist system is riddled with un~
certainty and defeatism. The inter~

particular. the Soviet Union, feeds
this -defeatism. . Imperialism. sees
that the Soviet Union knows that it

Union is: prepared -to -confront «it.
Gromyko, -for example, has. said
openly in the last days that im-
perialism - is preparing - for . war,
When he visits Rumania, he is not
confronted by - demonstrations
against the Soviet Union and its
weapons, but Reagan is faced with

THE CAPITALIST ATTACKS

massive demonstrations against
imperialism in any capitalist coun~
try that he visits. At the same time,
Gromyko visits a factory and talks
to the workers — not about the price
of bread but of the world process
and the imperialist war preparations.
He denounced the Yankee actions
in Central America and Lebanon.
The Soviet leadership is preparing
the masses of the Workers States to
confront capitalism. I is a con-
scious mterventton to draw together
the  forces of progress.

THE !NTERVENTION OF THE
SOVIET UNION.

This is part of the strength and
confxdence of ‘the Workers States.
The whole world sees the weakness
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The recent Cangress of the
Spamsh (:ommumst Party, the
dispute and the trans:tory agree-
ment arrived’ at within the lead—
ing sector shows how the
acceleretron of the process oi
crisis is expressed wrthm a:‘l
the Communist partresa The
basis of this crisis is the lack
of preparation of these parties
in front of a process of history
which concentrates the total
crisis of the caprtahst system
which has no other solutron than
to prepare the war to try to con—
tain the growing authority and
influence of the USSR and the
Socialist countries and, on the
other hand, there is the immense
intell igent - maturation. of - the
masses, including those of Spain
which impel social - transforma—
tions.,

. The Congress of the PCE and
its conclusrons have not served
1o contain the pronounced dis—
integration and dispersion of
tendencies in the leading appar—
atus. The whole struggle in the
apparatus has impeded the dis—
cussion of ideas and analysis
around the development of the
world class struggie, and in
Spain. With the rich process
which exists in the world and
in Spain the discussion of the
Congress was reduced {o com—
pose the bureaucratic interests

between ‘gerardistas’ and car—
rillistas’. There is no reason to
disperse forces in Spain when
the masses have provrded proofs.
of a great central:eatron and
unification in the elections of
1982, in which they imposed the
- government of the left via the
Spanish Socialist Party. If was
an: anti—imperialist declaration

Tum to page 4

which showed the umfrcatlon of
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the masses with the world pio—

cess of the revolution. From the
recent Communist Congress no
ideas have arisen, no foresight

and no organisation of the Party
for this process in Spain. They
have not discussed where Spam

is going.

- The umty’ which they say
che two currents have achieved
with this Congress are not based
on programme or policy, and it is

a fragile and relative unitye it

can continue like this for a
period, or there can be other
breaks. Also, Caritlo manoeuv—
red with the intention of avoid—
ing new breaks, but he thought
to achieve the leadership of the
Party and is going to continue
the ‘struggle  in' the apparatus.
The - polemic  over the re-
incorporation of all the old
teaders of the Party, thrown out
before by Carillo ‘opening the
Party’ and transforming it into a
‘lay’ Party, is-badly conducted
by the two currents, even'if cor—
tainly Carillo is right. All these
expelled people have no theore—
tical or organisation vaiue, but
are pecple whom Carritlo in-
cluded in the leadership, and
provided " with positions in
the previous stage to contain
the left; these advanced in the
Party ‘when this advanced with
‘euro—-communism’, with ‘plura—
tism;’ the criticism of the USSR
and Leninism. When all these
corrupted the life of the Pariy,
Carrillo threw them out — be—
cause they did not adapt to the
changes wmch the process
imposed.

. Also, drfferently from Camllo
who is a ‘Communist, all these
people have nothing to do with
Commumsm, on the contrary,
they are opposed to it. Igfesras
wants to go back to them, to use

THE CRBSIS IN THE SPANISH COMMUNIST
PARTY AND ITS RECENT CONGRESS

RESOLUT ION OF THE s

them for the same functron wfm:h
Camllo used, and_ Carrillo is
opposed beeause he sees the
o‘anger whrch they represent for
the Parl.‘y° g

Even if some of these who
speak of re—~incorporating_had.
some . value, this is not the way,
to 'open the Party’, which for.
the present Ieaders is to open
the Ieadershrp o these people.;
When Lenin and the Bolshevrks,
procured umty and. _sought to
attract valuable people like
Plekrrenov, or Tretsky who
was afterwards won to the Party, :
they did not do it by conclhazmg,
or modrfymg the character of the.
Party. On the contrary, they
intensitied the life of discussion
and argument, but maintalmng‘
firm _the _objectives ¢ the.
Socialist transformat:on of the.
old Russran

It ls not possrble to speak of
an__important unity achieved
when the drscussron of a great--
er or lesser support to. the
Socialist government has not
advanced much further, when
matters _are reduced to re-—A
incorporating or not the old lea—
ders, the world situation of
confrontation between systems
is taken very superficially, and
the preparation of the actrvrty ‘of
the Party in front of the war‘
which rmpenahsm is preparmg
is not discussed. The recent
Congress has shown the insuf—
ficiency of the Communist Party
to intervene in these conditions
of history. It can lead trade
union struggles or proposals of
confmntat:on wrth the reactron— .
ary measures of the govemment, '
but it cannotanswer to the crisis

of Spanrsh caprtalism. o
Tum to page 2
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from page 1

The previous declarations of
Carrillo that he was never anti—
Soviet, that the responsibility
for the war rests with Yankee
imperialism, which has to be
confronted, means a complete
change — as it was he who pre—
ferred the king to Brezhnev. In
the epoch in which he was lea—
ding the Party, Brezhnev app-—
eared as a gorilla in the carica—
tures which they made in ‘Mundo
Obrero’. The important aspect
of these declarations is that
they contain the thought of the
Communist vanguard, of the
Socialist left, who arm their
understanding of the world pro—
cess and of their own experience
now that these leaders a day
before said the contrary. But it
is also a change in Carrillo,
because he saw that the prev-
ious policy had no place.

All the Communist parties
who assume the policy of ‘euro—
Communism’ are changing. The
French Communist Parly has
abandoned it, and has grown in
political weight and authority to

adopt positions closer to the
Workers States. If this is still
not expressed electorally, it is
because they are putting forward
in the country a policy of adap—
tation and they do not have a
policy to make the government
of the left advance. The Spanish
Commuinist Party is divided
with important currents which
declare themselves to be pro—
Soviet and, even with the quan-
tity of these that have come out
of the Communist Party, almost
half. of the representatives fo
the Congress defend positions
which are not anti—Soviet. The
Italian CP also changes, even
w:thout understandmg the func—
tion of the Soclaltst countries
and the USSR. It has been
modifying its position in front
of Poland; has supported, and
supports, the plan to disarm
Europe by the Soviets; and now
they place the centre of criti—
cism in the preparations for war,
by imperialism. They all have
to accommodate themselves to
this stage of history, which in
Europe is expressed with the
matunty of movements like the
peace movementwhichpassed in
a few years from ecological
protest to question seriously the
war policy of imperialism and
world capltahsm., This impels
changes in the Communist par—
ties and, in turn, this process
has different canals and modes
of expression in changes in the
leadership, according to the
particular Communist Party.

The SCP is the weakest link
in the Communist movement, not
through its number but through
its. weak theoretical and politi-
cal formation, and hence the
crisis within it is expressed in

a form of struggles and ruptures
in the leading apparatus which
has given rise to the creation of
tendencies, some of them with a
certain welght like the Catalan

CP. All this that exists now

is the result of the process of

previous formation, which has

already been analysed by Cde
Posadas.

.o Physical and political blow

which it received during the
civil war under the Stalinian
policy and leadership, was re—
structured in exile — maintain—
ing the conciliatory methods
and conceptions of the Stalinist
epoch and in that one of the
most damaging elements the
question of regionalism, which
has its origin in the links with
the bourgecisie of the regions
to confront Francoist power.
There can and must be such
alliances, but not at the cost of
the dispersion of the strength of
the Communists in the regional
Communist parties. Today the
recent Congress, even with
‘unity’ achieved, has maintained
such vices. The ‘Madridians’
support Carrillo, the ‘Asturians’
Iglesias in positions, and the
songs are centred around
regions. This makes the ability
to unify through ideas the ob~
jectives of Communism, al-
though the majority of them want
Communism, much more difficult

All this life of the SCP pre—

vents it participating much more
in the process in which the
Spanish masses live, and they
live intensely the world process
of the revolution. In the elec—
tions of 1982 the Spanish mass—
es .passed over. the regional
fractioning of the policy, pro—
gramme and thought which
sustain the workers’ parties,
and have worked intelligently
and in a centralised way to im—
pose a government. of the left.
The mobilisations which they
continue against the North
American bases on  abortion
as also the trade union mebilis—
ations of Sagunto and Seville,
have shown that the masses
want to intervene in the decisive
problems of the country, to im—
pel the government of the left
and, without depending on it,
the Communists and the Social—
ists diminish this capacily
demonstrated by the masses.

The Socialists in the govern-
ment have acled very weakly
and have not called upon the
masses to demonstrate, not even
for these progressive measures
which can count upon the clear
support of the population, like
the education law which is in
discussion. The Socialists are
afraid that the masses may
intervene and deepen the revol—
utionary process, beyond what
they are ready to do. The de-—
mocracy that they defend is
bourgeois democracy, not the
democracy so that the masses
can intervene so as to impel
the progress of Spain. Demo-—
cracy on this basis means only
that the Socialists can be in the
government, and from there o
take certain measures which
damage the power of reaction.
But the means which they are
taking leave intact the centres
of this power in the economy
and in the armed forces which
are conspiring against what
democracy has acquired
until now.

The Socialists are afraid of
the right as also of the masses,
and hence all their doubts and
proposals indicate weakness.
This can be seen with the
doubts and resistances of a
secior of the Socialist leader—
ship to allow a popular refer—
endum on the participation of
Spain in NATO. It is necessary
to consider that a whole sector
of the bourgeoisie and of the
Spanish right are interested in
keeping the Yankee bases which

for them are an important source.

for the dollars, although they are
of little use to the economy of
the country now that the payment
by the Yanks is made with
credits for the purchase of arms
in the United States. With the
plaimning of the economy and the
reduction of military costs, it
would be possible immediately
to substitute for the benefits
which they obtain through the

renting of the bases to the North
Americans. On the other hand,
there is the political aspect —
as Cde Posadas analysed -
that the bases do not serve the
war against the Workers States

but are aimed at Spain. In
reality, what the Yanks rent is
the support of the Spanish go-
vernment and of support fo re—
action in the armed forves. In
the elections of 1982 the masses
declared for an anti~imperialist
policy which included the re—
moval of the North American
bases. Even sectors of the
bourgeoisie = who  supported
Gonsalez were favourable to a
removal of the North American
bases because their presence
is a pressure and an impediment
to the economic development of
Spain.

When the centre of the orien—
tation of the Communists is in
competition with the Socialists,
it is because they do not have a
better programme to transform
Spain. - They compete because
they compete with the same pro—
gramme of reforms within capi—
talism of the defence of demo-
citacy against the right. . If they
had .a programme to make Spain
progress through
social transformations, there
would be an undersianding of the
nature of the Socialists and how
to intervene, supporting themn—
selves .on the political maturing
of the Spanish masses, which
includes, in an important way,
the Socialist left and the masses

All the Socialist movement is
fo be found in a crisis, the pro—

duct_ of the existing contradic—.

tions between their policy and
the {iraditional programme of
administration on the basis of
the reforms of capitalism- and
the present situation of the
agony of capitalism, -in which
there is no room for ‘reform’
nor for the ‘third way’ between
the Workers States and imperia—

fism, the progress of the Workers
States and of the objective front
between the Workers States and
the masses of the world before
the final crisis of capitalism.
As a result of this process a
left is developing within the
Socialist movement, which sees
the necessity to overcome the

capitalist system, seeks soly—
tions outside it, and in the area
of the Workers States. This left
is quite developed in Socialist
parties like the Spanish and the
Greek, and transforms even
parties like the German Social
Democracy which, in its last
Congress, drew up resolutions
against imperialism and its war
plans. The Spanish Communists
must understand and intervene
in this process of maturing of
the Socialist left by giving an
impulse to the front of the left,
between Socialists, Communists
and trade unionists, attracting
the other national and regional
currents. It is necessary fto
give an impulse in this front for
a debate on the future of Spain
and the need for the anti--
capitalist - programme, = with
arguments  and explanations
aimed at giving to the Socialist
left the political lite which it
does not possess in its party.
This requires a life of ideas
superior to that in the SCP.
anti--capitalist

The pro—

gramme for Spain. of the pro-—

gramming of the economy and
production for the benefit of the
masses and with workers’ and
popular control is the programme
which answers to the necessity
of the progress of the country,
whether through the level of in—
telligence of the masses or be—
cause Spanish capitalism cannot
give any solution to the back—
wardness of Spain. A measure
of the state of the masses is
their massive participation in
the demonstration against the
war preparations of imperialism
and against NATO. These have

THE TRADE UNION AND
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The SCP, after the

i capitalism has no ability
to. produce, then the workers —
with the frade unions — have to
present a programme of expropri-
ation .and the planning of pro—
duction. For instance, in Greece
there are no adequate services
for the people, there are no
transport or irrigation, no running
water and no hospitals.  As
regards hospitals, there is the
need for at least four times as
many and those which exist have
to be practically re—built. There
is little transport and that which
there is is antiquated. The
streets are in a poor state of
repair, both in the cilties and
outside them. In other words,
there is no objective shortage of
employment for people and planty
of commodities needed by people.
A plan of production is needed
for this, and it has to be dis—
cussed by the trade unions. The
trade unions must intervene. to
discuss plan and programme of
production in agreement with the
needs of the people. The workers
parties must put forward plans
and raise discussions in the
factories, in the trade unions,
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ALTHOUGH-SEVERAL REFERENCES INDICATE THE TEXT WAS

ELABORATED IN GREECE, THE ANALYSIS IS TRUE FOR THE

FUNCTIONING OF THE TRADE UNIONS, WHATEVER THE C:;OUNTRY.,

in the workers areas —~ about ali
these problems. However, the
trade unions have to do all this
without waiting for the workers’
parties. The function of the
trade unions in intervening fo—
wards the population, explaining
that the trade unions can play a
part in soc:ety and in planmng,
has to be elevatled.

it is not true that the ftrade
unions have to be only pre—
occupied with salaries and work
conditions. We are in a new
stage in history, and are in the
midst of the total crisis of capi—
talism — which means that the
trade unions have to draw closer

to the Party and the Parly o the

The role of the
On

trade unions.
two are not antagonistic.

the contrary, the trade union and

the Party cannot fulfil their role
without having the same anti—
capitalist programme. True, they
differ -in their particular roles

-and in their particular places of

work; but they do not differ in
their objectives. At this moment
no trade union can obtain a real
increase in wages, an increase
to raise purchasing power. The
capitalists may give 10%, but
commodities will then go up by
20%. Equally, if there is not an
increase in prices of 20%, the
quality of the goods purchased
will be decreased by so much.
‘These are the problems the trade
unions must discuss.

The trade unions should have
discussed the Soviet intervention
in Afghanistan. Why don’t they
discuss Afghanistan? Is it ano-
ther world? No. It is not another
world. Even if it were — the
doors would be open to discuss
it anyway. It is necessary to
discuss Afghanistan 'in the
trade unions.

1f Afghanistan were discussed
in the trade unions it would not
produce divisions in that move—
ment. On the other hand, breaks

~a lack of political life,

and instability are produced in
the trade union movement through
where
the trade unions and the Party
do not discuss politically and
brmg no pohtica! iite to the
trade unions. In these circum—
stances, bureaucratic cliques
form themselves in the trade
union. The trade unions have to
intervene on everything. They
intervened on Vietnam, did they
not? In the course of the Viet-
nam war the trade unions gave a
part of their wages for Vietnam
and organised discussions and
conferences on Vietnam. In some
places they worked extra hours
to help Vietnam. This took
place all over the world, in Italy
and in the Workers States.

The trade unions should dis—
cuss the organisation of work
and production, a plan of work
and production. It should dis—
cuss all this and attract the
population. An intervention must

,be prepared through the trade

unions, in the factories, in re—

[lation to a plan of production and

to give a leadership in the eco-
nomy. It has to be said by the




been the declarations against
capitalism in the aspect in
which it concentrates all its
energies on a world level, that
is, with war. Also, the trade
union demonstrations in defence
of the steel industry and in the
shipyards are not only demon—
strations in defence of work,
but express the fact that the
working class is decided upon
participation in the program-
ming of the country’s economy;
that while the government sup—
poris a reconversion of industry
to make it more competitive with
the rest of capitalism, the
masses want to transform Spain
for the benefit of the social and
cultural progress of the Spanish
people.

The law of education in dis—
cussion is important because it
allows the continuation of state
support to private education
(very extensive in Spain, funda—
mentally religious) only with the
participation in the control and
the elaboration of the courses by
the parents and the state. It is
certainly a blow at the centre of
reaction and the Church. It is
necessary to include in the
debate the discussion of the
objectives and the plans of
edycation, to prepare the know—
tedge for the social progress of
the couniry which is only
capitalist. The right has made
demonstrations but even bringing
all their forces into the streets
these did not go beyond 50,000
people, and this included using
many students. But the govern—
ment has not appealed for the
demonstrations of the masses in
support of such a measure from
fear that the masses would impel
more profound measures.

Another aspect which has to
be taken into account in the
crisis of the SCP is the differ—
ence in social composition com—
pared with other CPs, that is,
in relation to the weight that the

leadership. This experience
serves to compare also with the
SCP because, in this case, the
Communist masses as a criticism
of its leadership stopped buying
‘Mundo Obrero’ which began fto
come out as a newspaper with a
sale ‘of 15,000 copies. It was
first reduced in quantity, and
then became a weekly review.

{t is necessary o understand
this difference between the CPs
as the working class weighs in
them: in different ways, because
at the level of the leaderships
they have all been formed in the
same stage of Stalinism and they
bring along the same vices and
corruptions. ~

In this sense the SCP does not
have the determining weight and
composition that the working
class has in the French and
Italian Communist parties. The
Spanish working class and van—
guard is also represented in the
Socialists and in some left and
regionalist groups. In this
sense it is more difficult to
weigh over the CP to correct it,
as in Italy or France, where the
working class is identified with
the respective Communist par—
ties, which they sustain as
fundamental instruments for the
transformation of these couni~
ries. .Recently the ICP made a

special edition of its newspaper
‘Unita’, costing 5,000 lira (it

daily costs 500 lira) in support
of the paper. They produced a

million copies which were ex—
hausted by mid—morning and not
only did they incorporate hun—
dreds of sellers but also people

“went to the sections to ask for

them. Normally people give more-
money. or give money, if not for
the newspaper,once the issue is
exhausted. Daily they sell 80,000
copies and on Sundays, with a
militant sale, they succeed in
selling around 150,000. Such a
limited sale compared with the
social maturing which exists in

in the newspaper, which has
many articles that give space to
journalists or intellectuals who
seek to push aside the anti-
capitalist conclusions, and dis—
tance the paper from the prob~
lems of the world and the pro—
gress of the Socialist countries.
Even so, on the special issue,
people came to sustain the news
paper, to sustain their instrument
which is the Party, and also to
weigh on their leadership as a
sector of it that wants 10 pub—
lish a journal of information like
the other bourgeois newspapers.
The Communist masses defended
the Party as an instrument of
political struggle for the Com-
munist transformation of ltaly,
even with the limitations of its
conceptions.

The French working class,
its Communist vanguard, has
known how to wait in the his—
torical process and has changes
stimulated in its leadership.
Marchais was the principle
stimulator of ‘euro—~communism’
and now, without giving any ex—
planation, he says the opposite
-~ and all the people that he
based himself on for this policy
have had to be thrown out; that
is, the Althussers, Ellensteins,
who were all anti-Communists.
The Italian Communists do not
speak any more of ‘euro—
communism’ and have stopped
mentioning the ‘historic com-—
promise’, and they also do not
explain why they have ceased
all this. The changes are in-
complete and slow, because
they are put forward by the same
leaderships who continue to

show themselves unprepared in
front of the process of history
which has as a centre the pro—
gress of the Workers States.

In the leadership of the Soviet
Workers State they continue to
cleanse so that, after the pre
vious plenum, they removed 16%
of the secretaries of the federa—

tions of the Party and; in the and, above all, within the CP
last CC, deepened the criticism and the leadership of the Com-
of the most backward layers of munist parties. The ICP, which
the bureaucracy. - The criterion maintains its condemnation  of
of the cleansing is morality and the Soviets over Afghanistan,
efficiency and, in the previous now brings out in its newspaper
plenum, Andropov included in articles which show some of the
the discussion the necessity for successes of the Karmel

the incompatability of the top government which is the first

positions of the Party with those government in the history of the

of the apparatus of the state, of the country which has been

which is the return to the prin— 3ple to unify it in greater part

ciples of Lenin. Poland is also and to have it under its control

correcting itself.  Thus, the with agreements with the whole

recent decision to revoke the of the most important nomads,

general increase in prices to while the rebel appeals are

take place from the beginning of postalgic landowners supported

1984, after February or ‘even by the United States. These

later’, shows the superiority of Communist parties cannot put on

the social regime of the Workers 4.0 cide the reality of this

State. In no capitalist country process of history.

are increases withdrawn, nor
All these problems have bee
much | they announce that . n
uch less do they absent in the discussion on the

proposed increases are with—~ g
drawn. The equivalent of the tactic towards the rest of the

movement of 1970 or 1980 now '°'°eS Of the left, among them
occurs in the Party where there 0S¢ °f the currents freed from
is a great questioning and dis— '€ SPanish Communist Party,
cussion of the economic policy ts::h ar:c the :::atalan cP a,,d
of the government, which shows The Ii uperation movement.
itself tolerant and weak in front ' "® life of all these tendencies
of private property in the land. like that of the SCP itself —
The Communisr cadres protest C2"M°t depend on the crisis of

because the increases serve o tl;e others. 't_is hecessary 't°
enrich these sectors. That is ©'€vate the political discussion

important, because in Spain towards the unification
the leadership welcomed the of the forces of the left and of
complaint and made a correction the Communist currents. The
because such a correction is appeal of Carrillo to the Catalan
going to have to express itself COMmunists to re—incorporate
in more profound changes later, themselves in the SCP is not
The groups of clandestine pro— ©nough, nor is the negative
vocateurs, Solidarity believed COrrect; but the unification must
they could utilise in the situ~ be done through public debate,
ation of discontent, but they with the whole of the left, with
have only found the void again. the participation of the masses
China is also in a period of above all, on where Spain is
correction where all the structure 90ing. The Catalan CP and the
of Teng Xiaoping is falling, Mmovement of recuperation which
The campaign begun by him have good positions on the USSR
against bourgeois vices, and and on the anti—imperialist
the return of Mao Tse Tung Policy in general must accentu—
Which they speak about, goes ate the intervention in the
against all the reactionary debate in search of the anti-
camarilla. All this process in capitalist programme for Spain.
the Workers States influences It is necessary to discuss the
enormously the masses of the Problems of war and the neces- ...
world in the peace movement sity to throw out the military

working class has in the Party. ltaly is due to what they write

trade unions that, since private
capital is not interested in the
production of certain commo—
dities, then these commodities
have o be produced by outselves.
This means that the trade unions
have to say to the state: ‘Ex—
propriate - this enterprise, pro—
duce what is necessary for the
population’. This is the func—
tion which the unions must fulfil
in this stage of the final crisis
of the capitalist system. An
obvious and simple fact is that
the cost of living rises rapidly
in all the capitalist world, and
this fact reguires a programme
against increases in the cost of
living by the trade unions. But
what programme? In fact, the
unions have managed fo force
wages up periodically. However,
this is in itself notsufficient; a
programme is needed which res—
ponds to the daily increases in
the cost of living. In other
words, a sliding scale of wages
(all wages to rise with the cost
of living).

There is a high level of un—
employment in all the capitalist
world. . Capitalism has plans for
the automation of industry,

automation is introduced in all
spheres such as printing; the
workers are not opposed to tech-
nology development as such, but
they are opposed to the use of
technology against their interest.
In the printing industry the
bosses have introduced a high
level of photographic technology
and, in the process, sacked a
large number of workers. The

trade unions and workers’ par—
ties have to say, when this takes
place, that technological advance
is find but that it must not end
up with sackings, because then
there is no progress whatsoever.
All the progress which techno—
logy means then is for the capi-—
talist and not for the people,
This means that, in reality,
there is no progress at all. Of
course, the capitalist will say
that it is not possible for him to
compete if he does not act in the
way he does. In this case the

capitalist cannot compete but
has to be expropriated.

This is the sort of programme
that has to be put forward. We
cannot simply cling to the pro—

gramme of ten years ago. The
programme has to be one of this
stage. For example, there is a
need for a programme for women.
They give up to one year’s leave
to workers in both the Soviet
Union and East Germany when
they are going to have children.
In some cases the husband is
given three months each time, to
participate in the birth of a new
child and in the immediate care
after birth. These are very im—
portant conquests, and when
capitalism says that it cannot
give these benefits, that it has
not the funds for it, the workers
will say: ‘Well, if he cannot pay
let us get rid of him’. It is
necessary to nationalise and
plan the economy. The level of
production in Greece cannot
compete with production in Bri—
tain or Germany. But, if the
Greek economy were planned, it
could compete, and it is possible
to have a plan of production to
respond to the necessity of the
population.

Today, one cannot continue
to demand better wages and work
conditions without considering

that, in comparison with those in
Europe, the Greek capitalists
are very poor. They haven’t the
capacity to compete. If they
continue to manage, it is at the
cost of the Greek masses. In
this case, then, the trade unions
must propose planning or ex—
propriations, and this must mean
that it will be the trade unions
that will decide. Let this be
discussed in the workers’ areas
and in the factories! Let the
trade unions develop in learning
how to intervene in all the aco~
nomic problems and not just in
defence of wages or jobs. The
function of the trade unions
must be extended.

Under capitalisni any increase
in wages is immediately re—
taken in the cost of living. It is
so that any increase in the cost
of capitalist production is pass—
ed on to the popyiation. All the
increases in war preparation ex-—
penditure are paid for by the
population, and at the same time
the total crisis of capitalism

encloses it within the weorld
consortium ~of car-steel—oil
production. Capitalism needs a

Turn to page 4

I?road agreement, as -has already
-been done in the car industry, to

-eliminate rivals and-competitors

They say that they have to re-
duce car production because cars
cannot be sold.” But this is a
lie. What is being done is that
the capitalist reduces the work-
force through the introduction of
automation.

The whole base of capitalist
production structure lies in cars,
coal, oil, steel, machinery and
the installation of plants. This
is accompanied by massive in—
creases in expenditure on arms.
Capitalism spends 40% of each
yearly income on war prepaia-
tions. A very simple instance is
Shown in the case of the up~
rising in Korea. It was not any—
thing they could blame the
Soviets for, because the Soviets
had nothing to do with it. It was
only the Koreans who intervened
there, but didn’t the Yankees
mobilise all their fleet and
intervene? Well, this naval mo—
bilisation alone cost the Yankees
500 million dollars!  Just. for
this one - intervention! Three

Turn to page 4 -
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RESG)LUTION ON SPAIN:

: bases from Spam, to brmg Spam
out of NATO;. and also .. the

: problems of the economy, such

_.as_the Common Markete

Carrrllo has begun to pose
the mefircacy of the eniry of
Spam into the ECM. Such an

' but. requrres

. planning .
of. production, and- plan—

, mng of aspects of the economy

‘with other governments of the
left so that they. serve economic

.and social development of coun—

tries, and to develop agreement
with the Workers States.:

entry means no progress for

Spain.  If Spanish capitalism
wants to compete wrth the rest,
itis gomg to be at the -expense
of the masses, and the ‘element
that is gofng to benefit is a
small sector of the Spamsh
economy and the rmprovement of
caprtalwm is characterrsed by
the Sagunto experrern:e° ‘ Thus
also, the rest of European capi—
talism. does not “actept this
entry. in front of the contracting
market “and - the pressure of
imperialism. ~Besides, the in-
vestments = which  capitalism
makes in the so—called third
world: cannot. ‘resolve " their
problems:: The backward coun—
tries ascend in progress and in
the possibility of consumption
by -means:of antr—-rmperrahst
movements - and ~ revolutions,
which - immediately. seek the
support of and relation with the
Socialist countries.  Hence in
Latin America, where Spain is
the :‘mother ~country’ and has

Spain which increases its poli-
tical and commercial relation,
but the USSR, The crisis in
Spain has o solution on the
capitalist road or with the EcM;,

The attitude in front of the
government of the left is one of
critical and mdeperrdent sup»-
port for those measures of pro—
gress, such as the law. of edu—
cation, and attacking with
public polemic and argument
measures like the law of the

so-called ¢ industrial conversion’
or the legalisation of temporary
work,, This form of work is the
result of the bachkwardness  of
Spanish capitalism which. sees
they do not have to pay the
masses, besides, because this
form of coniract work renders
drfflcult the political organisa~—
tion of the workers’ movement
and the masses who are the real
support for every progress {o the
feft which the govemmeni and.
the workers pames wart o make.

It is necessary to develop

‘ ol o it is ot _this discussion within the forces
the. same language, it is not .. . left. The current of the

movement of recuperation is the -
result of the resistance of

Communist layers fo the policy

The

process is é;xpressed in. this
way in the SCP which, even

with the manoeuvres of the lea—
dership  of Iglesias who  left
the. current. of Carrillc with. a
very small representation, had
to abandon previous anti—Soviet
language and, in the final reso—
lytion . of the Congress, rg~
assert their participation in the
‘world Communist movement. It
is the process of the world that
allows: no room for the CP o
retreat to socral democratrc
movementso :

- The. SCP, such as it has
emerged from its recent. Con-
gress, is not a useful instrument
for the process of the class
struggle through which Spain is
living, which includes an im—
portant progress in the inter—
vention of the masses and the
existence of a government of the
Socralrsts, Internal struggles
are gomg ‘to continue. There is .
a necessrty for ideas and. anal—
yses as all this lite of struggle
impedes the SCP from contribu~
ting to the process in a superior

way. A profound process. of
drscussron is necessary in the .
left and in the Communist
forces whrch give opportunrty to. .
the programme and - policy for
the construction of Socialism

and eliminates the apparatus
and. . bureaucratic  intenlions
and . interesis. ,
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. and the Workers States, : ol
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times ‘as much ‘as this wourd
have prowded Greece with a
Why was

fwo years' mcome;
this not discussed in “the trade
unions? All this has to be dis—
cussed in the trade unions.
However “the workers partres
treal this quesiroa as if it weire
only their own business, and not
that of the workers; amd, on lop
of this, they don’t even discuss
it themselves! But these prob-
fems have to be discussed in

unfons.. . They have ‘{o make
- factory commitiees ‘where such
_problems can: be raised, and
unite factory demands with pro-
tests. about the Yankee fleet in
South East Asia. These two
thrngs must be: umted., '

Thrs is what ihe role of the
_trade unions has fo be.  The
workers are human bemgs who,
]apart from workmg, think, read,
‘discuss and have needs., One of
their needs is_{to unite their
struggie for wages with thai of
mamtammg and improving there
standard of living. Moreover, to
mcrease their standard of living
these problems have to be united
with the, struggle against the
capri‘alrst system. The mobrlr-—
sation ‘of the Yankee fleet in
South East Asia was made in. fhe
_name_of the caprtahst system,
;At that moment the partres of the
: workmg class did not o'lscuss it
in this way. . The leaders of the .
workers movement say. that such

matiers are oulside their sphere
of interest and -alien to ftrade

-as, the parlies.

_is not a ‘trade union affair’.

" unions. However, it is not
possrble fo consrder that a srtu--
ation when the caprtalrst sends
boats to kil the peaple of South
East Asra, whrfst making _the
"people pay, for what it costs,
is not within the realm of the

rnterests of the trade umon., X ‘

The crisis of the caprfaiisf
system, the development of the
Workers States, the development

Y aol : .of the revolution. in Africa, Asia
“both “the parties and the frade ] ;

and Latin America, elevate the
function. of  the rade . unions.
These conditions elevate . the

political role and function of the
_trade unions without making them

fulfil precisely the same function
in reality, the
struggle against . unemployment
i The
struggle against unemployment
is a struggle against the capita—
list system. It is a political
struggle which has to be fought
by the political parties and the
trade unions.  Moreover, the
trade " unions have a greater
possibilily of doing this than the
parties have. In fact they can
start from the faclories, the

factories’ drstrrcts, and make
faciory committees and workers’
areas’ commitiees; and they can
raise a political lite which uni—
fies the life of the faotory wrth

May;

qurte hke thrs previously. But
they do now. The trade union
CGT in France, led by the Com~-

-munists, is a very good example.
in 1988, the Communists oppos—
ed the revolutionary general
strike in May, they opposed it
funously, The opposition of the
Commumsts was an essential
factor in the defeat of the French

Comrade ‘Seguy, general
secretary of the CGT, wrole a

"book called ‘The French Way’,

in which he analyses' ‘We were
against this tumultuous and bar—
barous movement, and we will be
against it if it happens again.’
This was written in 1970. Today
however, Seguy doesn’t hold this
position; he says that now the
trade unions have to act on the
actual situation.  The French
May of 1968 was an explosion
against “the capitalist system
which expressed itself through
the trade unions. It was not an
uprising - for an increase in
wages. No. It was an uprising
against the capitalist system.
The French May of 1968 was a
Spontaneous explosion which
had no leadership and in which
grand ‘opera singers and play-
wrights rook part, fogether with
workers from any factory. The
whole of France rose, and ltaly
too. - The French May of 1968

the mterests ‘of the progress of shook the whole world: in a

‘sociely.  We can take Greece as
‘an examplea e

. This is the role which the
umons have to play. It is true
fhat condrtroas did not -exist

Party.

sense, the French' May was a
In this the ‘masses wor—
ked as a Parly, but without
having programme, pohcy or
Ieadershrp, ‘
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‘the trade union leadership.
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of imperialism,.its inabitity to ad-
vance the lives.of the people; and
it:sees the strength and confidence
of the Workers. States. The woerld .
sees-that & third of the ferritory of
El Salvador is now controlled by
the. forces of progress and-Yankee
imperialism . ~ :
: ~ for all its -military
power — can do nothing about it.
At the same time, a statement by the
Soviet Union of support-for Angola
results ina.. . withdrawal
of the South African troops that had
invaded. .the country. -Also, whilst
twenty ‘million peopie are -below-the
poverty -line in the United States,
the . Soviel economy grows: by be-—
tween 4 and 5%%, and it dedicates
more of its production to improving
the lives of the people.” This is the
world-balance of forces |

.. The -intetvention of the Soviet
Union is not:just to the masses of
the Workers States. -1t is of parti-
cylar importance ~that the Soviet
trade unions have appealed to the
British - building: workers” trade
unions (TGWU and UCATT) not 1o
engage in - the: - construction of
nuclear-hases. ~In this, the Soviet
Union is giving a leadership 1o the
British proletariat over the heads of
They
have “underlined: the situation in
which the trade union leaderships
vote in-favour of unilateral nuclear

1 disarmament, ‘and then do nothing
3 about it.

The Soviet Union has
intervened, in a limited way as yet,

1to substitute for the ‘leadership

which is“not forthcoming from the
British-trade unions. 't is'an inter=
vention which is going to increase;

The attempt by the. Brmsh

g govemment to' suppress ‘trade union

right of its employees at CGHQ,
Cheltenham, is yet another aspect
of the crisis of capitalism. Clearly,

the ‘Thatcher team would like to
eliminate all trade ujion rights,

but this is not the most significant
aspect of this affair.. The removal
of trade “union rights from what is
part of the war apparatus of imperi—
alism means that capitalism can no
fonger trust these employees, it

i means that it cannot trust its own
apparatus, - CGHQ is very much part

of the ‘apparatus. of war. What the
govemment is saying about the
_disruption caused by trade union
activities is true, and nobody denies
‘British :mpenahsm discovered
that, at crucial times like the
Soviet intervention in Afghanistan
and the British invasion of the
Malvinas, employees in its espio-
nage service were on shike
Clearly these technicians give no
respect or authority to British im-
perialism. - On another level, they
are in a better position than most to
see the war preparations of imperi—
alism and they demonstrate by their
actions thal they are opposed.
Thus, British “imperialism “has to
rely-on the Workers States to main-
tain its economy; it continues fo
try and discuss with the Soviet
Union, which no longer wants to
discuss; and finds its apparatus
disintegrating under it. At the same
time, all’ the economic plans and
perspectives of Brilish imperialism
have not been fulfiled.: Unem~
ployment continues to rise, ihe
economy geclines, inflation is set
to. rise, and taxes have not-been
reduced as. promised.. . In reality,

the imagé of British capkita!‘tsm is
not of an ‘iron iady but an empty
shell. : ;

~ In these circumstances, there is
no reason that the trade union
leadership should go cap—in- ~hand
to discuss with Ministers over
trade ‘union rights at CGHQ. To
discuss with this government is to
give it an authority which it does
not possess, This govemment can
not even command the support of its
own members, and is in a complete
confusion over CGHQ Anyway,
there is a very large question to be
raised over a trade union leadership
which, in the majority, supported
acttons against a Workers State in
Po!and in the name of ‘trade union

rights’, but which is not pre—
pared to confront a capitalist
state over the same ‘trade union
tights’ On top of this, it has failed
to initiate any attions or produce
any programme . fo confront. the
massive tise -in unemploymen{.and
the . cuts in social services.
[HE ACT!ON OF THE WORKiNG;
SLASS.

The working class . is not in—
active. There is a constant pro—
cess of action, like the strike of
focal govemmentremployees, the
occupation of shipyards, and the
overtime ban by the miners ~ but
these struggles receive no leader—
ship. The Labour Party expresses
support on occasions, but nothing
more, i is true that nearly half
the TUC Genera! Counm! voted to
support the NGA in its confronta—
tion with the anti~trade union laws,
However, there was nothing to
prevent these trade unions, which
included some of the biggest, from
initiating action themselves. In the
event they did nothing, but hid"
behind: the TUC decision against
action. They also do little to
support the  massive movement
against the Yankee mlssdes even.
though this movement already has
tinks with the workmg class.

Even with the lack of leadershtp
and a national centre, the working
class does give a !eaders.hspn The
workers of the Leith shipyard,
Heriry” Robb, are giving such a
leadership because, in occupying
their shipyard against closure and
holding a submarine, they combine
two important aspects of the
struggle.  They are showing that
the development of the ‘economy
has to be based on nationalisation
under workers' control ~ in order
to plan-the economy for t;e benefit
of the people - and at the same
time they are d;sruptmg, ina mmor'
way, the war preparations of

imperialism. The Labour left
have a programme which combines
the two aspects. It is urgent that
it is put into action. There is a
great necessity for mobilisations
based on a programme against the
nuclear bases and for the 32-hour
week — without loss of pay - for
all wages to rise with the cost of
living, for the defence of all health
and social services, and for the
nationalisation of all major industry
under workers' control, with imme~
diate occupatxcm of any factory

threatened w1th c1osure° ;
3284
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TEXT OF TELEGRAM SENT TO
THE CENTRAL COMMITTEE OF
THE SOVIET UNION IN MOSCOW
ON THE DEATH OF COMRADE

ANDROPOV.

We grieve at the death of the
Communist comrade Andropov,
salute the advances made under
his leadership with confidence
in the continuity of the Soviet
Union as the world beacon of
Socialism.

British Section
Posadist IV International.

FAREWELL CDE ANDROPOV

We express our profound sorrow at the death of Cde Andropov, whose
interventions in.the foreign and internal policy of the Soviet Union have
been an outstanding contribution to the progress of all the forces in the
world which. seek to terminate with capitalism and advance to Communismms

All the most progressive forces of humanity feel this loss but, at the
same time, especially . in the course of human history as itlis
now, although death cannot lose its sting, the new forces released in the
Soviet Union as part of the work of Cde Andropov are going to continue

and develop this work, in the words of Cde Cherenko, ‘continuity is not
an-abstract notion but the living reality, and it primarily implies moving
forward without stopping.’

1t.is most«imporfant in the statement of Cde Chernenko that a ceniral
issue is made of the need to separate the functions of the Party from those
of the economic administration.  The preoccupation of the Soviet leadership
with more elevated social relations can also be seen in the statement that

‘It is important that social justice be strictly observed in everyday  affairs’

Now the leadership of the Soviet Union has to confront the war pre—
parations of Imperialism but, as: in the days of Lenin and Trotsky, it
constantly ‘dcquires confidence and security in the rightness of - 1is per-
spectives. We give all our support to the elevation of the Soviet leader—
ship and in assisting the improvement of tactics and policy in this process.

The Soviet Workers State Is the creative force in world history, Not
only is ‘the Soviet leadership preoccupied with raising the conditions of
lite of the working population but audaciously seeks to impel the Socialist

revolution wherever this Is possible in Angoia, Ethiopia etc., and impelling

the ‘Communist parties to more advanced interventions whether in Spain or
italy, Colombia, Venezuela, india etc. Hence the conditions for the world
anti-imperialist and‘antiwapitalist united front constantly advance, and
the Soviet leadership in part ~ acts as the Third International In the
t:me of Lem'n and the Bolshevik Party,

LONG LIVE THE WORK OF CDE ANDROPOV !

FOR 'THE FUSION OF THE SOVIET UNION, GHINA AND ALL THE
WORKERS STATESON THE ANTI-—-CAPITAL!ST AND ANTi—
IMPERIALIST UNITED FRONT!

DOWN WITH ALL THE FORCES OF IMPERIALIST WAR AND
OPPRESSION:!

FORWARD TO COMMUNISM !

FAREWELL COMRADE ANDROPOV, THE NEW LEADERSHIP OF THE
SOVIET UNION WILL CONTINUE YOUR WORK.

SUPPLEMENT

" The Death of Andropov and the
Progress of - the Soviet -Union,

A Resolution of thé International
Secretariat of the Posadist iveh
International.

 Workers of the world, unite!
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THE CGHQ STRUGGLE SHOWS THE
ISOLATION OF CAPITALISM AND THE

NEED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION

OF THE LABOUR AND TRADE UNION LEFT

The struggle over trade unjon
rights in CGHQ has been the central
issue dominating recent events in
this country. The government now
claims a victory on the basis that
the majority of civil servants have
accepted the abandonment of their
trade union rights. But this is a
pyrriic victory. Formally capitalism
may appear to have imposed its will
on the majority, but in practice the
whole process has simply shown
that capitalism has no strength of
its own and has to rely on the lack
of preparation of the opposed leader—
shipss ~ Moreover, this process Is
merely an episode in the class
struggle, of no vast importance in
itself and one in which the masses
are seeking for a new type of leader
~ships ~ Capltalism, through its own
historic  crisis and ‘degeneration
cannot gain new support and cannot
answer to the most elementary
social needs as the economy which
is subjected constantly to the needs
of war preparation.

Central sectors of the proletariat
. the car workers; shipbuilders,
transpert workers and- the printing
workers, apart from the civil ser—
vants — showed the desire of van—
guard layers of the masses to Impel

London

a_struggle against the government.
It there had been a prepared leader—
ship it would have been easily
possible to launch_a major general
strikes. The issue of trade union
rights.is basic, and the mobilisation
could. have been massive,  The
trade - union leadership, committed

to.conciliation, was obliged to fight -

~ but most unwillingly. . Murray. had
previously spoken of a readiness lo
concede a no-strike clause, and he
and the sector he is associated with,
whatever their protestations of
outrage, are not capable of any con—
sistent class. action. It is purely
the - balance of class forces. that
made them call for a workers’ inter—
vention and even then half-hearted
and defensive. . Capitalism in the
Thatcher . tendency has. no other
option but .to attempt to. smash
opposition, even at the cost of
humiliating devoted . supporters . of
the system such as - Murray. and
Duffy. - Highly comical, but most
instructive. One of the most absurd
aspects of the “official” trade union
opposition to. the government has
been the attitude to national seCur—
itye  The trade unions are opposed
to nuclear weapons. It Is therefore
the utmost.  crassness to be pre-
occupied with the national security

of a system which has just intro—
duced Pershing and Cruise missiles.
The government is only concerned
with its own class security, yet
union leaderships accept a supra—
class position. k -

The participation of ceniral
Seciors: of the proletariat in the
mten/entzon against the policy over
CGHQ ‘s paralleled in the mass
demonstrations " in’ Liverpool, - the
attitude of the miners to Macgregor,
the demonstrations against the ati-—-
orts of capitalism to control local
governiment in London, and, finally.
the development of left forces in
the Labour Party shown in the
victory of Benn in Chestertield.
There the left won very well, ‘and
the Conservatives suffered a heavy
defeat, Although this is a parlia—
mentary victory and Benn does not
represent the extent and
intensity of the process, the elec—
tion is an indication of the strength
of the left in the Labour
Party. ‘

; All this process, still not homo—
geneous and lacking an organised
current, is continuously fed by the

Turn to-Page 4

NDEMONSTRATIONS AGAINST THE DENIAL OF TRADE UNION-
RIGHTS IN GCHQ.
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THE INSTALLATION OF THE YANKEE
MISSILES IN EUROPE AND THE CRISIS OF
THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM

The instaliation of the Yankee
missiles in Germany, Britain-and
ltaly, shows that the capitalist
system has no other policy than the
preparation of the war, and at the
same time it is in the middle of the
most profound crisis of its exis—
tence: the final crisis of agony.
The installation of the missiles
does not mean that imperialism is
going to launch the war tomorrow,
but the stages towards the war are
being shortened.

The installation of the missiles
does not change the general relation
of forces, Capitalism does not in-
crease its sirength militarily

much less socially or poli-
tically, The change means essen—
tially that the installation of the
missiles forces the Soviets to
destroy part of Europe in case of
war, and this is what the Soviets
are saying to the European bourge-
oisie: ‘It is a stupidily to believe
that these arms are going to make
you firiumph; on the contrary, it
means that we will have to destroy
them’s  Important sectors of the
European bourgeoisie see that this
is so. At the same time, with the
missiles the Yanks have a greater
military dominion over Europe.
But, even this is very relative be~
cause the crisis within the military
apparatus of NATO is so profound
that the Yankee command knows
that it cannotplace confidencethere
it is for this reason that they con—
trol the arms. The Yanks work
without taking into account the
govemments, the parliaments, and
even less the population, of the
countries of Europe. They ignore

them in order to decide, because

they work in accordance with the
needs of the capitalist system as
system, but they do have to adopt
an infinity of measures to seek i¢
deceive the population - and this
shows their weakness, It is enough
to see that, as regards the missiles,
they had them in Europe for some
time ‘as part of the press have de-
nounced, and even so they make a
film of the arrival of the planes with
the missiles, in part to make an
impression and in part to sustain
the farce.

There are sectors of imperialism
who make a pressure towards mea-
sures which are more profound;
these are the onces who organise
the military action with the South
Korean jumbo, which imposed the
invasion-of Grenada,and organised
the kitlings™ in ‘the Lebanon, the
provocations against Yankee troops,
and the aerial attacks against the
Syrians.. But this does not mean
that this sector can impose itself
now. On the conlraey, when, to
achieve its' objectives, it has to
make actions of ‘this type, it is
because ‘they have no security and
because there is a furious desperate
fight in Yankee imperialism and in
the whole of the world capitalist
system. . But it is the policy of
capitalism, as a system, to prepare
the war, - Whatever the Yankee

government, Carter-or Reagan, they

have to make this policy.

The decision to install the

missiles has provoked and deve-

loped an internal struggle in capi-
talism, which gives an image of how
things are going to be in the war,
European capitalism is obligedto
accep! the missiles, o feel itself
secure in front of its historic
enemy: the Workers States. The
Yanks impose the installation of
the missiles as part of the plan for
war, but politically the principle
objective is to maintain the Euro~
pean bourgeoisie, particularly of
Germany, France and Britain,
united to them in the objective of
confronting the Communist and
workers’ movement, and to accom-
pany in a more pronouncwd form the
preparations of war against the
Soviet Union. In this sense, it
seeks to make the European bourge—
oisie pay for the costs of the pre—
parations of the war to gain ad-
vantave in the inter—capitalist
competition. That is to say, the
historic objective is mised; the
war against the Workers States with
the daily objective of the compe—

tition against the other capitalist
countries. ,

In the calculations of the capi~
talist system, of the Yanks, it was
foreseen that the installation of
the missiles was going to re—
inforce the structure and the con-
centralisation of the capitalist
system on a world scale. They
expecled that the European bourge—
oisie would feel more secure in
front of the Workers States, the
USSR and the workers’ movements
of every country. As a consequence
as capitalist systems they would be
able to prepare the war against the
Workers States with greater homo-
geneity. Above all, they hoped that
~ in doing this — the Soviet Union
would end by yielding politically:
that is to say, it would make a new
Yalta. The Yanks, with all the
threats and demonstrations of force
which they make, seek to force the
Soviets to make a new world agree~
ment which ‘conciliates’  the
interests of capitalism with those
of the bureaucracy of the Workers
States, as they did in the time of
Staline That is, they wanted the
Soviels 1o stop supporting the
revolutionary -processes in the
wotld or allow the intervention of
the Yanks. The essential reason
of the failure of the calculations
of the Yanks and as a result of the
enormous crisis that the installa-
tion of the missiles develops in
the capitalist system, is that even
with the existence of the bureay-
cracy in the Workers States, the
bureaucracy does not work in

accordance with the interests or the
group, of -the camarilla, but in
accordance with the need of the
Workers State. The Soviet leader—
ship, without being the leadership,

genuinely representative  of
revolutionary Marxism, is the repre—~
sentative of the understanding that,
in order to progress humanity — and
of this progress the USSR is the
base — it is necessary o smash the
capitalist system, and that this will
not accept leaving history without
making the war. This understanding
is already installed in the Soviet
Union and it works for this as a
consequence. It was the firm con-
duct of the Soviet Union in front of
the Yankee missiles in Europe
which provoked the crisis in the

bourgeoisie and impelled the
pacifist mqvement‘,

The capitalist governments of
Germany, Italy and Britain resolved
to install the missiles in the worst
conditions and in the middle of an
enormous uncertainty, which means
that until the last moment they are
seeking an agreement with the
Soviets. Some in the hypocritica!
form of the capitalist system, but
others no. The first are of the
Strauss type who want rearmament
but do not wish to break with the
Soviets, and thus they try to want
to convince the Soviets ‘do not
look at the missiles’ -as if to say
‘yes, | have the missiles pointed at

you, but don't take any notice, we
will continue negotiating with you.'
On the other hand, there are sectors
who see that the war is the end of
capitalism, and hence they say to
the Soviets ‘we can still send back
the missiles, we will reach an
agreement’, There are sectors of
the bourgeoisie who are terrified
and who want to prevent the
missiles being made operative, and
who propose to dalayin the in-
stalling, saying that nails are
missing and that they must be
painted another colour: that is to
say, all the forms which show the
insecurity and lack of confidence
of capitalism itself in front of the
future. This is the attitude within
the sector which supported the in—
stallation of the missiles, because
there is a whole part of the Euro-
pean bhourgeoisie which does not
want war and which seeks a cerfain
logical reasoning, partly expressed
by Brandt.

Brandt represents an important
sector of the bourgeoisie which
sees no future for capitalism in war
and feeis that it is the USSR which
determines history.  Thus the
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political conduct of this sector is
not to do anything that may mean
conflict with the Workers Srates,
but the maximum of agreements to
*See if wecansurvive.But, within the
German Social Democracy there are
much more profound currents against
the war and, above all, against the
Yanks, because they see that these
are imposing on Germany the
function of military base, advancing
against the Workers States, to pro-
tect the territory of the United
States. The Soviets say this to the
Europeans, and in Germany they
see that this is so. There are also
sectors of the German army which
have demonstrated this thought,
contradicting the Yanks on the
offensive character of the Yankee
armament. A high commander of the
army of capitalist Germany, in a
declaration to the press some time
ago, said ‘It is logical that the
Soviets take measures of defence
in the frontier zone with Germany.
It is necessary to remember that
there have been two wars, and in
both Russia was invaded by Ger~
many. Any military command would
have done the same; o see this as
an aggressive action is not to see
the facts.” They are arguments
against the Yanks, and important
layers of the bourgeoisie think this,
besides the immense majority of
the  German population.

There is no change ‘in the nature
of capitalism and of the hourgeoisie
but, in the stage of the final seftle~
ment of accounts, elements of
disintegration  develop in the
structure- of the class which “is
disappearing. It loses power and
social historic strength to be able
to survive. Without the conduct of
the bourgeoisie changing, it is
necessary to expect a development
even deeper of internal crisis and
the development of tendencies of
the bourgeoisie who are going to
seek to impede the war plans of the
capitalist system. These are not
sectors who determine the conduct
of the capitalist system, but which
‘weaken the capacity for action and
political and social reaction which
is later reflected in the military
capacity.

The principle which is affirmed
in the experience of the discussion
on the missiles is that, for. capi-
talism, against the overwhelming
majority of the population of its
countries, has installed these arms:
that is to say, it responds to the
need of the system, not to the will
of the people. It is necessary to
discuss in the Communist and

Socialist movement, the experience
of the installation of the missiles
and how capitalism accentuates its
anti-democratic character and how
it tends to resolve its internal
struggles, through the forms of
coups in the apparatus. In Germany
when it was seen that the process
within the Social Democracy was
developing so that this would
oppose the installation of the
missiles, the Liberal Party, which
has 5% of the votes, with a flick of

the wrist determined the change of

government. 1t is in this way that
capitalism imposed the installation
of the missiles. 1t is a complete

lie that democratic methods decided
the installation of the missiles,
The Communists do not discuss or
propose this,

It is enough to see in Germany
the farce they have made of the
discussion in the parliament. At
the beginning, the Koh! government
was discussing against it. It had to
concede in front of the mass move—
ment, but, knowing that this did not
affect the already existing decision,
Thus the German parliament has no
authority according to the law
imposed by world capitalism to
revoke a decision of NATO.
Germany is submitted to a law which
comes from the war in which the
decision of the countries who
occupy it militarily ~ the United
States, France and Britain - are
above the government, the parliament
above the government, the parlia-
ment of the country. But, of these
countries, those who determine are
the Yanks, because the others have
only a symbolic military force but
the Yanks control the country
militarily, Hence, this occupation
law, the decisions which the Yanks
take, must only be communicated to
the German government and after-
wards the parliament and no other
German power can put it in question,
Hence, an important layer of the
German bourgeoisie and of the petit
bourgeoisie feel occupied by the
Yanks - and that is the case
indeed, - This is the ‘democratic’
form of decision. This has to be
discussed because, in this way
also. they will waxe the war,

The lalian Communists do not
discuss this and, as a consequence,
they create a whole illusion that
they can make capitalism change.
The experience of the installation
of the missiles confimms that the
capitalist system, in front of the
historic objectives, utilises all the
means to impose their interests,
It is not true that they are sub-
mitted to democratic rules. They
are preparing even more assassin
actions  against the  masses,
because the process is going to
increase the. resistance. of the
masses against the war plaps of
imperialism. Capitalism is going to
make mass assassinations, includ-
ing using the neutron bomb, which
Cde Posadas foresaw as a basis of
revolutionary actions -against the
NATO bases which the peace move~
ment was organising legitimately,
and will continue to do Britain and
Germany the peace movement is
organising to impede the use of the
bases and are completely right; the
workers'  parties, Communists,
Socialists must support this. They
are mass actions to defend life,
against the arms of imperialism
over which the government itself
of the country do not havw the con-
trol, 1t is logical, thus, that people
struggle to defend their sovereignty.
This is-a concrete and precise form
of defending the sovereignty of the
country. The masses are not only
against war, but against the use

“which capitalism makes of these

aims.,

Capitalism did not foresee the
development of the peace movement
in the more extended and profound
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form and, in particuiar, its objective
alliance with the Soviets. This
does not change the war plans,
because capitalism is not based on
the opinion of the people, but this
is none the less the new fact:
capitalism is preparing for the war
and has, within its countries, a
movement with petit bourgeois and
bourgeois layers which are pro—
Soviet, because its hase sees that
the Soviets are right, not the Yanks.
It is not Communist, but it is anti-
capitalist and affirms that it is the
Yanks who are preparing war. This

is the most ‘important political
resuft and the most profound blow
which the capitalist system re—
ceived. - The masses = above the
Communist and Socialist parties
unify with the Workers States
against the war plans of capitalism.
This is intelligence and reason.
The Communist parfies that main-
fain the most critical attitude
against the Soviets are having to
change like Carrillo and the Halians,

This forms part of the process of
elevation of the world Communist
movement led by the Soviet Union
which is harmonising the world.

The establishment of the Yankee
missiles. is not a decisive factor for
the war because, even with modern
arms, the Soviets already have the
reply. Much.more decisive is the
political and social process which
developed in Europe and in the
world. in this period. Soviet in~
fluence has increase:d over the
population in capitalist Europe and
among layers which before the
Workers States did not influence,
In this sense, it is very important
that, at the moment in which the
missiles were installed, through the
mouth of Brandt, of the British
Labourists, and of the Italian
Communists, the question of NATO
‘was posed, and, within this, of the
Yankee leadership. On the part of
the ltalian . Communists it is an
imposition, because they see that
the war is a reality and see that
their previous policy now makes
them prisoners of NATO, which is
the same as depending on . the
Yanks. But the German Social
Democracy and the British Labour
people also speak in the name of
sectors of the bourgeoisie,

Sectors of the European bourge-
oisie donot see the Yanks with the

capacity of decision and, as a con—
sequence, they lose confidence in
them. They see the security and
strength of the Soviets, who with~
draw from the negotiations of
Geneva withou! making a great
noise, but affirming serenely —~ as
they did with the instailation of the
missiles ~ that there is no point in
discussing. It is not a propagandist
stunt, as the press says; on the
contrary, it is a political step of
preparation for the war on the part
of the Soviets and which is going
to have a very great influence on the
masses, particularly on the petfit
bourgeoisie. It is going to impel
it to intervene against the capitalist
government, Basically this is also
the fear that the bourgeoisie has
over the Soviet withdrawal from the
discussions.  The Soviets said
‘hey were going to withdraw as soon
1s capifalism began to insial the
nissiles, and they did withdraw -
and now a sector of the European
pourgeoisie, which supporied the
instaliation, is taken aback, and
in part this expresses the attitude
of Kohl.

This is a superior leve! of the
crisis of the capitalist system and
a more elevatedlphase of the cen—
tralisation of humanity with the
Soviet Union. The peace movement
is not just one experience more
which shows that it is a continua~-
tion of the May of 1968, but more
mature, with more elevated objec-
lives, The peace movement seeks
to change society and goes in
search of the causes of war, which
is the capitalist system. Hence,
the Socialist and Communist leader—
ships themselves did not succeed
in imposing that the peace move~
ment would declare equally against
Soviet and- Yankee arms. They
understand and accept that the
argumentation of the Soviets: ‘Our
arms are to defend the Socialist
system’. They accept it because
it is the historic experience which
shows that the Workers States have
not ulilised arms to smash or to
exploit.  On the contrary, in the
Second World War, they were the
principle instrument to defeat the
nazis and, after, to help the revo~
lutionary processes, the movements
of social and national fiberation in
Africa, Asia and Latin America.

This is the historic experience,
Even those who do not share Soviet
methods, whether in Afghanistan or
before in Czechoslovakia, see that
the objective is not oppression;

they see that the countries’ progress
- while Yankee imperialism, where
it intervenes, does so to affirm
more reactionary and miserable
regimes like Chile, Paraguay, South
Africa, and before in Vietnam.

At the same time, it is necessary
to help the political maturation of
the peace movement, and for this
the Workers States must intervene

more as-a political leadership, It is

necessary to discuss that the
struggle for peace must be united
to the transformation of the country.
It is necessary to struggle against
the govermnment who instal the
missiles, but who work as a repre-
sentation of the capitalist system;
and this has to be discussed. In
not having this clear objective the
peace movement loses the strength
and capacity to influence and
change events, whatever numerical
strength it has. Berlinguer, in a
discussion in the Central Committee,
proposed that the peace movement
in ltaly was not sufficiently large
to change the government; when, in
one day in Rome, a million people
were mobilised. It is true that it
could grow much more, but the
essential reason is that, in not
having a clear programmatic content
to the movement against the instal -
lation of the missiles, it could not
weigh in a more decisive form.
For example, why did the Commu~
jistas not discuss and organise in
ltaly a general strike as, even
symbolically, was done in Capitalist
Germany. In not uniting the struggle
against the installation of the

-missiles with the struggle against

unemployment, against the factory
closures, the cuts in money for
health, education - then the social
and political capacity of the move—
ment remains very limited, ahove ail
because it develops the illusion
that it is possible to impede the
war or rearmament by means of
pressure. Experience in all these
countries was that, however great
has been the mobilisations, the
governments and parliaments voted
and decided to instal the missiles,
Thus it is necessary to unite the
struggle against the missiles with
the struggle to impose a government
which does not instal them, but
works in accordance with the will
of the population and not of the
capitalist system.

9 December 1983,

IN IRAN.

WE CONDEMN WITH ALL OUR REVOLUTIONARY PASSION THE
EXECUTIONS OF THE IRANIAN COMMUNISTS CARRIED OUT By

THE CLIQUE AT PRESENT GOVERNING IRAN.

THESE PEOPLE ARE DESPERATELY TRY-
ING TO CONTAIN AND DISTORT THE iRANIAN REVOLUTION.
PREVENTING THE INSTITUTION OF ANTI-FEUDAL AND ANTI—
CAPITALIST MEASURES IN THE LAND REFORM AND THE
EXTENSION OF DEMOCRATIC RIGHTS. THE WAR WITH IRAQ
HAS BEEN CHANGED FROM AN ACT OF REVOLUTIONARY
DEFENCE INTO A BLOODY MASSACRE DESIGNED TO EXHAUST
THE MASSES OF BOTH COUNTRIES AND TO PREVENT THE
DISCUSSION OF THE NEED FOR SOCIAL TRANSFORMATIONS
WE CALL UPON THE LABOUR PARTY AND

UNIONS TO CONDEMN TH!S MASSACRE OF COMMUNISTS, AND
THE CONTINUATION OF THE IRAQ-IRAN WAR WHICH EX~
HAUSTS THE MASSES AND OBJECTIVELY ONLY BENEFITS
WORLD IMPERIALISM.

ON THE INEVITABILITY OF

Extracts

We have sald that the war
is inevitable, and that capitalism
is going to launch it. But, Socialism
will be constructed, in spite of the
capitalist war. This is because
Socialism is a necessity of the
development of human history, of
science, of the economy and, above
all, of human intelligence in which
there is the function of the working
class. The atomic war is going to
cause many deaths, hundreds of
millions of dead. But what it will
manage fo destroy, however, is
only the material expression of
progress, but not the capacity nor
the intelligence which have deter—
mined progress itself. This capa—
city and intelligence will remain.
Capitalism is going to destroy
people, buildings, machines; but
not human capacity, human experi—
ence and human security. This
has been achieved.

Socialism does not spring from
atomic ruins. This is not the way
to interpret the process. It is
capitalism that makes war! It is
not that we want the war, but capi-
talism will resort to war before
being crushed - because it has the
means at its disposal. If capifalism
does not launch it, all the better!
Well, we would be disposed to wait
for Socialism another thirty years.
But it is capitalism which does not
have any other thing to resort o in
history but to make war. This is
part and parcel of private property.
It is the same way of proceeding
as in the case of competition, the
conflict through competition. It is
the same thing as the war which the
capitalists wage among themselves
in their commercial, financial and
war competitions.

As repards ourselves, we do not
want the atomic war: neither an
atomic one nor any other war! The
war, however, is the consequence of
the capitalist system. Our concemn
is to interpret; the same as we do

as regards competition, unemploy—
ment, inflation or in the case of
what is called over—production,
when people do not have anything
to eat. All these things are the
consequence of the capitalist mar—

THE WAR

~ L POSADAS

ket. These lead to social antago~
nisms. It leads to competition
amongst the capitalists and to re-
sorting to wars., It is enough to
read the history of private property
to see that the most outstanding
activity which the system of private
property has ever conducted is war,
war , and war.

Therefore, it is not correct to
say thal we want to construct
Socialism on the atomic ruins. We
have interpreted that the capitalists
are going to make the war and that,
in spite of their making war ~ in
which they are going to cause
massive destruction of human re—
sources and human riches — all the
same, we will construct Socialism.
And this is so because Socialism
is already a conquest of the con—
sciousness of humanity, of its
intelligence, and the most remote
inhabitant today of the Islands of
Oceania, of Africa, and in the
countries of Asia or Europe, knows
what Socialism is. Already, there
is the security in humanity that the
economy is not a mystery, that
property plays no function in history
and that intelligence is the product
of the development of human rela—
tions on the basis of the economy,
but that — once science has deve—
loped ~ it surpasses the economy
and allows the development of the
objective form of intelligence.
Once the proletariark became the
ruling class, it could not do this
by building up new classes but by
liberating the whole of humanity .
The proletariat has to do this. to
liberate itself as a class and to
progress as a class. The instrument
which is representative of the
progress of history is the proletariat,

~ These are not

political resolutions. They - are
analyses and conclusions on the
process of history, It is enough to
see that 40% of capitalist resources
go for war preparations. It is not
going on just military expenditures,
but everything which means war -
including counter—revolution, the
secret services, and police. Al
in all, it is 40% of the wealth of
the capitalist world. :

J. POSADAS 6th April 1978,
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THE CRISIS OF THE GOVERNMENT OF THE LEFT
IN FRANCE AND THE ADVANCE OF THE MASSES

'me electmn of the government
of the left in France was a major
hlow at the world cap:tai ist system,
and this electxon corresponds to
the balance of forces which favour
advances towards the Workers
States and the world downfall of the
cawta!nst system. ' ‘

The presence of a Commumst Party
in government is a mark of the
profound loss of equilibrium in

'capxtahst soc:ety, The oroblem
p

has been; and still is in France.
that the workers’ parties and the
government. were not based in their
consciousness - on  this - process.

“Because of iis previous Stalin-
st education, the FCP failed to
maintain its ‘weight in the French
population ‘and “on the electoral
plane, the Socialist Party ' gained
in the sixties and seventies to
to become the electorally lamger
party.  The Socialists have a feft
wing but, in the main, their educa~
tion is social  democrat. The
masses voted for social trans—
formations, ‘but the leadership of
the Socialist Party and govemment
thought fundementally in terms- of
progress within ‘the terms of the
cmﬁahst social” and * economic
system — much as the tradition of
the classical social democracy.
They sought to combine updating
the economy with more tecnho—
logical development and research
in modamsmg camtahsm, and thus
providing the ‘masses with social
benefits. It was an effort to
‘tranéoend’ the limitations of ihe
system. The intervention of the
state in the economy was increased
as a result of the measures of the
private Bank nationalisations and
extensive take—overs of nine major
industrial groups. Thus in France
now 32% of all industry is undey
state control, which includes 75%
of the arms industry and 80% of the
iron and steel.  This is a mark of
the great structural wealmess of
French capitalism when it requires

so much nationalisation to sustain .

it but, on the other hand, the way
the statified sector s mun is a
submission to the overall  needs
of French capitalism. Thus there
is no workers’ control in the stati—
fied areas. The policy of Mitterand
has besen an effort to suyuare the
circle, and advance sccial progress
in this way.

After the initial concessions io
the population in the form of social
benefits and wage increases, the
augmentation of the world economic
crisis of the capitalist sysiem
resulting fundamentally from. the
massive expenditures on war
against the Workers States led to
steps by the French government of
a capitalist type against the masses
—~ i.e. measures of austerity. The
language of the government via the
Delors Plan was the normal lan—
guage of capitalism — the need to
combat inflation and the nesd to
terminate the unfavourable  irade
balance.

‘Seciors of
the petit bowrgeoisie have with-
drawn their support in elections
but,on-the other hand, the over—

&

whelming base of the working
masses has continued fo support
the govemmnt of the !eft

The foreign = policy of
Mitterand government has followed
the line of defending French im—
perialist interests in Africa, Latin
America (Supporting British imper—
falism over the Malvinas war) and
the Middie East, at the same time
as resisting imperialism over
Grenada. The latter, in pari, would
also correspond not only to the
wishes of the base of the Socialist
Party but also to some sectors of
the lesser bourgeoisie, frightened
at “the drift of VYankee policy.
Although France is not within
NATO, Mitterand and the SP leaders
— apart from the left — consumed
with fear at the advance of the
Workers States and with no under—
standing of this process, has,
through ' this, actually made some
appalling declarations in support of
Pershing  Missiles in Eurgpe
{doubtiess Mitterand has delusions
about playing off US imperialism
against the Soviet Union, but there
is no such solution for the masses
of France}

Giscard d'Estaing was quite bold
in class terms in balancing between
imperialism and the Workers States.
Mitterand  does something -of  the
same, bul fears to approach the
Soviet Union too closely, because
this would: release forces fu the
Socialist Party and the masses
which he would then find difficult
to eontam

*The right is trving to use the
grievances of the small peasants —
confronting the monopolist policies
of the ECN - against the gov e
ment. . But, in reality a correct
policy of the workers’ parties can
win all these seclors in a massive
united front to impel discussions
and changes in the policy of the
government. Only a policy against
the monopolies in capitalist agri—
culture can oﬁer a solution to the

p%sams

After much prevarication the
FCP has come out forcibly against
the policy of unemployment. But
this has to be accompanied by dis—
cussions and mobilisations. More—
over, the masses do not wait on
successful persuasive discussions.

“They are alsp interested in per—

suasive actions, i.e. demonstrations

and occupations which facilitate
both - discussion and change.

The struggle at Peugeot over
unemployment again X-—rayed the
Hack of preparation of the workers’
leaderships. Neither Sovialist nor
Communist leadership raised the
issue of statification under workers’
control. Provocations were organ—
ised by capitalism, but’ this oppor—
tunity only occurved because of the
differences in the SP and CP
leaderships. Even on the electoral
plane the leaderships of capitalism

the

show enormous weakness.  The
fascists made electoral .gains - at
Dreux, but that is a sign not of
capitalist strength but weakness,
because - racist fascism -has no
perspective.
where, The fascism of this epoeh
is . nuclear war.

The road hauliers’ strike is a
political effort to destabilise the
Mitierand government, trying to
take advantage of the policies of
the government that weaken ils
links with the masses. Dut the
conditions for a French Chile do
not exist.

The FCP has to enter much more
inte all the issues, international
and national, and adopt unambigu—
ous class positions against nuclear
weapons and France’s psewdo
‘indeperdont  deterrant. Toa great
extent participation in the govern—

ment tended to diminish the inde—

pendent activity - of the Parly
{although this was not necessary).

Now the sheer pressure of evenls

dictates changes. [t is necessary
o develop a discussion over the
Workers States on a much more
profound level, fo explain the
Polish experience and its success—
ful outcome, to explain the worid
wide confrontation of classes,

. and develop a policy and programme

for France based on the world
balance of forces.  The FCP is
: decsswe in this, through its role in
the vanguard and the relation with
the Soviet Umcm

it is not necessary to be domi—
nated by fear of not staying in
government.” An audacious policy

‘can weigh much more in the unions
‘and the Socialist Garty,

Mitterand
has taken reactionary steps pre—
cisely because he was not coh—
fronted by adequate discussion and
mobilisations.

The infervention of the various
proletariats much more divectly in
Burope is going to impel the process
much more. The miners’ strike in
France is an example of this.
These and other class actions will
weigh more and more {o stimulate
re~grientations of policy and
programme.

Dut the Comsumist Party will have
to overcome its nationalist limita—
tions. Thus it expressed doubls
over the Soviet intervention towards
the Spanish CP, as a form of inter—
ference in ‘internal affairs’. This
attitude clearly undermines the
need to explain the role of the
Workers States and their evolution
towards a more elevated interior
and exterior functioning. Object—
ively it creates a bawier to the

influence of the Soviet Union,

It has failed every—-

Editoria‘i frofn pagel

dvnamt sm of the world process. and

the evolution of the Soviet Union.
World Impenahsm has suffered a
major reverse in the L.ebanon. The
Yanks have seen their ally Gemayal
destroyed, and this is because the
weight of the Soviet Union has en—
couraged all the forces opposed to
Yankee imperialisme

Yankee imperialism
has all manner of devices left to it
o intrigue in the Middle East- but
is not the creative force. That is
the . role of the Soviet: Union.
Similarly, in Latin America the tour
of Shultz to galvanise support for
Yankee imperialism furned  inio a
hopeless failures

Internally in the United States the
social debility of the system can be
seen in the development of currents
in the Democratic Party in particular
who do not share the line of the war
party, seek ‘nuclear freezes’, and
the limitation of Yankee intervention
abroad.,

The dominant role of. the Soviet
Union was shown in the funeral of
Cde Andropov, where the number of
delegations from  the  European
bourgeoisie was _more numerous
even than in the time of Breznev's
funeral, and the representative of
Yankee imperialism could not afford
to be bellicose but had to speak
about the need to negotiate, and
Thaicher likewise, After all their
vicious ~campaign of . nazi-type
lying, they had to moderate their
language — because, .in the eyes of
the masses of the world, their policy
of _confrontation with ‘the Soviet
Union is relecteda Imperialism
cannot. help but be warlike, and
when it has to change its formula—
tions. and tack with the wind in its
comments on the Soviet Union, that
is the measure of its weakness and
incompetenices

The Labour Party is In a stage
combining programme -and policies
which are anti-capitalist with a
functioning which is parliamentary
and bourgeo:s. The. turn Kinnock
nas made over the. Common Market

Vis an example again of a mixed

process in which he Is attempting
to associate with a ‘Europeanism
opposed 10 both the Yanks and the
Soviet Union, at the same time
speaking of oppos:tion to the multi—
nationals and the big agricultural
consortiums, and the need for

" “tions and turns may ensue. It is the

left which is the creative force in
the Labour Party, and Healy, who
‘fepresents a ‘sector of the bourge—
oisie; weighs against the centrali—
sation’ of capitalism and his ex—
pressed admiration for Gromyko is
an example of this resistance’ to the
needs of the systems

The most' recent - events - have
conflnmed that in Britain the ‘appa-
ratus and functioning of capitalism
are in’ the most profound disarray.
The, discassions over the CGHQ
have aroused profound opposition in
the Conservative Party, including
from Heath. Thaicher has to rely on
a small clique and rules through a
small - sycophantic court. Thus,
whole sectors are alienated in the
centres of capitalism, because the

drive to war and class confrontation
dissolves the normal functioning of
capitalism. . The opposition within
the Conservative Party to the rate—
capping exercise and. the attacks on
fascist affiliations in the party all
show  the profound crisis of de—
composition within capitalism.

It is this malaise which the left
in the L.abour Party has to grasp in
its depth. - The old leaderships in
the trade unions are an incumbrance
but there is no need for them to
weigh as they do, It is necessary
that the L.abour -left - attempts to
function as a political force, on the
basis of analysing ‘and = drawing
conclusions on the role of the Soviet
Union and the other Workers States.
it is necessary to seek to overcome
the gap between a progressive pro-
gramme and the absence of a real
functioning with the population out-
side electoral considerations. It is
necessary to develop a functioning
which makes a balance of world and
national events and draws conclu—
sions in order to intervene politi~
cally and with mobilisations. The
process is intinitely superior to ‘a
parliamentary ~  functioning and
requires a preoccupation with ideas
and analysis tending to develop an
homogeneous tendency of the left
in the Labour Party. This can then
concenirate the forces of the popu—
Jation which, at this moment, are
diluted precisely because there'is a
lack of a political centre in which
the ~Labour ~Party - corresponds {0
their -aspirations -and . capacities.

fies

nuclear disarmaments This Is an 2.3.64
aspect of the moving out of Britain
into the world, whatever qualifica—
‘ FOR THE INTERVENTION OF THE
_ The crisis of the Socialist par—  WORKERS IN THE NATIONALISED
is profound, in whatever INDUSTRIES !
country. But there is only possible -
one historic outcome — a change EXTEND THE POLICY OF
in functioning — and the FCP has STATIFICATION TO ALL THE
to set an example, with a better  PRINCIPLE  MONOPOLIES!

cell and pohtiwl life. 1t is neces—
sary to press forward with these
discussions, to gain advaniage,
cerfainly the increasing elevation
of the Soviet leadership will tend
in part to substitute for the limi—
tations of the local leadership in
France.

LIQUIDATE FRENCH NUCLEAR
‘WEAPONS!

FOR CONFERENCES AND MEET—
INGS OF THE WORKERS PARTIES
TO DISCUSS THE WAY FORWARD
FOR FRANCE!







THE DEATH OF COMRADE. ANDROPOV
AND THE PROGRESS OF THE SOVIET UNION

INTERNATIONAL SECRETARIATY OF
THE POSADIST V. INTERNATIONAL

15.2.1984

We render homage to comrade Andropov for his
participation in the developments and advance of
the world role of the Soviet Union, which takes
place in a process of historic transformation to-
wards Communism, 1lived by Humanity in this sta-
ge of history. Andropov had developed a  sense
of responsibility as leader of the Soviet Union,
and leader of the Party created by Lenin under-
going a process of return towards the principles,
the life and the experiences of the First Seven
Years of the Russian Revolution, These principles
have been the foundation for the historic expe -
‘rience and success of the working class in  the
leadership of society. The current progress of
the leadership of the Soviet Workers State is
directly linked to the advance of the role of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union in develop =

ing the economic, political and military capacity
to confront the war preparations of imperialism,
It has also advanced in its relations with the

world Communist and Revolutionary movements.The

leading role of the Communist Party of the

Soviet Union is advancing as part of the neces =

sity to extend the progressive role of the USSR,
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C§pitalism tries to take advantage of the chan-
ges in the Soviet leadership; capitalist leaders
speculate as for example in this letter of Reagan
requesting a "half-way" meeting with Chernenko .
T@e immediate election of Chernenko, his declara-
tion of continuity in the Soviet policy for the
world revolution, the declarations of Gorbavov ,
at the end of the Central Committee Meeting sup-
porting the election of Chernenko — and calling
for the unity of the Party ~ have belied all
the capitalists' speculations. This is because
the actual Soviet policy is not the consequence
of one or other leader, but the result of the
Soviet Union having to respond to an established
structure of relations determined by the existen-
ce and progress of the Soviet Unionj and by its
confrontation with the world capitalist system .

This confrontation has pushed the USSR to the
helm of the anti-capitalist struggle,for socia =-
lism, It is this structure which dedides the
selection of the leadership, and the leader who
appears has to respond to the social~historic ob
jective of the Workers State which is the cons -
truction of socialism., The internal struggles
of the Soviet bureaucracy are not, as capitalism
said, the :fights "for succession'". far from it
they are the struggle resulting from the discus-—
sions in the Soviet Union on tactic and programme .
to confront the war imperialism prepares, and the
problems of the comstruction of the Party. In
addition to this, there is the discussion on the
means by which toincreasesocial participation in
the Workers State, the role of the State, of
the Party, the correction of bureaucratic deform
ations, on Poland etc., In these discussions,
there are different political ideas which repre
sent different sectors and interests inside the
leading apparatus. Capitalism sees that this is
happening but it has no idea what is means. Ine-
vitably, capitalism compares this with its own
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» murderous way of conducting internal struggles .
What capitalism will never understand is that
these internal struggles will never change the
historic role of the Soviet Union, as the center
of the progress of Humanity to Communism,

It may be - at times — a greater or lesser
emphasis is put on. one or other aspect, like
support for the world revolution, changes in the
internal economy or democratic life, in the disg-
cussions of policies in the Soviet leadership.
These are different emphases about application
of policy because we are still dealing with ‘a
bureaucratic and not a marxist leadership.  But
it is a bureaucratic leadership that corrects it
self, away from Stalinism, towards marxism, The
historic legitimacy of the Soviet workers State,
is the factor that speaks for the boundless capa-
city of the USSR to undergo correction, as it
has already done in its progress from Stalinist
degeneration to the present Partial Regeneration.,

This is what makes the U.S.S.R. the actual
leadership of any human progress today. This
fact has been profoundly understood by Comrade
Posadas, and this is why, in the homage to the
activity of Comrade Andropov, we also underline
the role of J. Posadas 1in having understood the
inexorable nature of this process of Regeneration.
J. Posadas concentrated all activities and theore
tical elaboration on influencing and supporting
the progress of the Soviet leadership : ".. Our
criticisms of the Soviet bureaucracy are not
aimed at paralysing the Soviet Union or its lea-
dership. On the contrary, they are aimed at
influencing, stimulating and aiding the develop-
ment of consciousness, and political ability.
They are also aimed at raising the sentiment of
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feeling onself the constructor of Communism and
therefore of helping the process of History, The
Soviet Union.is an instrument which - in order
to live = has to impel the Revolution on a
world scale. It has to advance Socialism on a
world scale, and therefore to oppose the capita-
list system. This is the condition 'sine quanon'
for the existence of the Soviet Union. It cannot
live with the capitalist system, It cannot go
along with the capitalist system. The
Soviet Union does coexist with it, but meanwhile
it seeks to negate it. It is like this because
it is a question of either the capitalist system
disappearing, or of the Workers States! This is
the experience that come from the 63 years of
the existence of the Soviet Union ..'" (Homage to
the Soviet Union on its 63rd Anniversary,7.11.80
- J. Posadas), *

* Obtainable on demand £1.35.

Partial Regeneration - This concept elaborated
by J. Posadas, was put forward by him long befo-
re it was clearly observable in the USSR and the
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THE SOVIET UNION HAS NNT
FALTERED IN ITS SUPPORT FOR THE WORLD REVOLUTION

In considering the leadership, or a particular
leader in the Workers State - such as Comrade
Andropov ~ we must consider how he responded to
the fundamental needs of the Workers State and
how he acted in the world struggle for socialism,
It is important to understand that we are dealing
with a leadership whose origins and customs have
led them into habits of thinking and working bu-
reaucratically, This means that the progress of
such a leadership has neither the rhythm nor the
dynamism necessary. They do not respond fully
to the possibilities and necessities for Revolu—
tionary progress.,

In the stage of Andropov, howewver, Soviet sup-
port for the world revolution, Cuba, Afghanistan,
Nicaragua, and the Liberation Movement of El
Salvador - and the Arab revolutionary movement -~
was maintained. Soviet support was at hand for
the guerrila struggles of Jumblatt and the Leban
ese Muslims, Basically, the Soviet Union  provi
ded Syria with the military support that disinte-
grated the "multinational force" and threw the
Yanks out of Lebanon. In less than a year, the
Soviets have rearmed Syria sufficiently to be
able to deliver a blow of this magnltude to im -
perialism in the Middle East.

The invasion of Grenada has not signified a
substantial change in the world relations of

other Workers States. Posadas based himself on
the fundamental principle of Trotsky that if the
Soviet Union was not eliminated, and was to ex -
tend in the world (and it did), this would lead
to the process reverse to that which brought Sta
lin to power. Posadas has analysed this in all
his main works.(Edit)
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forces in favour of imperialism. In fact, this
invasion was the result of an internal struggle
in the upper echelons of imperialism, a struggle
which resulted from Yankee impotence to  launch
counter revolutionary attacks of any size or im—
portance, as a direct invasion of Nicaragua or
Cuba, This is not to say that it has ceased to
plan to attack these countries, but its distinct
lack of historic perspective and power of deci -
sion limits it to a huge military deployment in
Central America ending up in the invasion of tiny
Grenada from which it had to depart immediately.
In short, imperialism has drawn neither politieal,
—-social, nor military advantage from this inva -
sion of Grenada, It did not have the effect of
intimidating the anti-imperialist movement in
Latin America,as anticipated. The proof is that
there were four anti-imperialist electoral results

in the region: Argentina, Peru, Venezuela and
Ecuador, The progress now being made continues
and meets with the necessary support in Latin

America for its continuation. In the Middle East
- focal point of confrontation between the two
systems - the Yanks have been obliged to withdraw
and the Soviets have increased their authority
and presence,

The liquidation of the spy-jumbo (South Korean
Airliner) and the military operation that was
mounted behind it, has had considerably more
favourable effects in the field of the world
struggle for human progress than Grenada's inva-
sion. The liquidation of the jumbo was a decisi-
ve action of the Soviets which did not stem from
the leadership of a Communist Party meeting, but
from an on-the~spot decision with the same inten-—
tions, the same programme and the same understan-—
ding that prevails in the Central leadership . of
the Party with regard to the global confrontation
with the capitalist system. When there is such
capacity for decision, it means that there is a
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very great progress in the Soviet Communist Party
itself, even if it still.suffers from a certain
lack of homogeneity. It proves that any vital
and important step can be taken in the U,S.S.R.
by entire sectors, informed of the aims of impe-
rlallsm, and prepared to confront them and liqui-
date it,

Imperialism has to continually increase its
war preparations and all its energies and poli -
cies are geared to this end. The Soviet Union ,
obviously has to continually resist these prepa-
rations. The resolve of the USSR in this respect
has further deepened all the divisions in the
imperialist camp, and meanwhile provoked a move-
ment as socially important as the "Peace Movement",
Comrade Andropov never ceased to make proposals
for agreements on a balance of nuclear weapons ,
These proposals were aimed at breaking the capita-
list front without conceding anything regarding
the defense of the Workers State and the Socialist
camp, Hence, the USSR swiftly responded to the
deployment of Yankee missiles in Europe by re =
arming and suspending the Geneva negociations .
Even if this was done incompletely in the sense
that the withdrawal from the Geneva talks should
have gone hand in hand with appeals by the CPSU
and the mass—Soviet organisations to the " Peace
Movements" (to help them become anticapitalist
- movements) - even then, it did have the effect
of unmasking the real war-mongers: imperialism
and world capitalism, This conduct of the Soviets
has: also orientated the "Peace Movements'of Euro-
pe and the United States which are going towards
anticapitalist positions anyway.

What is important about the suspension of the
Geneva talks lies in what this means in the inter-
nal relations in the leading Soviet appara-
tus, Relations and talks with world capitalism
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formed part of the programme of the most backward
sectors of the Soviet bureaucracy, who think it
is possible to maintain a stable relationship of
coexistencewithcapitalism and liquidate it gradua
ly. The walk—~out of the Soviets at Geneva, shows
that it was not these sectors that were in charge,
Stalin made a non—agression agreement with Hitler
and .. he believed in it! But the present Soviet
leadership leaves the Geneva talks and-unlike
Stalin, prepares to confront world imperialism.It
is prepared to confront it, up to the ultimate
consequence, the complete liquidation of private
property and the world spread of socialism. World
capitalism is quite desperate to get the USSR to
return to Geneva,, This is particularly true
of the Yanks who .feel the pressure of the petit
bourgeoisie and want to appear in fromt of it as
being "for peace'. Whether or not the USSR re-
turn to these discussions in Geneva will change
nothing in the significance of these conclusions.

Capitalism prepares the war to confront human
progress, whilst the Workers State prepares itself

to be transitory medium for the triumph of pro -

gress; transitory in the sense that it has to
take actions against the capitalist system which
will not go away of its own volition. This

is why the capitalist leaderships preparing the
war break their links with society as a whole ,

They are faced with ever increasing movements of
opposition, As for the Workers States, also pre-
paring for the war, they do so by improving
their relationships with the masses. They impro-
ve the relationship leadership-masses, A series
of changes and corrections are being made in the
Workers States’ leadership; these lead to an
increase in productive capacity and the conditions
of life of the masses~ as well as military capa~
city. Under capitalism, war preparations mean mo-
re hunger, unémployment, robbery and plunder of
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productive capacity, This is why the Workers Sta.
te cannot generate — as some Communist Parties ho-
pe — independent "Peace  Movements" or leaders.
The masses of the workers states and of the capi-
talist countries see clearly that the war is not
a necessity of the Workers State, It is capitalism
that needs the war, and the masses of the world
see clearly the process towards war is distinct
in the Workers States and in capitalism.

THE PROGRESS OF THE SOVIET UNION
AND THE ELEVATION OF THE
ROLE OF ITS COMMUNIST PARTY

The discussion in the world Communist movement
on the character of the intermal changes in the
USSR and the changes that took place during the
life of Andropov, has to be deepened. The changes
during the life of Andropov form part of a very
deep process that was in part applied, and in
part discussed; it announces even greater chan-
ges to come, In the discussions, they have dealt
with the problems of the economy, the Party and
socialist democracy. This forms part of the ne =
cessity and progress of Partial Regeneration, The
leadership is still heterogeneous and political
tendencies and ideas appear; but they do not impe-
de the development of a coherent Soviet policy.

Comrade Posadas analysed that the Soviet lea-
dership was making a greater progress than was ap-
parent in the external policies and relations with
imperialism, This means a progress in the develop
ment of soviet democracy, one way or the other.The
process is slower internally (in the USSR) because
changes there are made by the bureaucracy itself,
and it has to cope with a strong sector of the ap-
paratus which holds on to its privileges. This sec
tor is now an important impediment in the develop
ment of the economy and the dynamic intervention
of the Party, The USSR and the other Workers States
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prepare for the war, and they cannot do it amist
internal upheavals,  This is why there is a conti
nuing process of removing those sectors that impe-
de  the development of the economy, and a more
extensive world anticapitalist policy on the part
of the CPSU, The internal changes made under
the leadership of Andropov form part of the dee-
pening of the process of Partial Regeneration.The
important discussions that have arisen around
the question of the "aims of Communism"” - the sta-
ges towards Communism and the forms to allow a
greater participation of the masses in the leader-
ship of Soviet society, cannot be discounted, It
is important to highlight the creation of the
"Works Collectives'" in the USSR and the renewal of
the role of the local Soviets, Today, the latter
have a better scope to apply policies and to inter-
vene on the questions of the central plans. than
before, The question of distribution "according
to need" goes on being discussed. This discussion
comes from the time of Breshnev who had said that:
"There are not yet the conditions for distribution
to each 'according to need'"; at the time of the
New Soviet Constitution (1977). This was not a
rejection of the proposal, but a postponment, At

that time, comrade Posadas analysed that a propo—
sal from an important sector in the USSR  inclu-
ding a part of the Soviet leadership 1laid behind
Breshnev's reply. Comrade Posadas suggested the
possibility of actually passing to distribution
"to each according to necessity" at least partial-
1y in the USSR and some other Workers States. Al-
ready, he explained,such a principle does not de -
pend only on the development of Soviet economy,and
it can be produced by the level of social unders =
tanding reached by the Soviet people. A good
example was to be found in the distribution of sa-
laries, This was considered partially and super-
fically by the leadership of Andropov who stressed
the aspect of the importance of social salary.Also
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some reforms were introduced by Andropov by which
the salary. received became more linked to necessi-
ty, number of | chlldren, their age, number of peo-
ple to look after in the home, etc.

This discussion is still confined within the
bureaucracy - and so, it does not have the neces-
sary depth or objectivity, Part of the lack of
objectivity is due to the fact that important as-
pects of the life of the Workers State are still
not analysed in the light of historic truth, This
is a legacy of the Stalinist period. However, ma-
ny leaders, including Andropov himself, have put
forward important criticisms, even if they are
still done in a limited and superficial manner.
Nonetheless the process of correction is profound;
Andropov said that the Soviet Union had once
had a form of distribution "to each according to
necessity" but that this led to bureaucracy which
was due to an insufficient development of the
economy, and a lack of social understanding in
the Soviet masses, According to him, it became
necessary to return to distribution "according
to capacity”, and to intensify productivity, bonu-
ses etc, against inefficiency. However, Andropov
in doing this, eliminated a good deal of ineffi-
ciency, corruption and privileges - all of which
is the reverse of the policy of Stalin. Stalin
wanted distribution according to capacity, in or-
der to create a privileged bureaucratic apparatus
to support him in his p011c1es of alliance with
capitalism,

This discussion is limited but it is by no means
means a retreat because it forms part of the pro-
cess through which the structure of the Workers
State seeks to advance., The same is true of the
discussion on the complete centralisation of the
nationalities in the USSR, the creation of the
Soviet . human being and the discussions on the
elimination of the State and the discussions on the
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standard of living not being confined to eating

and sleeping, but meaning the culture of the Soviet
people, All these discussions are limited by the
bureaucratic leadership, but they go on, And they
are further limited by the war imperialism prepares
because that war demands the concentration of the
preoccupation of the leadership to arm against it,
This is why comrade Posadas had analysed that: "It
is difficult for bureaucracy to accept distribution
according to necessity today". It is difficult be~-
cause that leadership is pressurised by the impen~-
ding war and it has to improve the economic and
military capacity all at once, in conditions where
it is frightened of making greater internal changes.
Andropov and the sector he represented faced up to
the need to make a greater clearance inside the
apparatus., This is why 45 out of a total of 180
Regional Secretaries of the Federation of the CPSU
were replaced under Andropov, This is more than

at the time of Krutchov and Breshnev put together.
Under Andropov scores of Ministers and leaders

of the State were removed together with linge -
ring remnants of private property as in the caseof
the Kolkhoses where the small private plots were
further diminished, At the same time, the Kolkhoses
were brought into closer association with the Sovkhos
and industry through the "“agro-industrial” comple~
xes, There, private initiative is increasingly
submitted to the centralised state plan. This
centralised state planned is applied through the
"agro-industrial’ complexes,
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At the same time, the discussion whether a Party
leader can also be a leader of the State is raised.
It was established at the time of the New Soviet
Constitution in 1977 that the same leader could
hold positions in the state and the Party.
This is when the Party Secretary became President .
of the Soviet Union also., In turn, the majority
of the leading members of the Party acquired posts
in the Soviet Government., Now, after several years
the problem is reposed, There is a proposal to
separate the posts; this goes in the direction of
returning to Lenin's principle that Party leaders
should not hold state positions. It means that

the discussion is still going on, When the New
Soviet constitution established that Party leaders
could have state functions, comrade Posadas analy-
sed that this represented a means through which

the Party was able to control the State, even though
this was an incorrect measure from the point of view
of principle; but it helped to impose the point of
view of the Party and the global interests of the
Workers State, on the bureaucratic and technocratic
sectors of the State, Now, they are returning to

the principle of Lenin of separation of posts which
is correct, This return is taking place even though
there is not yet a sufficient level in socialist demo-
cracy to prevent the state generating sectors and ten—
dencies seeking liberty to use the state, production

in the factories, etc,, as they like and without
Party control, However, as far as the Party 1is
concerned, it is going to be a great progress to
free itself from all these layers that impede a
superior political advance, and impede particu -
larly a better relationship between the leader -
ship of the country and the masses, The question
of the separation of Party and State positions
demands a better intervention and decision by the
masses and working class in the Trade Unions and
the political life of the State. This could be
. done via the Works Collectives or some other ways.
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The world capitalist media attacks the method of
electing Chernenko, that it called 'conservative' and
anti-democratic. But the masses have a means of
making an immediate comparison with the electoral
process in the United States, The election of Cher-
nenko ~ even if with limited and bureaucratic forms-—
is a thousand times more democratic than the elec—
tions in the United States. Everyone knows the opi-
nions of Chernenko: support for the Liberation Move=-
ments, no military advantage to be given to imperia
lism and a commitment to further the construction
of socialism., On the other hand in the US, the
elections are a farcej a president like Reagan could
be elected with-only 26% of the votes and it is gene
rally accepted that candidates make false declarations
"for the campaign'. The capitalist press acknowledges
this openly. It admits that: "Ah, he said this just
for the campaign', They make all manner of promises
that will never be applied and talk demagogically as
in the case of Reagan when he talks about peace, The
one that wins the elections in the United State, is
the one most linked to the financial and industrial
sectors closest to production for war, This is becau
se these sectors decide politically and the Yanks can-
not have any other policy but to prepare for the war.
They cannot resolve the crisis between themselves
and with their social-antagonist(the Soviet Union
and the camp of Socialism ) in any other way  but
war, Yankee leaders are making a campaign in
which they declare that they are for "peace" but
they do everything for war. There are tendencies
in the Yanks swith different opinions as to
the stages leading to the war, but they all see
that they cannot escape this historie conclusion.

In contrast, the policies and objectives of the
Soviet leadership and Chernenko - this includes Gorba—
chev whom the capitalist press presented as an opponent
of Chernenko - are explicit., They propose the exten
_tion of the conquests of Soviet society to the whole
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world, and the construction of Socialism., The Soviet ’

Union contributes to the advance of the conditions of
life in such backward places as Afghanistan, and the .
Yankees can do nothing to help 40 million of their
own US people - the majority of them negroes - who 1li~-
ve in hunger - In other words, the immense
economic power of North America serves only to enrich
a tiny reactionary minority,

All this forms part of the cultural and political
education of the masses of the world, It forms part
of the constant progress of the Soviet Union which
is an immense support to the world masses, In this way
the masses of the world judge the relative development
of democracy in the Workers States, and in the capita-
list countries, The Italian Communist Party partici=-
pated in part in the bourgeois speculations regarding
the changes in leadership in the Soviet Workers State.
It thought that the changes introduced by Andropov
would give greater scope to private property in the

Soviet Union, And, as far as the Italian Commu-
nist Party is concerned, it considers that State
ownership engenders bureaucratic power, This is
why it supports experiences like those made in

Yugoslavia and China. It does not investigate
the problems facing the Workers States today, or
the experiences of history. An important  part
of these experiences is the fact that Andropov

advanced progress in internal democracy, whilst
increasing the centralised power of the State.He
did the same thing in relation to the countrysi-
de, The world communist movement should discuss

the problems of the Soviet Union and what to do
in a more objective way. This discussion has
to start from an acknowledgement of the progres—
sive role which the Soviet Union has in History,

International Secretariat
of the Posadist IV International
15,2.84
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‘nature of capltallst soc1ety and the . repressive
‘the bourge01s state,

either the trade unions or the Labour Party, it is:
- they feel that the world balance of forces is favourable
. the advance: of humanity. It is the world that: decides, There
;fare 0o 1ocal condltlons to glve the mlners such a confldence.

ioonthem dis:the world situation, They see the comparison. bet~
ces of the Workers States (Soc1allst countries).,

-t defeat in Lebanon. It was defested by the Soviet Union
1 Lebanon; acting through local ‘forces like Syria.
A had a profound efféct on the masses of the US who oppose the
t war preparations: of imperialism.
;1contenders
notymake so;much of;thelr criticism of Reagan over Lebanon .

Ipart of the expense of those preparaﬁlons on the

/Weapons in space, has found no support.*
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tend the activity

The miners strike hds advanced the class: and anti-govern—
ment. struggle inthis country considerably. - has. brought
into the glaring light of day the essentlally undemocratlc
nature. of
It is not however simply a local affalr ;
It is part of a1 world process. When 4 numerlcally small seec~
toy of the proletariat “like the minérg, launch themselves
into such a struggle without .an adequate 1eadersh1p from
because
to

Of course, the miners feel that they have the:support of
‘the British working class and masses but the major influence

ween the crisis of world capitalism and the confident advan~
Unlted
its

in
Lebarnon has

States: 1mperlallsm is stlll feeling all the effects of

B i thls were not 80, ~the

for . the Demoeratic pre51dent1a1 nommatlen would

t‘ney feel that 1t 1s the opmlon ef

European

bourgeoxsle = +have failed.: The proposal by Reagan to develop

Among the most glarlng dlfferences in the capltallst camp
is that between British impérialism and the Yanks, The = wi=
sit of the Queen o Jordan, immediately after Hussein's con~
demnation of ‘the United States and all its works, her expres-
sions of support for the ”rlghts of the Palestlnlan people”,
and her criticism of Israel, is.a slap in'the face of Yankee
1mperlallsm, Also the condemnation by bourgeois parliamenta-
ry sectors of the Yankee invasion of CGrenadd continues,  In
the ‘end; there i no way British imperialism can separate it-
self: from the Yanks because it.is the whole system of priva=-
te property which is going down the draln, but the British,
are reacting with fear and uncertainty in front of the rapld
advance to the war on the part of Yankee 1mper1allsm.

ACTS IN THE
HUMANITY

THE SOVIET UNION
INTERESTS OF ALL

In contrast, the
and' confidence,  The
signed to show NATO
the:Soviet Union is
rialism is going to

Soviet Union intervenes with = ‘certainty
maneouvres ‘of ‘the Soviet fleet were  de-
= which was meeting at the time ~ " that
‘prepared to.confront-the war that impe -
taunch, . The immediate result was . .to open

up the already wide divisions in the capitalist camp. Also
the advances by the Soviets in space exploration  expresses
all the confidence they have, and the confidence the system

of the Workers States have also; in the future of humanity,
By taking a representative of India with them in their space
mission, ‘the Soviet Union is showing that it represents ‘the
progress of all humanity. Whilst capitalism exploits what is
called the "third world", with the resulting hunger and po -
verty, the Soviet Union takes one of their people into space,
What a comparison!

The miners strike is emphatically mot a local event becau-
se it forms part of a considerable mobilisation by the prole-
tariat of capitalist Europe. As the miners mobilise in this
country, there are mobilisations in France by the workers‘
of Lorraine, and the enormous mobilisations by the' Italian
workers; led by the Communist trade union centre in Rome ,
against the policy of the Craxi government which is to Tower
the living standards of the Italian masses.  There is ' the
struggle of the German (FDR) workers for the 35 hours . week
and“the previous general strike of the Belgian workers ( now
preparing ‘a new one ), Since capitalism has no solution to
‘any of the problems of the masses, to bad housing,inadequate
social health services and unemployment, these mobilisations
are going to.continue and grow, As there is now a: Buropean
"Peace" Movement, so there is also a European movement of
the'working class,

dranian: ~
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'THE IRAQ-IRAN WAR.

From ‘the begmmng of the
lran—fraq - war- until now, the
characterisation which Cde

Posadas made -of jt has not

changed. It is a war which does

not have the objective of defen—
ding the progress of ‘the two

countries but the counterposed
interests of the fwo bureaucratic :
‘the
and motivated by the
camarilla  of Saddan Hussein
f,who mvaded Iran9 hopmg ‘that

castes: - the lraqi -and

trans formations, ;
.reform, Wy

the caplta/fst system; above ali,
of Yankee imperialism, has dee—

pened, which comes from

‘defeats like that in the Middle
East, where it has had to. sus—

pend ebrup,tly the plans of inter-

vention against Syria and the:

Lebanese Iefta

In Iran, the rel;g:ous nghz‘ has
of G
“agrarian

S
has contained all the
9 .means of .economic and. social

eontamed programme..
“the

wintervention.

the -

the
women;

nces in
tran: would lead tothe “military
sector . rebelling;. liquidating
Khomeiniy  -and - reéaching  an
agreement with lrag. (where the
reward wouyld be to ' give Iraq a
few . islands) but, above all,
liquidate the revolytion in’ lran
and: ‘its. influence . ‘within frag,
(From a confererice of Posadas,
15.11.80),

The plans:of the Iraqis failed,

From then until now the nature of

~conflict which has:Gontinued has

not .changed,
situation in

particularly ‘the
lrags: - What hHas

Hdargely been -modificd is the re-—

lation of forces within Iran where
there -has been a containing ‘of
the initial revolutionary response
= and:then the woérid orisis of

to

progress‘which were stimulated -
by the revolutionary advance of "

the stage after the fall of the

Shah. Nevertheless, it has not
been able to annul or /m‘ermpt

the revo/utionary process in the
masses, but to contain the level
which was very profound. The
external” policy itselt of iran
continues being ant:-—tmpenahst
against Israel and in ‘support of
the Arab revolutions Internally,
the fact that the repression of
the left ‘and of the Communists
continues - ‘shows that the

‘intema!’strugg/e /s not resolved

nor the relation of forces com-
pletely favourable to the right,
although It may be this which
dominates the apparatus of de—
cision: ‘The Soviets have just
ended by ;{rermg Iran a pro~

recrudescence of.

: leadershlpa

RESOLUTION OF THE IS

gramme ‘of “economic’ ardf‘whleh

‘was supported by Khomeini, a
demonsteation ‘that they have not

‘able ‘to ‘é‘liminat‘e ‘the
sectors who seek in the alllance
‘with the Sowets an. mstrument
by which to make the country'

progreSS»

been'

Hence, _the .

in every way, .
is

the wa

gomg to pose in. a short} ,stage_ -

in Iraq, but abovke all i ;
a new phase or the deepemng of
the revoiutlonary process and. of
the questlonmg of the rehglous
A contmuatron and
at once an extens:on of the war
is' going to prepare the con-—-
ditions for this perspective,
Until now, the war has served
the Islamic right, ‘80 as to re-
inforce its_power over the. base
to impede the process ef changes
in the countrys It has had t0. re—
press not only the Marx:st and
revolutlonary left, but the sectors
of the progressive bourgeors:e
represented by Bani Sadr, . who
tried to push forward a pro—
gramme of the deve/opment of
the economy ~ not in a central--
lsed form ~ and which was gomg
to requzre a certain poht:cal and
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trade union development of the
masses, which any way
affected the power of the relig—
ious caste. Butthis was going to
affect it, not through the depth
which the bourgecisie could give
for the intervention of the
masses, but because the demo—

cratic development was combined
with & profound revolutionary
movement which, in the long run,
was ‘going to determine beyond
its bourgeois character, giving
rise to revolutionary tendencies
within the Islamic movement
itself and, above all, in the
working class. Hence, Posadas
immediately after the fall of the
Shah defined the process in Iran
as a process of permanent revo—
lution which was centralised

transitorily in a religious leader—~
ship deprived completely of
ideas and of programme to deve-—
lop the country, and which
similarly would not be able to
substitute for the function of the
bourgeoisie. .

The  religious right wing
supported . itself on these con—
ditions  and made use of this
centralisation of the masses in
the religious leadership to obtain
definitions favourable within the
“internal ‘struggle and against a
. left which was forming. This
" as a result was deprived of a
sufficient understanding to inter—
vene within the religious move—
ment, at the same time that the
necessary tradition was missing
which would allow it to have a
greater  authority - over  the
masses, Even so, it was only
through the war with lraq and the
concentration of the whole coun—
try in this objective that the
Muslim right achieved in great
part its objectives,

This is a contradictory pro—
cess which has been able to
develop under these forms,
because at the same time diff—
erent conditions have come 10—
gether: on the one hand, a
profound ‘social revolution of the
masses had not occurred before
in the whole history of Iran
which overthrew the power of the
Shahs That regime had appeared
omnipotent as it was ‘sustained
by an-immense military apparatus
constructed by imperialism (itis
necessary to remember that at
this moment the military capacity
of iran was the most powerful
of the zone where the CIA had
45,000 agents besides a sophis—
tivated electronic instrument of
«control and esplonage against
the Soviets— which was dis—
mantled). At the same time, the
revolution meant an immense
development of the left influ—

‘expected 1his.

enced by the world, supported in
a 'socially very profound move-
ment but politically weak,
through the lack of pre—
vious trade union and political
life and of a Communist
Party with sufficient authority
over the masses. Finally, there
was a very weak bourgeoisis,
almost non—existent as an
economic and social force. All
these conditions impeded a rapid
development of the left within
the religious movement itself,
which did not understand in time
the permanent character of the
revolution and the need to de—
velop the leadership without
opposing the religious movement.

The religious right, Iif cer—
tainly it was affirmed in the
struggle against the progress of
the left, has had to support itself
on the anti--imperialist character
of the mass movement, The
proof is that the repression of
the left and the containing of
the programme of transformations
has not meant an increase of the
strength of imperialism in lran
or a retaking of the positions
which it had in the epoch of the
Shah. = This is not only through
the anti—imperialist will of tye
masses, but through the influ—
ence of the world revolution on
lran, and particularly of the
existence of the USSR which has
worked as a fetter on the Yanks.
Hence, at the beginning cof the
war when the lragis invaded, the
Yanks worked cautiously expec—
ting a coup within Iran, just as
the camarilla of Saddan Hussain
But the calcu—
{ation went wrongs

In the first stage of the war
when Iranian territory was occuy—
pied, the religious right sought
to mobilise only militarily in
order to limit the social results
of the war within Iran, and so
that this was ftransformed into a
religious war. This allowed it

"~ to push to the limit the blows

against the left and Bani Sadr.
Even so, the niilitary withdrawal
of the lraqgis was not due so
much to the military capacity of
the lranian army, whose reactio—
nary ‘structure ‘sought to make a
sabotage In order to give a bilow
against the revolution, but to the
heroism of the soldiers and the
masses who defended the country
and the revolutionary process
already begun, and who were
conscious that a military defeal
in lran would have meant a blow
in favour of the Shah. It is not
true that they went to die in
battlie blinded ’by religious
faith’s It was the expression of
a process which affected the
country in a most profound way
and which the masses defended
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élthough the religious right had
interests opposed to the masses.

Anyway, this social behaviour
is ‘shown more clearly when the
Iraqis advanced into the territory
of lran. Afterwards, and in all
these two years of the 'forgotten’
war, the religious Ieadership
sought to maintain it as an in-
strument to retard the process
and resolve the internal struggle
in its favour. 3ut, partly what
it has done, is to dominate the
apparatus but not the masses,
who are going to seek in the
next 'stage to seitle accounts
with its leadership.

The lIran—iraqi conflict, as
Posadas analysed, was not de—
termined directly by imperialisme
This could not intervene openly
in favour of frag from fear of the
Soviets. The character of the
process in lran will,pushiran to
seek help from the Soviets iIn
front of an imminent defeat. It is
not that the Iranian leadership is
going to seek such help explicit—
ly, but the Soviets cannot allow
an eventual military defeat of the
lranians leading to an increase
of the power of the Yanks in the
zone which borders the USSR,

the Iranian
the

Moreover,
masses have maintained
anti—capitalist -sentiment and
see in the Soviet Union its
natural ally. The latter for its
part ‘seeks to ‘stop the war and
tind an arcangement between the
two countries which are anyway
adjacent to the USSR~ [If the
Soviets have not succeeded in
gaining a greater influence, it is
not only through the responsibi—
lity of its present policy but
through the anterior development
of the Communist parties in
these - two counitries, owing to
the policy of Staline In part,
the Soviets seeing this
deficiency intervened in
Afghanistan to respond more in
front of a possible intervention
by the Yanks in the zone, asin
part was made with the attempt
of the Yankee landing to recover
the hostages in the American
Embassy. In this aspect, the
objectivity of the Workers State
was ‘shown as Posadas analysed
-~ which differently from Stalin —

did not wait for the enemy to reach
its frontiers before intervening.

The whole of capitalism finds
itself divided and without know—
ing how to intervene, although
it's a question of extracting
advantage from the conflict.
But the defeat of the Yanks In

the Middle East and the affirma—
tion of the Soviets in this zone
is a lesson which is present and
prevents them entering in depth
in a contlict of these character—
istics. Notwithstanding the
Yanks, with much difficulty, are
seeking to increase their in-
fluence over Saudi Arabia and
the countries of the Persian Gulf
‘threatened’ by the lranian dan—
gers The game of the Yanks is
now in part this, without ex—
cluding direct intervention in
the conflict but one which they
cannot now programme before—
hand. It is for this reason that
the European bourgeoisie, seeing
this game of the Yanks, does not
accept a wnilateral intervention
in the zone because

afterwards, the Yanks are going
to dominate the oil. It is thus in
defence of its interests and in
competition with the Yanks that,
in 'part, France, Britain and
Germany intervene.  In this
aspect the situation of the Middle
East Is partly repeated where the
European bourgeoisie accepted
participation in the milti-
national force also, so as not to
let the Yanks be there alone and

to preven: them imposing only
their interestss It is part of the
inter—capitalist competition
which, even at the edge of the
war with the Workers States con—
tinues to be a factor of internal
disintegration, impeding  an
homogeneous response fto the
whole of capitalisme On the
other hand, the political point of
view cannot offer any peaceful
solution to any conflict as it
develops in the Middle East or
in anv.part of the worlid,

It is necessary to discuss in
the " Communist movement the
conclusions of this conflicts
The analysis proposed by Cde
Posadas in 1980 is maintained;
it is necessary to cease the war
and to unify the two countries
on the basis of a programme of
development towards Socialism.
Neither Iran nor Irag can resolve
the problems of frontiers within

capitalism. Neither of the two
existing leaderships are iIn
agreement with such a con-

clusion, but there is no solution
to a conftlict which has no social
or political roots of progress,
but in defence of camarillia
interests. It is not only a gues—
tion of the need to stop the war,
because this in itself does not
resolve the problems of the pro—
gress of the two countries, and

anyway the conditions for war
will be created again.

It is necessary to discuss
at the same time the perspectives
of this war. In the present con—
ditions of the existence of the
two camarillas in power, none of

INTERNATIONAL

the two countries can win mili—
tarilys But, particularly in the
process in lran, if the continy—
ation of the war has served the
objectives of the religious right
to detain the revolutionary pro—
cess, the continuation and ex-—
tension of the conflict is - going
lo go against it — because the
right dominates the apparatus,
but does not control either the
masses or its anti-imperialist
wills  Thus, a military triumph
can only come with an elevation
of the social revolutionary inter—
vention of the masses of iran,
which is what the religious right
attempt to impede. Hence, on the
eve of this new. offensive, Iran
has shot ten Communist soldiers.
Some time ago, the Communists
intervened and maintained a
relation within the army, not in a
clandestine but in a public
sense. The fear then of the
religious leadership is to orga—
nise a military offensive which
gives the possibility to the
sectors within. the army to
change the objectives which they
want to give to the war. To some
extent it is the same that Stalin
tried to do, when before the war
he repressed the best officers
of the army, among them Tukash-
evsky, to contain the revolution—
ary levels of the war against the
nazis; but the result was that,
after the war, fourteen Workers
States emerged.

The fear of the Shiite right
is that, if they resort to the
masses, these are going to go
beyond them and transform thé
character of the war which thus
must necessarily be accompaiied
by a deepening of the revolutio—
nary -process within fran towards
Socialism, now that within capi—
talism Iran cannot develop eco-
nomically and'socially. Besides,
the war develops within a revo
lutionary world process which is
very profound,and which is going
to influence and weigh within
Iran and lraq.

Capitalism, for this reasop, is
afraid not of the Islamic in—
fluence but that the Islamic
right is going to be incapable of
containing the revolutionary pro—
cess in Iran which has not been
smashed and which is present
in one way or another in all the
Arab countries, Hence it is
necessary in lraq to liquidate the
reactionary camarilla of Saddan
Hussein, and in Iran to overthrow
the reactionary religious right
which obstructs and blocks the
anti—~imperialist character of the
mass movement, including the
religious movement of the left
which it is necessary to support,
This is in order to elevate both
countries to a programme of
Socialist development and of
alliance with the Workers States,
as the only possible form of
progress. This is the perspec—
tive for this conflict,
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ON THE CHINESE COMMUNES,

fail and to justify then the need to
contain the revolution. This show-
ed the type of struggle which was
made through the lack of a Party,
and thus they used these methods
because everything was decided in
little camarillas, in small groups,
so Mao Tse Tung, Lin Piao, Deng
Xizping and Chou en Lai were

elected. At one time Chou en Laj

and Lin Piao were both in the
leadership. They spoke on the same
platform with Mao Tse Tung in the

middle, and they gave two ditferent
speeches. Chou en Lai declared,
‘In school, it-is necessary to study;
in the army it is necessary to
defend the ‘motherland’; the army

must dedicate itseif to military J. POSADAS

knowledge and the university to
scientific knowledge'. While Lin
Piao affirmed, ‘The army is to
defend Communism and thus it is
necessary to impel political life
in the university’. All this was the
expression of the lack of develop~
ment in the life of the Party.

18.11.1980
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THE PROGRESSIVE FUNCTION .. .,

OF THE SOVIET UNION

Some parties of the left consider
that there is a crisis in the Soviet
Union. This interpretation is based
on a lack of scientific knowledge At the same time, it weakens,
and of understanding of the progress  disorganises, and disintegrates the
in development there. They con— efforts to make a blockade of the
tinue to analyse the USSR today as  Soviet Union. The Yankee reaction
it Stalin were still living. They do to the Soviet intervention in Afghan—
not see that there is no longer any istan has nothing to do with the
historic reason for Stalinism 0 defence of liberty and of democracy,
exist. That means that the leading byt responds to class interests.
layer of the Soviet Union has ob- The entire world sees that the
jectively an interest in the progress ypited States wishes to stop the
of the world revolution. This is the progress of the Soviet Union and to

opposite of Stalin. The present orce it 1o withdraw from Afghanis—
behaviour of the Soviet leadership is a0 and not to intervene anywhere

anti-Stalinist.  Stalinism means gyqq But, as they know that the
conciliation with the capitalist Soviets are not going to withdraw,
system and the whole bu;eaucratic they make this campaign to try to
apparatus served this policy: the paye them not intervene elsewhere.
crimes, the assassinations of revo- Anyway, the Soviets are still going
lutionaries of members of the Cen~ 4 %iorvene  The Yanks had al-
tral Committee of the Bolshevik yoo40 jaynched the same campaign

Party served this policy. The 1967 gyer the installation of the
present leadership, on the contrary, ..oirac in Cuba.

must uphold and support all the

revolutionary movements, including The Soviet leadership does not
the smallest, in confronting imp?ﬁa-» fix its policy as a function of one
lism directly. It does fot do it for o owor discussion but as function
motives of propaganda, but because of the sirycture already acquired by
the development of the Workers State o workers State, which must co-
demands it. As the Workers State orqinate ftself with the world pro-—
develops, economically and socially, coce of e anti~capitalist struggle.
that must express itself equally in It conducts this policy under a
the leadership. Stalin was the ex- bureaucraric form. For example
pression of the withdrawal of the why does it not make the Soviei

Soviet Union into itself and of its masses inte;vene‘ the trade unions,
slowness in relation to the capita~ o the regional commitices of the
list system. Itis the reverse today. « Communist Party? Al these orga—
. . ... nisms must make appeals to the

It is not possible to affirm that yo., American, the French, and the

the present policy of the Soviets is paccoc of the entire world. Neither
the consequence of the fact that w0 vode unions nor the Soviet

‘they are in crisis. What has to be p.ccoc intervene. That weakens
judged is, if this policy is worth~ o chonath of the Soviet action,
while or not. It is serves progress . qoag not hinder it. On the other
or not. A policy of impulsion of the .04 “sne Soviet leadership does not

revolution is not accomphshed make such a policy to extract ad-
under the effect of cri‘s1§. In vantage for itself. For what reason
°'d?' t? fzonduct a_revolutionary would the Soviets swallow Afghan—
policy, it is necessary that all the istan? How would that serve the

fibres of society act consciously . o
in support of this policy ~ which is ::Z'le;i:?gm”' Those who say that

completely the opposite of a ¢risis.

Where does one see the crisis which e
will motivate this policy of the  |ne comrades who speak in this

. . have no idea of history. For

USSR? There is neither an econo~ "2Y Nave no idea .
. . st i« the Soviet Union, it costs ten times
mic nor a social crisis. There is dearer financing Afghanistan than
to leave it alone. What it defends is

the apparatuses, but the latter to , prananistan but the Soviet Wor—
not dwell on problems of agreements yorc State itesif as a centre of the

with capitalism, but of measuring at - conchrction of world Socialism. It

what level to confront capitalism. g qor that reason that it must defend

The sectors which live bureau- jceif ang seek to extend its points
cratically and have doubts about o gypnor,

confronting capitalism are not

agents of capitalism but are bureau- in order to pose the discussion
crats who seek some accommodation comectly it is necessary to say:
without any necessity for it. But wpo do we support? Imperialism,
we consider that the present Soviet which threatens to advance its fleet
leadership, in spite of its contra~ j, the Persian Gulf (about which
-dictions, represenis the Soviet these comrades do not open their
Workers State. mouth), or the Soviets, who impel
the revolution and show this in

\ Afghanistan by their contribution to
such analyses have the same men- agrarian reform and in overcoming

tality they had fifty years ago. jjjiteracy? It is necessary to
They deceive - themselves com—~ yeacure socially the conclusions of
pletely because they do not under~ po and the other function. What is
stand the progressive function of the function of the Soviet Union? to
the Soviet U nion. The Soviet inter- statify, to make the agrarian reform,
vention in Afghanistan and the 4, develop the economy of the

movements of the entire world,
including the United States.

certainly an enormous struggle of

The comrades who have made

J. POSADAS

Ajl thos who have accused the
Soviet Union of having ‘invaded’
Czechoslovakia have not written a
single line showing that the Soviet
Union profited economically from
Czechoslovakia in 1968. The inter—
vention of the Soviet troops in
Poland, in Hungary in 1956, 0r in
Germany in 1953, did not have the
same sense as the intervention in
Czechoslovakia in 1968. The
movements in Poland, Hungary and
Germany ~were anti-bureaucraric
profestations against Stalin. The
Hungarian movement in 1956 was
led against Rakosi, who represented
a camarilla of assassins. But the
situation in Hungary today, is it the
same as in 1956 or is it better?
It is not the little countries who
decide the progress of history, not
those who struggle for democracy in
the abstract; but those who fight for
anti-capifalist democracy. In the
Soviet Union it is necessary to
struggle for Soviet democracy, but
the point of departure is to support
unconditionaily the Workers State,
against the capitalist system. It is
thus that an instrument of history
must be supported, to elevate it in
the function that it accomplishes
and not with the object of desiroy~
ing it.

The Hungarian moverigén:t of 1956
was a mixture of revolutionary and

“ reactionary mobilisations. But those

who had the determining force were
the reactionaries like Mindsenty.
But, in the general movement, there
were revolutionary bases who sought
to profit from the occasion to impel
trade union democracy and a ceriain
democracy in the Communist Party.
The same process developed in
Poland and in Germany. In Hungary
the workers (of whom were a great
number of Trotskyists) intervened in
struggle against Mindzenty and to
develop Soviet democracy in the
country. In this strugple the workers
and the Communist militants (in-
cluding the Trotskyists) united
against the reactionary sectors who
threatened the existence of the
Workers State itself. Imperialism
sought o involve ilself in this
movement, but it was not able to do
so because the masses were against
it. They wanted to regulate the
problems of the Workers State by
elevating Soviet democracy, and not
in restoring capitalism as Cardinal
Mindzenty declared.

The will of the masses is not
arbitrary but depends on historic
reasons. In Yugoslavia, the masses
chased out the bureaucratic ca-
marilla who wanted to ally with
capitalism, and they went as far as
throwing the managers ‘of the enter—
prises out of the windows. In the
Soviet Union, the' masses threw out
Stalin. The progress of the Soviet
Union was led by the Soviet masses,
who were not discouraged and never
supported Stalin.

Stalin assassinated the whole of

support to the development of this coyntry where it intervenes, and not the Bolshevik leadership, accusing

country stimulates the revolutionary of he USSR itself

them of betrayal. Was it legitimate

. parties run behind events.

to consider that all the Bolshevik
leadership ~ which made the revo—
lution, liquidated capitalism, con-
structed the Workers State — had
then belrayed it? It is pure inven~
tion. It served to justify a bureau—~
cratic policy which led the Soviet
Union to retreat. It was the masses
who hindered this retreat, who
maintained the structure and the
economy of the Workers State.
Stalin even had to finish by adopting
the economic programme of develop~
ment of industry which had been
advocated by the left opposition.

All these problems are in dis-
cussion. Soon they are going fo
arise in China, in the same way.
They are going to discuss in China
what is the type of alliance which
it is useful to make: with capitalism
or with the Workers States. FRven
Sihanouk has rencunced all alliance
with the Khmer Rouge of Pol Pot
which he regards as assassins. The
Communist Parly of Thailand has
also broken relatians with the Khmer
Rouge and revealed facts which go
back many years and of which they
had net spoken until now. It said
squarely, we kept silence over the
assassinations which they commit-
ted although we knew about them.

All these problems are now for
the Communist parties, even if they
do not date from today. But the
Communists are forces to interpret
them again. It is not the Communist
parties but the Workers States who
decide history, The Communist
it is
absurd to believe that the Commu-—
nist parties, whether of France,
Haly or Japan, are going to deter—
mine the course of history ~ just as
it is absurd to believe that there
exists a third way or a particular
Socialism. Socialism is a unity
whose historic basis consists in
expropriating capitalism, installing

workers contro! and the planning of
production.  Socialist democratic
development is determined by the
telations of force which each time
are mote favourable to Socialism.

The comrades who make points
about the Soviet Union are deceived
because they live a life outside the
world process. The struggle for
Socialism in a country is inseparable
from the anti-capitalist struggle on
a world scale. |If they separate
themselves from it, then they favour
in the Communist parties and Socia~
list parties currents, litile cliques
~ and there exist a lot of them -
linked in a thousand ways to
capitalism.

Whereas in the Soviet Union in
the epoch of Stalin those who pros—
pered were those involved in rip-
offs and robberies or installed sweet
or fancy hat factories for the wives
of the bureaucracy, today it is the
greatest number of Party leaders and
trade union leaders or factory
managers who are liquidated on the
grounds of corruption.  Corrupt
leaders have been shot! If the
present Soviet leadership formed a
usurpatory bureaucratic apparatus of
the Workers State it would not act
in this way. It would have a need
of these cormupt types in order to
organise usurpation. It liguidates
them because it must advance.

The movements who struggle for
their independence, such as that of
Eritrea, have no possibility of
contributing to the anti-capitalist
struggle. It is necessary to unite
eihnic problems, historic and nat-
ional problems, to the struggle
against capitalism. 1t is thus that
all these problems will be resolved
as a result.

28 February 1980. 1. POSADAS

ON THE CHINESE
COMMUNES

The revolutionary objective and
intention of Mao Tse Tung, Lin the children and the old people
Piao, Chang Chin and the others. participate, It was a social deve—
was shown in the creation of the lopment in which the women, chil-
The creation of the dren, grandparents all intervened
communes impelled the revolution in the equality of social and politi-
in the country, and tended to unite cal conditions and the army formed
the country with industry, to deve— part of all this; that is to say, of
fop the peasant as proletarian and the effort to construct Communism.
the Communist consciousness de-
I was a great
development of the economy, of they make shows the fraud of this
society, and of the political capa-—
city of society. This was the pro— leadership of Deng Xiaoping and
gramme of Mao Tse Tung, Lin Paio the rest. We share all the errors of

communes,

termined by this,

11 so & POSADAS

In this epoch the Chinese made

Thus all this judgement which

present counter—-revolutionary

and the other leaders of the Chinese the communes although we were not

revelution,

in agreement with everything, but
we share the difficulties because

Qur criticisms were on the in~ it was an effort to want to advance
sufficiency of the method because without knowing how, but an effort
there was no Party, not because of to want to advance, Thus, we sup~
‘the communes; it was the insuffi- ported it. - Besides; | was moved
ciency of the method because there when the communes developed with
was no Party, but they were seekingan immense joy, the same as with
to construct the Party and tothe Cultural Revolution,

develop society, and they gave

The communes prepared the

examples that were very good on Cultural Revolution and all this
this. The same people who led this present phase of Deng Peng was
process are those who now are excluded and he collaborated to

like the ‘gang of four',

sabotage and make this experience
Turn to page 2
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< The - intervention by “the Miners’
Union is..of .immense. importance,
not least because:it-is linked to the
growing weight and success of the
Soviet Union.. -The crumbling con-
djtion of the Thatcher government,
the isolation 'of her clique even
within the Conservative Party itself,
the fact that she has had to separate
herse&f in part from the super-—
aggressive actions. of the United
States’ _imperialism are not the
result of the. foreszght of the Labour
and trade union leaders, but the. ob-
jective effects of the total irrevoc—
able crisis of the capitalist system
which cannot compete politically
a‘m},somaﬂy,w‘;th the Workers States.
Scargill is linked to a whole current
in the workers’ movement who value
the role of the Workers State, see
that it is not the Soviet Union which
provokes mtemahonat conflict but
wortd 1mpenahsmy it therefore
means. a workers’' !eadersmp in.a
union. which has a long history of
bemg central in the c!ass struggle
m Bntame L,

. Clearly the occasion of the strike
is the ruthless policy of pit closures
which have no value for capitalism
~ within the terms of its main interests

- money for war or fm mvestment
abroad. . The. flying pickets of the.
miners are a. revo!ut:ona:y weapon
and are a dsrec’: -expression of the
class struggieq The Thatcherites
- are trying to build a police state and.
to intimidate anything which re—
jects its ‘perspectives. Thus. the
combats with the police by the
miners are not just the expression of
- a dispute over the closure of mines
but have a transcendent imporiance
~ the proletariat with class security
and confidence directly enters into
collision with the bourgeois state
and thus impels other class forces
to intervene, 1t anticipates anti-
capitalist- attions such -as:-mass
interventions, indispensable support
for any electoral success Labour
may win in the future.  Without
question, it will reinforce the left
in the Labour Party but politics is
not only political life but action,
and the miners have acted. What is
criminal is the attitude of the TUC
which-sits:aparf and does not: mobi~
lise the population against the
vicious: methods of the police.

The intervention of the Miners'
Union in the form of flying pickets,
and the resolution and decision
shown ‘in the confrontation with the
police, has an importance far be-
yond the initial cause of the sirike
actions ~ the policy of the closing
of the pits by the Thatcher govern—
ment.

The Thatcher governmeni was
returned by a massive electoral
fraud - still not denounced by the
parliamentary leadership of the
Labour Party — and has only been
able to increase unemployment to
monstrous levels and oppress the
population, not because of the iron
laws of the capitalist economy nor
the need to compete on the world
market or on the basis of the sectors
who support if, but because the

opposition ¢f the Labour Party and
the trade unions has been ineffec—
tive.: This. has principaily arisen
through the monstrous .coliahoration
with capitalism of much.of the trade
union leadership, with the justifica—
tion that the government ‘has been
democratically elected and. thus has
to be obeyed’ or what can you do?
i.€.. in some way the laws of the
capitalist economy have inexorable
consequences which have to be
accepled... This was the standpoint
in practice adopted by the Murray
tendency. and. others, such . as
Chapell, Duffy and Basneit. The
current most opposed to this servile
osculation of the rump of capitalism
is led by Scargill and the Miners’
Union. This sector receives some
support, as from the NUR for
example. Other union leaderships,
such as NUPE, also tend to the left
but as a whole the forces of the left
need concentdation and a more de-
cided strategy and pohcy in order to
weigh. This is why the intervention
of the Miners’ Union has great :m~
portance,

The ‘cligue of the right in the
TUC leadership, accompanied by the
vacillation of other union leader—
ships, could recently boast of the
particularly successful ouicome to
their miserable policy ~ -the quite
unnecessary capitulation over the
NGA strike, where the respect for
‘the law’ led to the denial of normal
trade union solidarity to the printing
workers at Warrington. The Murray
tendency also believes in discuss-
ing with this govemment aithaugh
ihe express policy of the Thaichei
hoodlums is to oppress the mass of
the population,

~ But, although the calculators of
this monstrous variant of ‘company
unionism” and--the submission of

.unions: to. the corposate state con-

ception appear to be triumphant, at
the last TUC meeting — with the
additional effort o isolate Scargill
over “the ‘Koréan “Jumbo shooting
down - — they are undermined by
forces which they cannot understand

<= the world and the Soviet Union,

They cannot understand this because
they. adopt the standpoint of capi~
talism: hostility to the Workers
States. Thus, although the TUC
summit apparatus.does not represent
the real balance of forces in the
unions, the fact that now Murray has
been forced to abandon the MEDE
discussion shows that the process
is developing towards more serioys
atlacks onthe policy of collaboration.

The unions leadership include sec—
tors who identify themselves with
the capitalist class and are quite
content with unemployment as they
hope it will reduce the combative
levei of the proletariat. Others are
anti—capitalist but {imited in poli~
tical audacity.and preparation and
frequently fade into defensive posi~
tions . or - helief in the -policy
‘pressures to make changes’, The
fendency of the miners’ leadership
is more determined and more res—
ponsive to.the desire:-for combat =
Scargill originally- had 70% of the
miners’ vote in his election, which
was unprecedented,

“forces

The methods of the flying pickets
- including even intervening on the
motorways - are a very profound
tactic. They are a method of civil
wat. In a limited sense they app-
roach -a: form of dual power, the
compleie rejection of ‘the power of
the bourgeois state. Certainly they
will exert a-powerful influence “on
the: Labour ‘Party but the tactic:is
alsoa fundamental expressionof the
will -of -the proletariat o meet the
onslaught . of & ‘doomed . ‘capitalist
sociely: with - exira~parliamentary
1t i not e substitute  for
political life, but it is an expression
of all the forces that stem not only
from the: miners: but from the rest of
the population in opposition to capi-
talism, and which the union func—
tionaries attempt to ‘contain.

The flying pickets are an affir-
mation of the will to shuggle
against all the conciliators and
those who prostrate themselves in
front of capitalism, 1t goes against
all the policies of parliamentarian—
ism and Socialism to be achieved
only by Parliament. It is not poss—
ible to compromise with capitalism.
The closing of the pits is in line
with the wholesale destruction of
human and material resources carried
out by capitalism, because it is now
only capable of destruction and has
no creative ability. ‘The attitude of

the TUC — obliged to criticise the

police but asking for the government
to intervene - is characteristic of

this. -organism - which fears the.

struggle acielerating and going be
=yond the dfspu‘te over pit closures.
The miners can rely on'the support

~of transport workers ‘and sectors of

the NUR, but the struggle remains
confined and- the miners” leaders

themselves, faced with the diffi-
culties of the situation do not have
the preparation themselves to go
futther. We share these difficulties
but the fact remains thal it'is poss-
ible through the miners’ intervention
objectively 1o raise the whole dis—
cussion of what has to be done to
oppose Thatcher. There could be a
polemic with the TUC, impelling
the many forces in practice to reject
the abominable and useless leader—
ship of the TUC, itis
necessary to relate the miners’
sirike to the struggle of the masses
against unemployment, for workers’

controf, for the statification of the
economy, for an economy under the
coniral of the masses. Objectively,
the flying picket is the rejection of
the functioning of capitalist society
and the need for social transforma~-
tion. Al this shouid be discussed
by the left ‘of the Labour Party and
conclusions drawn® for the trans—
formation of the Labour Party so

that it is an instrument which
interests in struggles such as these
with policy, programme and orien~
tation. The Labour Party left has
to become the political expression
of movements such as the flying
pickets. '

Correction:

In the article on the crisis of the
government " of ‘the left," the fern
‘small- farmers™ “should  be sub~
stituted -for ‘peasants’,

" its allies in the Labour movement.

 ‘the population in the interests of a

‘have been

. process of social transformations,

Editorial trom page 1

: The miners strlke has servéd to empha51se tbe essentlally
undemocratic nature of capltallst society and the repressxve
role of ‘the capitalist state. In their brutal opp051tlon to
the miners, the .police are not defending “any law - there is
no law preventing people moving from one part of the country
to another, but the interests of the capltallst class, We
have to question the nature of trade union and labour leaders
who were very vocal over the situyation in Poland, but who

Cremain remarkably silent in front of the brutal trepression

of ‘the miners which resulted in at least ‘one miner being kil-
led,” We have to draw the conclusion that these people. are
agalnst anything which disrups.the capitalist state and: are
in favour of anythlng which might damage the workers state .
The ‘Thatcher government has responded very weakly to. the mi-
ners. strike,: it has not used the laws it has ~-that were used
against the NGA strikers . =~ for fear of heightening the
confrontation with the miners.  What it has relied’ on, - is
In this, we are not' desl-

ing with workers leaders who are mistaken or cowardly; - but
with people who support the capitalist regime,
THE;CONDITIONS ARE :
‘RIPE FOR A GENERAL STRIKE
'Ihkthls‘confrontatlon the miners are not alone.  They act

in common with large sectors of the population like -Sarah
Tisdall, for example, or the "Greenpeace" people who tried to
stop the ‘contamination of the coastline by radloactlve waste

.-and 'were fined tens of thousands of pounds for theiy pains ,

The miners have come. into colligion with the capitalist sta-
te in the same way as the Greenham Common women, In other
words, the- capltallst state apparatus confronts the mass; of
tiny minority who
own the means of production, This. is the nature of bourgeois
democracy. Ayoung woman 18 imprisoned for six months for
giving information: about the 1nsta11atlon of the Yankee mis-
siles, However, 70% of the population is opposed to the ins-

tallation of the "Cruise', What sort of democracy is it
when the minority can impose itself on the maJorxty ?
The miners strike has underllned the leadlng role. . of  the

proletariat, There have been important changes, and a move -
ment to the Left dn ithe Labour Party, The Labour left, has

- maintained.its programme against nuclear weapons and 1mper1a

lism's war preparations.There have been important changes in
the trade union 1eadersh1ps, not least’in the’
Jimmy Knapp as general secretary of the NUR,

Scargill ds presldent of ‘the NUM,

election of
and Arthur
However, it is' the prole=

tariat that is 1ead1ng the- antm*capltallst struggle. And

© the minersvare’conscious of their leading role, This is the
31gn1f1cance of the "flying pickets'" which are not simply
-organisms to put one sector of the minérs in contact with
another but to put ‘the miners in .contact with the working
¢lass and other sectors of the population, In this

sense,
they are‘organisms of leadership.

- A1l the conditions exist at this moment for 'a Cenaral
Strike, If there-had been a prepared leadership nationally,
in the trade unions and Labour Party; a General Strike would
called at the moment. when a mmner was killed,  at
the moment when miners were prevented from, mov1ng from . .one
part of the country to another, or when the Greenham Common
women were evicted, After all, the policy of the Labour
Party, and the Trade Unions is against the Yankee missiles.
Why then, was there sxlence and no moblilsatlon in defence
of the Greenham Common ”Peace” women ? &

At this moment, it is impossible to tell what the precise
outcome of the miners strike will be, particularly given the
limitations of the trade’ union and Labour leaderships.. Ho~
wever, the miners are intervening to advance an adequate lea-
dership in this particular struggle , and will draw = conclu-
gions from the actionskofktheir present leaders. ‘Whatever
the final outcome of the miners strike;fundamental questlons
are being raised about ‘the nature of exlstlng leaderships in
the Labour movement,. and-the means necessary to advance the

ELEVATE THE POLITICAL ROLE
OF THE TRADE UNIONS AND FLYING PICKETS

In the absence of a prepared and adequate political lea =~
dership and Party, the trade unions have to play a political
role. They cannot substitute for the political party, but
history does'mot wait for the perfect instruments and the
trade unions are the most accessible instrument of the work-
ing class. The first step would be to put forward a program-
me to solve the problems. of the masses, -Unemployment is not
inevitable, it is the product of the capitalist search . for
profit., Logically, the number of workers unemployed . could
be utilised to provide for the population, For example,

bullding workers are unemployed whilst there is a housing
shortage, skilled engineering workers are unemployed whilst
people. die for want of kidney-machines, What stands in the
way is private property, Therefore any programme has to be
based on the nationalisation of: the means of production *'in
order to plan the economy ~ and. therefore, under worker's
control, “The other important aspect is to extend the role
of the "flying pickets" into organisms which allow the mas~
Seg8 to express themselves, intervene and decide. All  this
has to be.discussed in the course of the present struggle of
the mlners. :
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International.

EDITORIAL

- FOR THE LP-TU

The miners’ strike is of the
greatest social and political
importance. Despite a massive
police intervention of practically
a military nature, the miners have
continued their mass picketting
-and based themselves on the
support of the population. In
spite ‘of the lack of support of
other trade union leaders, apart
from some support of the trans-—
port and railway workers, the
miners have continued  their

fidence that, whatever the cip-
cumsiances of the hostility or

and partially of the Labour lea—
ders, they could triumph. Cer—
tainly the Labour Party actually
made a levy of members to sup-—
port the miners, even if the
leadership did not use parliament

the putrefaction of the Thaicher
regime and propound the means

policy of social transformations.
CAPITALIST

FAILURE OF
REPRESSION.

The strike has shown 2 mar—
ked elevation as it developed.
The intervention of the women in
a decisive and secure manner
indicated an elevation of social
relations which comes from the
heart of the experience of the

GENERAL SECRETARY, POSADIST 1V INTERNATIONAL

(1912-1981)

This is ‘the third anniversary of the death of Cde Posadas. We
record our profoundest admiration for the depth of his historic
conclusions over the Soviet Union and the opening of the road to

- TO SUSTAIN THE MINERS STRIKE

the advance of the Workers

_strates the force of the united

struggle in the security and con—

incapacity of the trade umion

as it could be used to denounce.

to liguidate it on the basis ofa

Soviet leadership, and the rapid

disintegration of the forces of world imperialism as they advance|
towards war all confirm his analysis. The growing Soviet interest
in the cosmos echoes the conviction of Cde Posadas that humanity
seeks unification with the cosmos.
publishing a homage to Cde Posadas by Horacio, a leader of the

In the near future we will be

UNITED FRONT

masses and is a consequence of

States. At the same time, the
participation of  the
wives with the women of Green—
ham Common, together with pen—
sioners, against the first strike
missiles in this country, demon—

front in this couniry against the
war policies of capitalism and
its accompanying policy of ex~
ploitation. S

All the efforts of capitalism
to club the miners into sub-
mission have failed. The most
fascist layers  of  the police
leadership have done all in their
power o prevent discussion be~
tween miners and, having created
very provocative conditions, have
proceeded to arrest miners’ lea—
ders and to try to intimidate them.
For a period, the bourgeois press
was also in full spate about the
need for a national miners’ ballet,
but the mathemalical theory of
formal democracy has played no
role in this particular phase of
the class struggle. All the capi—
talist expedienis have failed to
such an extent ‘that one of the
leaders of the police federation
has been obliged to say that it is
not possible for the police to be
continually used in this way.
Now the Coal Board is seeking to
negotiate. At this stage, it is

miners’;
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The important aspect to consider
on the agreement reached between
Angola and Mozambigue and the
reactionary regime of South Africa,
is that the world relation of forces
prevents South Africa from exercis—

Cing fully its function of imperialist

gendarme in the region and smashing
these revolutionary regimes. At the
same time it shows the difficulties
through which these revolutions
pass, the lack of local and world
leadership  and, fundamentally,
through the backwardness from
which they come. The state of war,
aggravated by flood and droughts,
has left the situation very critical
in these countries which, via this
agreement, seek to gain some brea~
thing space.  The Revolutionary
States of Angola and Mozambique
have had to make concessions,
above all over the support to the
liberation movements of Namibia,
but they have not retreated in any
way from the revolutionary con-
quests achieved intemally, More—
over, the reference to the withdrawal
of the Cubans is not an important
concession, it is not a question of
these going now, but the agreement
gives a stage for this,

The agreement is a transitory
arrangement because” South  Africa

has not renounced its' counter-

~ THE INTERNATIONAL SECRETARIAT

revolutionary - essence nor have
Angola or Mozambique changed their
anti~imperialist and anti-capitalist
orientation.  The bases of the
antagonism persist, and thus the
possibility of future confrontations,
The agreement is the result of the
fact thal the ‘relation of world
forces prevents South Africa from
smashing these revolutions, as
was recently the case with the
invasion of Angola. The South
African army has had to withdraw,
imposed by the determination of the
USSR which made a military airlift
and put limits to South African
pretensions ‘

At the same time that the world
impeded the reactionary intentions
of South Africa, the revolutionary
process does not progress in a
homogeneous way, through lack of
leaderships which can use to the
maximum the conditions of  pro-
gressiwhich develop Meanwhile, it is
necessary to affirm the revolutionarv
conquests which have been made
and reach agreements with world or
local capitalism, at the same  time
that the world conditions for its
liquidation develop. = Hence, with
this agreement, it is necessary to
point out not that it is going to
limit support to SWAPO - but that
two revolutionary conquests, Ango-
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la and Mozambique, ére"affi‘rmed‘

This agreement does not mean
that South Africa will desist from
attacking Angola and Mozambique,
but with this agreement the world
capitalist united front is weakened
which supported the reactionary
objectives of South Africa. It has
been part of 