" POLAND, THE USSR AND THE
DEFEAT OF CAPITALISM.

DOWN WITH THE TRIAL
OF REVOLUTIONARIES

IN PEKING

The trial of the so-called
gang of four by the counter—
revolutionary clique in Peking
should be condemned by the
‘world’s workers’ mowement led
by the Soviet Union. The fact
that there has been very little
intervention by the workers’
movement on this trial is due to
the general lack of comprehen—
sion of the causes and reasons
for the present process in China.

The central issue is that this
is a trial of revolutionaries who
participated in the taking of
power in China and the effort to
develop the Chinese Workers
state.

The fact that, for exam--
ple, these leaders associated
with the -<cultural revolution
pursued erroneous or limited
policies is no justification for
placing them on trial. On the
contrary, it is a justification for
a full populat discussion of
where China is going. If there
were mistakes, what was the

“origin of these mistakes and

what is the basis for the policy
of the present leadership? This
is the way to discuss policies
{.in the workers movement, not

| setting up a trial which has no
value whatsoever and is being
.conducted on the level not of
politics - although it is a
political trial — but a1 the level
1 of personal accusations and
- calumny. The trial is a cynical,
- contemptible frame—up of the
. Stalinist variety but without the
perspectives of Stalin or the
basis or the same effect. The
trial of the old Bolsheviks by
Stalin was a major counter—
revolutionary biow at the world
Communist vanguard. In the
circumstances of today, with
many Workers and Revolutionary
States, the trial cannot have
these consequences; but it is a
shamefui event aimed to -repress
the masses of China and an
attempied guarantee to imperia—
lism that the Chinese leadership
is concerned to stop revolution

abroad and repress the progress
of the Chinese Workers Stafe.

This trial is not a question of
one rotten clique trying another,
a question of six of one and half
a dozen of the other. No! It is
a trial of revolutionaries who
participated with Mao Tse Tung
in the taking of power and pro—
posed changes in the cultural
revolution designed to stimulate
the social progress of the Work—
ers State. These revolutionaries
attacked the Right and Chen Po
Ta made specific reference to the
need to return to the policies of
the Paris Commune — revoca—
bility of mandates and limitation
of the wages of functionaries to
the average worker’s wage. The
fact that there were many limi-—
tations, - such as externally
under—rating the proletariat etc.
and internally also limiting the
leveis of the intervention of the
proletariat, does not alter the
fact that the comrades on ftrial
were of the Left and wanled

‘China to advance to Sociafism

whereas the present layer want
to go backwards to collaborate
withworld capitalism.

The origins of this present
feadership have been discussed
by Posadas in various articles
already published and to be
published, and also in many
articles of Trotsky in the Thir—
ties where he analysed the lack
of Bolshevik functioning and
lack of proletarian weight in the
origins of the Chinese Commu~
nist Party.

~ We appeal to the Left in the
Labour Party and the trade
unions and the Communist Party
to discuss the process in China,
to call meetings and to condemn
without hesitation the iine of the
present leadership of the CCP
of putting revolutionaries on
trial, eliminating political dis—
cussion and collaborating with
world capitalism against the
Soviet Union=

TELEGRAM SENT TO M, YE JIAN-YING -~ HEAD OF

STATE - PEKTIN, CHINA,

N

We denounce trial revolutionary leaders, We

demand life saved and
and others.
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Editorial

The Labour Party must

intervene on all the problems

of the economy and soclety

~ The historic experience of the
Polish masses in intervening on
the functioning of the Workers
State, overcoming at least in part
the - resistance . of. much of the
bureaucracy and receiving the
support of the Soviet Union, has
and will continue to have impor—
tant consequences fol the
workers’ organisations in Britain.
The esperience of Poland is not
concluded. It poses the re—
vitalisation of all the structures
of the Workers States: that is,
the need for Soviet democracy;
and is a stimulus for the expan—
sion of independent class organs
in the countries still functioning
under capitalism: that is, factory
committees, popular commitiees
in the workers’ areas, to discuss

“all the problems of the masses.

The Labour Party and the trade
unions are going to bhe influenced
Through Poland the
Workers States hawe augmented
their weight and influence in
Britain and thereby deepened all
the crises of the capitalist
system. '

The Conservative government
is the example of a complefe
empiricism on the part of the
capitalist system. Its policies
have entered inte conflict with
fundamental sectors of capitalism
itself, quite apart from ruining
the smaller capitalists. Although
unemployment has soared and
production has falled, it has
failed to overcome the resis—
tance of the masses and cannot
guarantee better conditions for
British capitalism to compete on
the world market. But the capi-
talist class as a whole has no
solution. They are not able to
eliminate unemployment pay, nor
take away all the gains of the
masses from a past period.
They cannot go back to the
nineteenth century, because now

there is a world structure led by
the Soviet Union which prevents
capitalism imposing its will on
the masses, although capitalism

-may--impese unemployment and

reduce the standard of living.
As Foot himself has said, this
is not the thirties and the work—
ing population has the confidence
to confront capitalism.

The Thatcher government has
shown itself to be very weak.
There is no empire to prop it up,
no imperial prestige to sustain
it, and no policies to defend
capitalism which work. The
Labour Left has to draw all the
conclusions from the empiricism
and incompetence of this govern—
ment. The latter is disastrous
because the system has no solu—
tion to its problems. Thus it is
necessary to proceed not just on
the basis that the government is
responsible for a multiplication
of social evils, but that it can
be routed and routed soon on the
basis of mobilisations and a
consistent discussion of So—
cialist policies.

In part this is happening. In
1979 the Labour Party called for
demonstrations  against the
public sector cuts, and last year
against nuclear disarmament
followed by the demonstration
against unemployment. Foot has
promised more of this, but it is
necessary that all such camp~—
aigns are given a programmatic
orientation and linked to a much
more profound relation between
the Labour Party and the working
population. At the present mo—
ment mobilisations tend to take
on a very generalised and purely
protest character. This is also
true of the trade union interven—
tions. Protest and ‘reflating’
the economy is not enough. It is
necessary fto intervene with

slogans which give a clear per—

spective and do not remain at
applying pressure.

THE LABOUR PARTY MUST
RELATE MORE TO THE NEEDS
OF  THE MASSES.

Not only does there have to
be a cleser co—ordination bet—
ween unions and the Labour
Party but the Left has to inter—
vene on a whole range of prob—
lems of the masses as they
arise — in other words, a con—
sistent life of Party and masses
which  facilitates particular
campaigns.

Thus it is absurd that, in the
middle of the continuous stmug—
gles at Leyland where the
managers utilise public money
for workers to be sacked and
wages held down, and now shop
stewards are sacked in a regime
of provocation, the Labour Party
takes no clear position. The
Labour Party should be seen as
a force constantly intervening
and encouraging the activity and
discussions of the masses. It is
true that the Labour Party was
educatéd to act as a purely
electoral party, but its own
development towards calling
demonstra t ions is going to stim—
ulate a different conception —
the need for cadres in regular
contact with the masses not just
at election time. This is the
basis for a consistent, as
opposed to an occasional, purely
parliament—oriented Left.

The one—day special confer—
ence of January 24 is hardly
designed to develop ideas,
except proposals of a very orga—
nisational character, but the
conclusion has to be that a
bhetter re—allocation of forces in
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POLAND,

Now it is necessary to unite
Breznev with Poland, because the
events there have a very great
transcendence united to the agree—~
ment made with the Soviets! The
old - Trotskyism measures iis
development in accordance with the
influence and the sucess of inter~
vention in the Communist movement
through the criticism of the Soviet
bureaucracy. Qur intervention
today is to criticise the bureaucracy
but to underline the progress of the
positions of the agreements, of the
political programme of the Soviet
leadershipthough it continues to be
bureaucratic; to emphasise progress
with the objective of seeing that
this is the instrument for the trans-
formation of history and, con-
sequently.  the leadership .
has to change.
The attitude of Breznev to
Poland indicates now
that the Soviet leadership has gone
further than at the beginning of the
strike. 1t is further in the sense of
yielding to the right of a function-
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that Poland went to the USSR to
seek orientation, and they have
teceived a very good one

The Soviets did not say, ‘Do net
yield, maintain yourselves, the
state is above the vest’. On the
contrary, they said, 'Yield’. That
is the leadership of the Soviet Union
accepts that there are contradictory
actions within the Soviet function~
ing which do not correspond to the
consfruction of Socialism. Hence
they yield and incorporate the
working class as a sector of society
which thinks, gives an opinion,
which analyses, which reasons, and
which tends to develop relations
on the principle of Soviet democra-—

cy. That is to say, in the stage
of transition of capitalism to
Socialism, the principle of Soviet
democracy means democratic right
based on the construction of Social-
ism - while in capitalism, it is
democratic right based on respect
and submission to private property.
There is the difference in the base,

ing closer to Socialism, i.e. that objective and historic resolution of
the union has to have an autonomous democracy.

functioning, and that this does not
clash with the leadership of the
state. Before they would not have
ceded. The bureaucracy would have
opposed saying ‘autonomy, no, this
means  that they wani to give an
opinion’, Now they do not fear.
Although the bureaucracy limits the
autonomous function of the trade
union, it now accepts the principle
that the trade union must be auto-
nomous and can judge its leader—
ship.  The trade union cannot
decide in the name of the counbry,
but it can judge as a trade union
the leadership of the state. Htis a
principle of Soviet democracy not
complete, but a principle. The old
Trotskyism was educated in a con~
ception opposed to the process of
Poland: that is, to see how to throw
out the bureaucracy because then
WaSno way of changing things there.
But this is another stage of history.
This is another stage in which
all the decisions are concentrated
on the basis of the principle which
is the diaphanous objectivity of the
progress of history, of the centrali-
sation in human love. The action of
the Polish masses leads {o the love
for Socialism and elevates the

authority of Socialism immensely.

There was no confrontation in
Poland, but a conclusion was
“reached by means of discussion in
which it was shown that there can
be a discussion, must be a dis-
cussion, but based on principles.
Poland is teaching humanity how to
discuss and how there must be
discussion, but based on principles.
Although not reach.ing  the com-
plete conclusion on what the unions
want - the autonomous function -
conquests are made on the basis of
a very elevated functioning. There
is the expression of the internal
struggle in the bureaucratic leader—
ship in which the sector has pre-
vailed which wants to maintain the
relation with the working class to
influence the rest of the world.
These are also preparations for war.

The Yanks do not have a public
in the United States in the elections
(referring to the abstention of 48%
in. the United States), while the
Soviets have a public in the world
which listens to them in the dis—
cussion with the Poles. People see

It is necessary to take into
account that the apparatuses of the
Workers States were made by Stalin.
The first apparatuses which were
made after the war were made by
Stalin. In the Workers State there
is a process in which the senti-
ments of leve for Socialism develop
and of Socialist relations to be able
to exchange ideas, to discuss, fo
concentrate the ability to think of
all the population in accordance
with the most complete objectivity.
Hence the necessity of Soviet demo-
cracy. The population is leaming
in the Workers States not in a free
form but with the apparatuses which
make the functioning of thought
difficult. Polish society is learning
to reason, to discuss, to resist and
to co-ordinate that people want the
same objective,They are learning to
conduct a dialogue. In the working
class there is the objective neces-
sity of improving the conditions of
life, which can be done.
This would be convenient to the
bureaucracy but, as there are shor—
fages, it means to deprive them of
part of their income and power.

Hence they are opposed. This
movement in Poland tends to show
that it is possible to co-ordinate
the principles which determine this
discussion, and that difficulties do
not arise through shortages but lack
of discussion. If there were a
leadership which increased the
political, cultural and scientific
life, this discussion would not
occur; the trade union continues to
be autonomous, but there is no such
discussion because it is a simple
problem of understanding. For
example: the bureaucrat, instead of
having two cars and a chauffeur,
should have only one and a son whe
drives. Thus the chauffeur could

work at something else, and instead
of having two houses the bureau-
crat would have only one.

But there is a Ceaucescu in
Rumania who has fourieen houses.
In every place he has a house and a
car. This is burdensome, on the
country on account of the in-
justice and because it indicates the
thought of privilege which is not
Socialist. It is the thought of pri-
vate appropriation of the public

properly of history.

THE NECESSITY FOR SOVIET
DEMOCRACY

These are the problems of
intellectual, cultural and scientific
life because they are the
problems which are now proposed in
the construction of Secialism in the
more advanced phases. The situ~
ation in ltaly is important, or in
France etc., but it is inferior to
everything which is happening in
Poland. ~ This is what decides
afterwards what is going to happen
in ltaly. But there are leaders of
the Left in ltaly who believe that
they are the ones who are going to
decide what is going to happen in
Poland.

Through the nature of the prob-
lems, it is necessary to discuss
ideas and principles now on the
basis of the progress of the Socia—
list conception and the progress of
Soviet democracy. One says that
Soviet democracy is spoken about
and not Socialist democracy, be-
cause this is the democracy of a
stage of transition from capitalism
to Socialism. In Socialism demo—
cracy has no sense as Socialism
includes everything which is meant
by rights. Thus, there areno rights
in Socialism. Righisexist when
there is a motive to have a right,
when there are restrictions, oppo-
sition or difference. In Socialism
this is not the case; and thus, why
tights? The Communist or Socialist
leaders speak of ‘Socialist rights’,
that is, the right of water to be
moist.

This process in Poland united
to the Soviet Union is changing the
thought of very great layers of in~
tellectuals and of soldiers, of
technicians of the capitalist coun~
tries, and now one can see the
formation of a current which under—
stands that Socialism is a con~
struction of humanity in which the

Party is the temporary representa~
tive of a stage of history. But it is
humanity which constructs history.
At a cerfain stage the Parly ceases
to have the primacy of function and
it is humanity which intervenes,
educated now through the Party ~
otherwise it remains subject in
every way to the restriction which
comes from the leaderships, because
the construction of Socialism is a
problem of education, of culture,
of humanity. Advancing culture and
the experience of humanity, the
parties are necessary still as a
centre but not as an instrument fo
construct. The Party is a cenlre
which publicises and communicates,
but now the execution of policies
lies with the population which
carries. them out in the workers’
areas and in the factories. Then
the consciousness of humanity will
be Socialist, then humanity will see
everything from the Socialist point
of view.

The historic conclusion of the
strikes of Poland are aiready ex—
pressed in our articles made ai the
end of August, in which we posed
that the strikes in Poland are a
defeat of capitalism and progress of
Socialism. This is the historic
conclusion, and it* is a historic
definition which requires a very
deep understanding, and having a

very clear and flexible conception,
because it is not a conclusion in
general. We say that it is a defeat
of the capitalist system, because
we measure globally the Workers
Statesand the capitalist system,
and thus there is an assessment
and confrontation.

This process in Poland animates
the internal struggle of the appara—
tuses of the bureaucracy of the
Workers States and those who
oppose changes lose out. Hence the
stupidity of the Chinese leadership
because they develop the belief
that they can lead in the form of
the apparatus.Thisis not an errone—
ous conception, nor mistaken. It is
stupid and without reasoning,
otherwise it would see that there is
a process of elevation, of extension
and of the maturation of the inter—
vention of the masses of the world
in constructing Socialist society
themselves with the differences of
levels of understanding but the wil
to construct Socialism. Any child
of any backward country gets up
and says, ‘In order to progress
Socialism is necessary’. Before
Socialism was a word, but now it is
an existing relation. This is the
cultural level of history. Any
country of the world now does not
pose this in the form, ‘Ah, if only
we had machines, technology,
entrepreneurs’.  Now they say, ‘It
is pecessary to have Socialism’.
Now they understand that it is
social relations which allow
progress,

This process in the world is
very beautiful because it is the

expression that, even in the great- -

est difficulties of history, these are
the ideas which lead the road
towards the light. This is an old
form of expression, but this time
it is a real light, the light of
Socialism and the lamp is Marxism.
At the same time, one sees how the
principle objectives of Trntsky
have been developing.Nowis another
situation of history, but the prin—
ciples continue to be valid. They
cannot be applied as before, but
they have to be re—ordered to the
form in which the process is given
today. But the old Trotskyism
which has no ideas, which remained
dead, only wants ‘political revo~
lution or nothing, permanent revo-
lution or nothing’. This is another
stage of history in which toy dis~
cuss very elevated problems of the
construction of Secialism, like the
strikes of Poland. These are the
strikes of history to construct
history. They are not occasional
strikes to improve transitoty con—
ditions of life, but to construct
history. And the instrument is
Poland. In this case it is more
important than the USSR, because
it is in Poland thal this movement
arises which was afterwards publi-
cised everywhere.

The workers of ltaly, of France,
of Germany, of Britain and, in less
proportion,the workers of the United
States, the masses of the world are
learning from this process in
Poland in the Workers States.

It is true that there is a layer
of Catholic workers in Poland, but
Walesa, leader of the new trade
union, at no time speaks of religion
as a centre, nor of the Pope, nor
of Christ, but proposes that ‘we are
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defending the Socialist state. 1ms
is not in guestion. Bul what we
want is our right to intervene.’
That is, they are propesing Soviet
democracy. This is not convenient
for the bureaucracy which is the
the obstacle and which is now

beginning to be identified as an
obstacle. The Polish workers are
throwing it out, but before there
were the movements of Germany and
Hungary. In 1953 there was the
builders’ strike in the German Wor~
kers State which made all the rest
come to light; three years after
there was Hungary and then Poland.
Thus now, there is a movement
with the confidence of the prole—
fariat, the security that it is poss—
ible to move without entering into
conflict with the Socialist state,
but understands that it is necessary
fo give a more progressive
form: like equality in wages and
the Soviet right to decide, not
limiting oneseif fo conservative
forms of the bureaucracy. The
Polish workers have shown that it
is possible to go much further. The
function of Soviet democracy is not
to get wages respected, but to give
ideas of progress which the workers
can give. This elevates the con-
sciousness and the scientific
capacity of humanily to understand
that the Workers State is an in-
strument of progress which has to
be protected and improved, but
which remains the instrument.

The trade union of small peasant
proprietors who ask to organise in
Poland is not incomrect. This trade
union cannot present proprietor’s
demands but can suggest prices,
because although they may be pro~
prietors it is the state which unifies
production. This allows the small
and medium proprietor to produce
more than he sells to the state, at
another price . " But
the small proprietor does not deter—
mine  price. It is the state which
fixes price, and buys at this price.
The peasant produces only a part
for the state and the rest of the
other production he sells at a
better price in the black market —
which also exists in the Soviet
Union. In China there is no black
market, it is open and public,
because the leadership stimulates
this with its politics.

THE PROGRESS OF POLAND IS A
WORLD PROGRESS.

Humanity now intervenes in the
problems of construction of Socia-
lism but does not substitute for or
eliminate the Parly. In the near
future humanity is going to inter—
vene much more in the same function
as the Party. The Parly will not
have limits; every inhabitant of
every place is a member of the
Party. In this sense, the Parly is
the organising leadership, not now
as a Parly which has to organise,
to conquer resistances or defend
itself from resistances. This will
not exist. Then humanity as such
will be the whole Parly and, as a
consequence, the funclioning and
the conclusions will be very agile
and flexible, because then human
discussion is not going to be deter~
mined by the ‘I’ or the ‘you, me or
the other’ that associates, but the
interest of each unites and develops
the common general interest of

-
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humanity, and thinks in this way.
From this, thought develops; thisis
going to be the level of reasoning.
Humanity will think as a unily and
thus it will elevate infinitely the
capacity of reasoning and con-
clusions. Every reasoning leads
to a conclusion and application,
that is, the dialectical form of
thinking which observes, reasons,
and applies; and in the appli-
cation leads to a more advanced
phase. This is going fo be the
incessant dynamic of the growth,
functioning and extension of thought
~ in the application itself the
qualities and conditions to go
further and better are created and
developed; not better in the sense
that the previous was bad, but

better to unify the elements which
constitute  thought with  more
extensive and flexible utilisation.
In consequence, it will give rise to
superior forms of thought, but they
will be made en route. Today
stages are required: rest, delay to
act so that experience is assimi~
lated for a later stage. In Socialism
the experience and resolution will
be made en route. Humanity is
prepared for this.

The intervention of the workers
in Poland to correct their leader—
ship without damaging their state,
identifying with their state, shows
a base of this form of reasoning.
It is the objective reasoning of the
incessant progress of humanity.
This is one of the conclusions of
Poland which arises from the
existence of the Soviet Union. The
Soviet Union shows the uncontain-
able progress in making the ex-—
perience of the birth of the child
under the water, the birth in space,
of the construction of cities in
Siberia, or supporting the Polish
strikes,

In the development of our
analysis we do not remain strictly
in the field of political, economic or
trade union analysis. We extend it,
because there are principles which
surpass all particular aspects and
more and more the principles will
be of a general character. Today
there exist a series of principles
on: the relations of life, but in
unifying the human being with nature
the principle is created of going to
the cosmos, because thought is a
function of humanity. In this form
the thought of the human being will
acquire an uncontainable flexibility
because then it will not see the
problem directly in front of it, but
will see the world and will see that
the immediate problem is insigni~
ficant, and as a consequence the
magnitude of thought will be in—
describable. Thought will acquire
the magnitude of the cosmos because
human thought is the cosmos re-
duced; everything, because we come
from the cosmos. The human being
is the child of history, and history
is the cosmos; the history of the
earth is a small part.

1. Refers to Kania Breznev meeting
in which the USSR supported the
measures of the Polish govern -
ment. '
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UNIFY THE STRUGGLES OF THE IRISH AND

BRITISH

The concessions given to the
Republican hunger—sirikers is a
defeat for British imperialisms No
amount of saying that ‘political
status® was not conceded can hide
the fact that British imperialism has
given concessions and that they
negotiated with them in prison. The
reason that British imperialism
gave these concessions is to pre—
vent the development of support
which the hunger—sirikers were
recelving in Ireland and Britain,
and on a wider scale. No doubt
these concessions were agreed
between British imperialism and the
Irish bourgeoisie during the meeting
in Dublin. The fact that a team of
top ministers of British imperialism
went to discuss with the |lrish
bourgeoisie, which is very small and
comparatively weak, is a measure
of the fear that they have that the
struggle in Ireland is affecting the
masses in the whole of the British
Isles. The extent of the actual
agreements which were made be—
tween British imperialism and the
Irish bourgeoisie have not been
revealed, and the very fact that they
have not been revealed indicates
their significance.

The lrish bourgeoisie have as
much interest as British imperialism
in containing the struggle of the
masses in the Norths In drawing
into closer agreement with British
imperialism, the Irish bourgeoisie
is reacting to the demonstration of
tens of thousands in Dublin in
support of the Republicans to the
Strikes which were called in_ their
support in the lrish Republic by
sectors of the working class, and to
the mobilisations of the Irish wor-
king classagainstthe policies of the
Dublin government. However, it is
British imperialism which took the
initiative for the Dublin meeting,
and it is British imperialism which
is giving, or proposing to give,
concessions 1o the Irish bourgeoisie
over the heads of the Unionists in
the North who are a certain social
support for British imperialism.

MASSES

Thatcher and her team, as represen-
tatives of British imperialism, went
to Dublin to discuss means of con—
taining the struggle of the masses,
but they went from a position of
weakness.

The weakness of British im—
perialism is determined by the
world balance of forces. It will be
willing to give concessions, maybe
in the form of some sort of federa—
tion in order to draw the Irish
bourgeoisie, which stands outside
NATO, closer to the imperialist
war alliance. It is not something
that the Irish bourgeoisie will tind
easy to concede openly in front of
the anti—imperialist tradition of the
lrish masses. The fate of the Irish
bourgeoisie is tied to that of the
whole of the capitalist system and,
for its part, British imperialism has
to make concessions because the
struggle in Ireland is a danger o its
interests, The primary concern of
this meeting In Dublin was to con—
tain the struggle of the Irish masses.
At the same time, British imperia—
lism has a particular interest In
tetaining the Six Counties of North—
emn lreland as the training ground
for the repressive forces of imper—
ialism in preparation to use against
the working class and masses of
Britaine The Ulster Unionists are
no longer a firm social support for
British imperialisms  They follow
their own sectional interests, they
are divided amongst themselves and
no longer carry the same social
weight as they did in the past. Also
the six counties are no longer of any
great political importance or interest
to British imperialisin. The prime
importance of the six counties for
it is as a .base and training ground
for repression, for *special squads’
of imperialism. It is also frue that
withdrawal from the Six Counties
would mean a blow to what little
social authority imperialism still
hass

The hunger—strike, the courage—
ous and dignified struggle of men
of the SAS and for terrorists® groups

.sectors,

and women of the Republican pri—
soners In lreland has been a focus

of attention which emphasises the
bankrupt and repressive nature of
British imperialism. Thatcher's
government made concessions to end
the hunger—-sirike because of the
support they were having, Also, the
government did this to limit the
development of the discussion in
Labour Party and trade unions.
The discussion in the Labour Party
is still limited, but the action of the

hunger—strikers was stimulating a
discussion there, The fact that
Labour MPs and trade unionists
went on the demonstration in sup—
port of the  hunger--strikers in
London indicates the development
of a discussion in the Labour move—
ments This discussion, this support
in the Labour Party for the Irish
Republicans forms part of the
development of the anti—-capitalist
Left in the Labour Party and the
bourgeoisie is particularly con—
cerned fo stop this. There are
bourgeois  and - petly bourgeois
well represented in the
Labour Party, which would like to
isolate Ireland from the rest of the
British Isles. The Irish bourgeoisie
would like a complete political
control over Ireland, but it is weak
and can only confront the Irish
masses in agreement with British
imperialism. We are not now in the
stage of the creation of bourgeois
republics.

When a leader of the Labour

Party (Benn) is moved to raise

publically the question of the ex—
perience of Chile, it is because
there is a discussion. It is not a
discussion about Chile in a pre—
vious period, but a discussion about
today and the nature of British
imperialism today, of which Ireland
is a parts However, we don't
speculate on the reactions of im—
perialism to the advance of anti—
capitalist struggle or to a Labour
government firying to implement

anti—-capitalist measures, such as
the removal of all nuclear bases:
Ireland demonstrates that imperia—
lism. is prepared to confront the
masses violentlys Indeed, through
the SPC and the murder of Blair
Pwach, with the ‘Prevention of
Terrorism Act’ British Imperialism
Is seen to confront the masses of
Britain In that way.

AN ANTI-CAPITALIST
PROGRAMME FOR THE BRITISH
ISLES

It is not a question of an inde—
pendent Ireland, or a United Irefand
in abstracts There is a basis for
the unity of the whole of the British
{sles and that lies in the common
interest of the masses. It is not
logical for the Labour Party to
propose the removal of the Yankee
bases from Britain and to accept
the fact that Ireland is used as a

base for British Imperialism,
Clearly, the demand for the removal
of this base, of British troops from
Ireland, is a just demand, However,
this demand needs to be combined
with a discussion of a common pro—
gramme to unify the masses of the
British isles, to confront the prob—
lem posed by the final and total
crisis of capitalism. All the masses
of Britain and lreland suffer from
the: problems of unemployment,
lowering of living standards,
decline in social services, housing
and transports By their actions,
courage and dedication, the Repub—
lican militants have stimulated the
Janti~imperialist spirjt which exists
in all the British Isles. But their
perspectives and policies are from
a previous stage of historys The
fact that they struggle at the level
of hunger—strikes 'is the result
of the failure of the Labour and
Trade Union leaderships to link the
struggle of the British working
class with that of the masses of
lreland, and to propose a common
anti—capitalist programme. This is
wihat needs to be discussed in the
Labour Party and trade unions.

Afghanistan and Poland voted in Portugal

The electoral majority for Eanes,
the Portuguese president, against
the Sa Carneiro faction of the army
right wing linked to the previous
Caetano regime, shows that -
despite the fact that some land and
enterprises have been returned to
private hands -~ Portugal still
retains the structure of a revolu—
tionary state. It is the development
of the Workers States and the ad-
vance of the world revolution, of
which the process in Poland is a
part, which has created the condi-
tions to allow Portugal to retain
its structure. At the same time,
the victory of Eanes shows  that
when the masses of Portugal are
consulted they vote to maintain the
advances of the 1974 revolution, of
which the constitution is a parl,
The right wing has a majority in
parliament mainly because the
electoral boundaries are made in a
form which favowrs capitalism,
This process also shows the tre-
mendous limitations of the bourge-
ois electoral system because, even
in the case of the presidential
elections, the masses see that they
could stop the advance of the right,
but that elections did not provide
the instrument to defeat the right.

This is a conclusion for all those
who idealise the electoral system,
even when it is based on universal
suffrage.

The role of Socares leader of the
Socialist Party,has to be discussed.
In common -with most leaders of the
Socialist movement in this stage,
his function was to block the ad-
vance of the Communists and pre~
vent the Socialist base from making
a United Front with the Communists
in support of Eanes. Soares oppos~—
ed Eanes because otherwise he
would have been forced to support
the constitution of 1974 which
accepis ‘Socialism’ as the objec~
tive of Portugal. The election of
Eanes is an important blow to the
Social Democracy, the right wing of
of the Socialist Party, in its inten-
tions to defend private property,
It confirms that Portugal has to go
to Socialism in order to develop.
The masses are not intimidated by
the military arsenal of NATO, and
it shows that there is a Communist/
Socialist United Front, despite

Mario Soares, This is why Soares

was repudiated by the Executive of
the Socialist Party when he pro—

posed to stand in opposition to
Eanes in the presidential elections.
All this shows that in the process
of the construction of Socialism
social democracy has no role, and
Socialists are educated by the
Communist Party, who see that to
develop the economy, it has to be
planned; to be planned it has to be
expropriated from capitalism. This
is a conclusion to show that the
future  of Labowr s, equally,
Communist,

Finally, it is clear that NATO
has enough military power to crush
the advance of the Left in Portugal.
Why didn't it use it in 1974, or now?
It is because the USSR, by inter-
vening in Afghanistan, told the
masses of Portugal that the USSR
is not prepared to let the liberation
of people be blocked, The USSR
showed itself quite prepared to risk
military conflict with the Yanks in
this cause. The masses of Portugal
see that the USSR supported the
changes in Poland, favourable to
soviet democracy., In these elec—
tions, the masses of Portugal have
shown that they listen fo Moscow
and not to Washington.

They voted
with the confidence which comes
from the development of the Workers
States, the intervention of the
Workers States in the world, and .
the USSR, in particular,in Poland,
in Africa, and on a world scale,

In this
sense it must be concluded that
Poland and Afghanistan voted so
to say in Portugal. Today, in any
country, the process is determined
by the world balande. of forces, and
equally the masses of Britain and
Ireland feel that their force lies in
the Workers States and the world
revolution. This shows that we can
expect very great defeats for capi—
talism. The majority in support for
Eanes reveals the preparedness of
the masses of Portugal for further
advances through social struggle;
this is the result of the world
balance of forces, favourable to
Socialism and not to fascism or
reaction. These are conclusions
that apply to Portugal as much as
to any other part of the world, We
call for this to be discussed in the
Labour Party and trade unions.
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THE 'NO IN THE URUGUAYAN PLEBISCITE & 12 s0
WE AKENS THE DlC TATORSH'P (title and subtitles by the editorial board)

The triumph of the 'no’ in the
plebiscite organised by the military
dictatorship In Uruguay is going fo
have quite important consequences.
Above all it is going to animate the
internal struggle of this assassin
junta and a new coup is possibie.
The - military hoped to win the
plebiscite, or at least to have a
small margin, but they lost by ten
per cent; a situation more or less
as in the United States where Rea—
gan only got 25%. They calculated
that with the exiles, those who had
been expelled, the repressed and
the persecuted, the dead and the
arrested, the opposition in a united
front against them was going to be
reduced, and thus they could win.
Otherwise, they would not have
made the plebiscite. Their political
calculator has to be an idiot who
thinks ‘with the sabre and thus the
sabre determines 'Yes, they are all
terrorised’s Now there is going to
be a very big tight among them on
the evidence that they have been
mistaken, and within their forces
there is a majority which is going
to win another ten per cent more.
As a minimam this victory is going
to gain another ten per cent and is
going to stimulate the centrist
forces of their team to weaken.
This is the expression of the world
process.

The triumph of the ’no’ in
Uruguay is not a Uruguayan result
but expresses the world balance of
forces in the country. The masses
do not feel oppressed nor intimidat-
ed, but resolved to continue the
fight courageously. Repression

has in_no way intimidated them,

otherwise they would not haye
voted because there was the possi—
bility that they would control, kill
and arrest them« But the people
voled against the assassin dictator—
ship. This is an expression of what
would happen in Argentina, in Chile
and in Bolivia now, if there were
elections,

The plebiscite in Uruguay is the
failure of the dictatorship. In Chile
this Is not expressed, because
there was no such plebiscite. In
Uruguay they had to provide certain
forms of legality in the election,
because there are seclors of the
army who say ‘We want a verification
of our policy’s There are sectors
who hope for such a result to exert
a pressure in the army intemally,
to say 't is necessary to change’s
it should be remembered that the
“*Frente Amplio’ included a great
number of important soldiers, be—
ginning with QGeneral Seregni.

The result of the plebiscite in
Uruguay indicates that a much more
elevated process is going to come,
if not immediately. It is neceesary
to wait, and one must expect aiso
immediately an effort at greater
repression o intimidate, above all,
the sector which may go further in
theline of conciliations

it is necessary to make an
appeal for the ‘Frente Amplio’ to
the trade unions to make a pro—
gramme of the United Front, to
intervene demanding democratic
liberties and democratic elections
to decide the course of the country
and to make a ‘frente amplio® in the
most advanced form possible of
democratic rights, rights of the
masses, wage demands — so that
the state enterprises which were

returned to private hands are given
back to the state to develop and to
make a plan of development of pro—
duction in which certain bases of
state control intervene to develop
the economy objectively.

it is necessary to make appeals
also to the Workers States for
trading links and support for the
economic development of the coun—
try, with full democratic liberties
for all, including the democratic
military tendencies. These demo—
cratic military tendencies must be
very extensive, because the
plebiscite shows this.

This plebiscite was not aimed
to take the pulse of the population
but at a sector of the bourgeoisie
which says ‘We are insecure’, and
a seclor of the army which also
says ‘We have the world experience
that at any time they will kill us
ajl’s It is necessary to expect in
Uruguay a tendency io make a coup
now because of the struggle
among thems

DICTATORSHIP HAS FAILED TO
DEVELOP THE ECONOMY.,

The sinife fact that they recog—
nise that they have lost the plebis—
cite indicates that diere are soldiers
who really want to see what support
they have. [t means that there are
sectors who feel the influence of
the void and the lack of economic
development, and feel the pressure
of the sectors of the bourgeoisie,
of the masses and, above all, of the
petit bourgeoisie; and thus they iry
to.give a reply seeking in internal
discussions dnd with the plebiscite
to smash the sectors who want a
deal with the sectors of the bourge—
oisie that are interested in economic
development and have no other
solution than to resort to certain
forms  of  bourgeois democracy.

Believing that people were not
going to vote, aisector counted on
this in order to show that they are
right and thus to. resolve their
internal problems. The dictatorship
contains sectors who receive the
influence of the world and see that
they are the most prejudiced within
the plan of the dictatorship and seek
a way of giving certain liberties or
making a certain agreement with
the sectors of the bourgeois oppo—
sition to be able to develop the
economys _

This shows, at the same time,
that no dictatorship has developed
the economy. The dictatorship
arose precisely because of the
failure of the bourgeois economic
feadership; if the bourgeoisie feels
that they are successtul in econo—
mic development, they have confi—
dence to influence the petit
bourgeoisie and the privileged
layers of the proletariat, the better
paid layers, and on this to support
themselves to prevent the rest of
the population of the country weigh—
ing against them. No dictatorship
has developed the economy. On the
contrary, it paralyses and separates
and concentrates it in fewer hands,
Hence there are bourgeois sectors
against the dictatorship because
they are nullifieds This is a dis—
pute in the distribution of power of
the state for each bourgeois secter
seeks to develop.

‘and not submitted to

The electoral result of the
plebiscite in Uruguay shows the
influence of the world on the popu—
lation, the struggle, resolution, the
combativity not to feel isolated,
and shows that it is ready to ad—
vance and to make agreements with
different seclors, even of the
bourgeoisie, to advance in demo-
cratic rights at the same time as in
soclal conflicts to a sitruggle more
profoundly for social transformation,
The trade unions and the parties
must continue acting independently
transitory
alliess The action of the trade
unions and the workers’ parties is
going to influence the capacity and
the objectives of the Frente Amplio
and the programme of the Frente
Amplio to develop the country
socially, politically and culturally.

1t is necessary to recover for the
state factories handed over to pri-—
vate property, to plan production in
accordance with the needs of the
population so that meat, wheat,
agricultural products and cattle
serve for the development of the
popuiation, fundamentatly  and
primarily for this. A plan of indus—
trial development must be organised
and industrial exchange under the
intervention and control of the trade
unions, with the fullest political
and trade union freedom and dis—
cussion in the population, in the
universities, ‘in the schools and.
in the collieges, in the trade unions
and in the parties; a plan of
development for Uruguay, of econo—
mic and social development through
the activity and the political
struggle

A UNITED FRONT TO DEVELOP
THE ECONOMY

It is necessary 1o make an
agreement among all the tendencies
which seek the progress of Uruguay
to aim to win the petit bourgeoisie,
agreement with the parties of the
bourgeoisie for concrete precise

plans tor the development of the
economy, of democratic liberties, of
commercial agreements and relations
aproad and, at the same time, to
develop in the trade unions, in the
colleges and in the university and
schools, the programme io develop
Uruguay so that democracy may
have a firm base of support so that
the economy may be developed as
a function of the needs of the
population under control of the
population, as is the pxample of
countries like Cuba, Angola,
Mozambique, the USSR etc.

The world relation of forces has
defeated the Uruguayan dictatorship
and shown that the world relation
of forces is superior to the local
power and military strength of any
countrys The world reiation of
forces means the concrete con-—
frontation for historic resolutions
between the capitalist countries
and the Workers St ates, who advance
resolving the problems of the
population, of the economy, of
sociely, of culture, of science and
of the relations with nature and the
cosmos, as the Soviets are doing.

it is these problems that it is
necessary to discuss in Uruguay in
the universities and the colleges;
to make a plan afterwards of the
development of the education of the
population,
of education must be-in thié\*"stage
of the history of knowledge, how to
develop life. Lite develops through
countries, and these through forms
of economic, social and political
development. Thus it is necessary
to see the most elevated form which
is that of the Socialist countries,
All this has to be discussed in the
universities and in the colleges;
an objective education on culture.

The essential . basis’

J POSADAS

extracts ‘

This Is the basis of culture.
Culture is a knowledge of how life
is developing in the form of Social—
ist countries and in the Revolution—
ary States, Countries which have
no economic ‘equality and see

themselves  submitted to  the
assassin dictatorships like that of
Nicaragua today, advance in the
understanding of lifes The most
backward masses from the youngest
children ta the old people, intervene
in the elaboration of society,
demonstrating their animation and
resolution, learning to read and
o write,

This failure of the dictatorship
of Uruguay, this ‘no’ against the
dictatorship, is the influence of the
world in which the Uruguayan
masses have seen the world and

have received the influence, the
impulse of ‘the world, and have

voted for the ‘no’s This is not the
result of Uruguayan problems only.
If that were the case the movement
would be confined and not able to
do anything, there is no trade union
nor political movement. There is
no culture nor art, nothing. Whence
comes the resolution of the
Uruguayan people to intervene? It
is not through previous antecedents
but present influence. An enormous
number, about a million Uruguayans,
were outside the country who could
vote ‘no’, and the same also with
the arrested and the persecuteds

This shows the world relation
of forces and it°is necessaty 1o
count upon it to show that the
dictatorship cannot now be based
on military strength, but it is the
world
determines the process in the last
instance, although there is a delay
of time in local relations.
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Editorial

the Labour Party that favours

the Left, and the trade unions
cannot stay there. In order for
the Labour Party to expand, to
transcend the old type of social
democratic party,
i function of replacing the capi-
talist system, it has to change
and improve consistently its
relationship with the masses.
At this conference, it is dis—

logically to discuss a change of

Marxism; and not academic
Marxism but Marxism

and Posadism is fundamental in
this.

is one way, and that is downhill.
Reagan’s presidency is
with the same balance of forces

capitalist system and
favourable to the Workers States.

to fulfil its

cussing organisational changes
to the Left, but it will be obliged

ideas to the Left which will mean

related to the world of today ~

The complete crisis of what
remains of the capitalist system

stuck

as Carter — unfavourable to the
very

The eampaigns of world imperia—

continyed from page 1

lism over Poland and over
Afghanistan have failed to in—
crease its authority or support.

The capitulation of the Thatcher
government over the Irish hanger-

strikers is an expression of the

world balance of forces favouring
the intervention of the masses.

The massive demonstrations in

Dublin and Cork, and the echo of

these struggles in Britain,
imposed a change of policy and a

retreat. British and Irish capita—
fism had to draw closer in mutual

defence and imperialism had to
retreat. This is the index of the
weakness of these people. The

masses, particularly of the South,
The Labour
Party has to draw the con-—
clusions of all this — as the
leadership was largely absent

imposed a defeat,

from any intervention on this
issue.

it is fundamental! in all the
interventions of the Labour Party
that the alternative to capitalism
is made clear. It is not a ques—
or
‘import controls’ or ‘reflation’,

tion of ‘nationalisations’

but an economy that serves the
needs of the population in all
spheres in education, transport,
housing, pensions etc. There is
no point in invesiment if it means
a completely disjointed economy
producing only for export or cars
which cannot sell or the arms
trade or massive office blocks,
because that is profitable for a
few people. There has to be a
plan for the unemployed to be
used in useful public works,
factories about to be closed
down have to be ¥aken over

by the state under workers
control. Price control has to be
enforced by price committees not
by remote administrative boards.
investment policy has to be
determined by the needs of
people not the whim of the banks
and the industrialists. This has
to be a constant preoccupation
of the Left forces in the Labour
Party. This is the way to bring
Party and the masses together
to guarantee the basis for future
social transformations by a
Labour government. 3 1 81
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RESOLUTION OF THE INTERNATIONAL SECRETARIAT

ON THE ITALIAN EARTHQUAKE

THE VISIT OF THE LABOUR
MPs TO AFGHANISTAN
INDICATES THE MATURING

OF THE LABOUR VANGUARD.

The visit by three Labour MPs to Afghanistan shows the depth of the
crisis and discussion in the Labour Party and confirms the fact that the
working class and the masses support the Soviet Union. If this general
support for the Soviet Union did not exist, these MPs would not have gone
to Afghanistan in the fact of an almost universal attack made on them by
the bourgeoisie, and they certainly would not have proposed the recogni-
tion of the present government in Afghanistan. The attacks made on these
Labour MPs shows that the bourgeoisie is not concerned with democracy
or national boundaries, but with the advance of Socialism on a world scale.
Parliament and the bourgeois media gave an almost hysterical condemna~
tion of the visit to Afghanistan and the support for the Soviet Union which
it implied, but nothing has been made against the support given by the
Yanks to the murderous reaction in EI Salvador. This is quite a commen—~
tary on the nature of ‘democracy’ in Britain. In fact, there is no ‘demo~
cratic right’ to support the Soviet Union, no ‘right’ to oppose the capitalist
regime. If the bourgeoisie has not continued their attacks and if the
Labour Right wing has remained silent, it is only becaugse they fear the
development of a discussion in the Labour Party. However, the attacks
made on the Labour MPs are going to stimulate the Labour Left to draw
the conclusion.that it is not possible to go to Socialism with the agree—
ment of capitalism. At the same time, all the controversy over this visit
to Afghanistan shows that the struggle in the world is not confined to the
class struggle in each country but is one of system against system; a
_|-sector of the Labour Party recognises that Britain cannot be independent
from this world process.

The statements made by the three MPs whien they returned from Afghan-
| istan were limited and equivocal in relationship to the intervention of the
Soviet Union. However, at least one of them indicated that he felt that
the alternative to the Soviets in Afghanistan was the return to ‘feudalism’.
None of them said, in fact, that progress is not determined by national
boundaries and that the Soviet Union and the Workers States represent the

progress of humanity. We can hardly expect a clarity of ideas, or un—
Y equivocal support to the Soviet intervention from the Labour Party, when

the world Communist movement is divided in its attitude and doesn't give
any ‘analysis or orientation. Nonetheless, the very fact that these MPs
actually called for the recognition of the Afghan government expresses a

general support in the Labour Party for the Soviet Union and its inter—
vention. The structure and workings of the Labour Party do not allow
either discussion or the support for the Soviet Union to express itself,
but what is expresses is an advance towards the conclusion that democracy
-~ if it is to mean anything at all — has to mean the right to do what is
necessary to elevate the life of the population.

The intervention of the Soviet Union is for the progress of Afghanistan.
It is opposed by feudal landowners and tribal | e aders who are prepared to
-jterrorise and murder in order to defend their interests. These ‘defenders
of democracy’, supported by imperialism, have attacked anything pro-
gressive in Afghanistan. Families are terrorised to prevent girls being
educated and teachers are murdered. Couples who married outside the old
“bride price’ system have been murdered. If the Soviets had not intervened
these reactionaries would continue this process and, if the Soviets left,
they would be back. The class struggle is not a democratic game played
in parliament by gentleman — and women - but a very brutal business,and
there is nothing more brutal than owners defending their ownership, It is
not logical to recognise the progressive nature of the Soviet intervention
and then to call for the Soviets to withdraw their troops.
1t is not just a question of support for the Soviet Union in the Labour
Party, or amongst the working class which supports the Soviet Union
anyway. What is expressed in this visit is a general support. It was the
same support which was expressed in the decision of the athletes to go
to the Olympic Games in Moscow. On another level, the Afghanistan visit
is very expressive of the balance of forces in the Labour Party. It is
much more expressive than, for example, the recent ‘special conference’
of the Labour Party. It is quite remarkable that the bourgeois element in
- | the Labour Party, the ‘gang of three’ which has been having an unlimited
access to the media, has said nothing on this subject. This really ex-
presses the balance of forces in the Labour Party. If the bourgecis wing
felt strong it would have condemned this visit. In the end, the balance of
forces in the Labour Party is an expression of the world balance of forces
which are favourable to the revolution.

The fact that these MPs’ visit means that there is a discussion in the
Labour Party, which is beginning to break out of the confines of bourgeois
norms of thinking and the acceptance of bourgeois ‘democracy’. These
three MPs did not go without feeling a basis of support in the Labour

Turnto page4
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Editorial

THE WORLD BALANCE OF
FORCES DETERMINES THE

ADVANCE
LEFT

The inauguration of Reagan
as President of the United States

“ has not meant, as some tenden—

cies of bourgeois opinion and
some in the workers movement
predicted, a fundamental change
of policy by Yankee imperialism,
The truth is that the policy of
Reagan will follow the line of
Carter because Yankee imperia—
lism decides nothing and its
policy is determined by a world
balance of forces which is un—
favourable to its interesis. The
release of the ‘hostages’ from
lran was not decided by the
military force of Yankee imperia—
lism. Reagan had to continue
the policy of Carter which was
one of negotiation and payment
-~ even if it was money which
belonged to Iran anyway
to Iran. All the attempis to show
the release of the "hostages’ as
a triumph for Yankee imperiatism
have been failures. All the
public relations exercises of
Yankee imperialism have failed
to hide the fact that there is a
sympathy amongst the masses of
the United States — and amongst
the ‘hostages’ themselves — for
the Iranian revolution. It was
impossible for Yankee imperia—
lism to be in contact with the
people of the United States for
a week. Reagan and Haig may
make  bellicose anti-Soviet
statements, but the reality of the

‘world balance of forces is some—

thing else. Reality is the fact
that the campaign to unify world
capitalism under the leadership
of Yankee imperialism over the
issue of Afghanistan has been a
complete and absolute failure.
It has, in face, been the reverse

OF THE

of what Yankee imperialism in—
tended.. The result of the cam—
paign has been to accelerate the
process in which the various
bourgeoisie in the world tend to
follow their own interests rather
than the overall interests of the
capitalist system.

The recent Islamic conference
refused to support the ‘oppo—
sition’ to the Soviet Union in
Afghanistan and called for dis—
cussions with the Soviet Union.
Giscard d°Estaing, faced with
the world balance of forves and
the influence which the Soviet
Union has on a large strata of
the petit bourgeoisie in France,
has gone directly against the
interests of the Yanks by calling
for the ‘stabilisation’ of rela—
tions with the Soviet Union and
for a conference over Afghani—
stan with the participation of the
Soviet Union. Even British
imperialism, once the closest
ally of Yankee imperialism,
follows its own interests.
Thatcher may go to talk with
Reagan but Carrington makes
statements in favour of closer
relations with the PLO and
‘recognition of the rights of the
Palestinian people’, and this is
against the policy of Yankee
imperialism and its base in the
Middle East, Israel,

All this doesn’t mean that it
is not a world process of con—
frontation between two social
systems. It simply means that
the system of private property,
capitalism. is unable to unify
itself or advance its own inter—
ests, because it has no perspec—
perspective. The leaders of

LABOUR

capitalism on a world scale no
longer even pretend that they
have any solution to their prob—
lems. This is why the govern— .
ment of Suarez in Spain has
collapsed with his resignation,

This is why the Belgian govern—
ment has been pulled down by a
Left sector of the Socialist

Party, and why there is a growth
of opposition to the war plans of
imperialism in the German Social
Democratic Party. Twentyfour
Democratic deputies have pro—
Posed a massive cut in arms
expenditure in capitalist Ger~
many. Even capitalist Germany
which has the strongest of the
capitalist economies, is faced
with rising unemployment, a

declining economy and pelitical

crisis.

THE SOVIET UNION SUPPORTS
THE WORLD REVOLUTION

The attack made by Reagan
on the Soviet Union, saying that
it is only ‘following its own
interests’ and ‘intent on sprea—
ding Russian Communism in
the world’ is the voice of im—
potent rage. It is clear from the
statements of Breznev what the
intentions of the Soviet Union
are in the world. Breznev has
said that the Soviet Union is
part of ‘a Socialist system’ and
intent on defending that system.
Also the full support of the
Soviet Union for all the national
liberation movements and
there is no national liberation

twrn to page 3
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RESOLUTION OF THE INTERNATIONAL
SECRETARIAT ON THE BEHAVIOUR OF
THE ITALIAN MASSES IN THE

EARTHQUAKE

We declare that we have con-
tributed with material and organisa-
tional help to the population
affected by the earthquake, but
more important is our activity to
elevate the ability for understand-
ing, resolution and organisation of
the [talian Communist Party and of
the masses o transform the capita~
list social structure of ltaly and
construct Socialist society. This
is part of our struggle.

We feel and lament with all our
heart the very bad conditions which
the population affected by the
earthquake are still enduring, and
the thousands of deaths. But we
praise and embrace with all our
Communist feeling and heart the
resolution of the people of Southern
ltaly not to submit to the catas-
trophe nor to be intimidated by the
lack of political leadership or by
the robberies and assassinations
which have occurred, and the popu-—
lation has shown that it is ready to
intervene to change society.

We salute together in this resol-
ution the hundreds of Italian workers
who came from abroad, who have
lost their family, father, mother,
wife or son and daughter and home;
who have lost all their money which
they had saved and sent home, and

who have nothing, but who do not
feel smashed. They are depressed,
yes, through the feeling of grief, but
they experience no intellectual
defeat. They have declared, ‘We
#ill reconstruct everything, and
better’. They have not said one
word in support of the  patriotic
sentiments of the government, but
of revolutionary patriotic sentiments
which impe! them to say, ‘We are
going to change, it cannot go on
like this'. Hence, even in tears,
the Italian workers related how they
had for years sent all the money
they earned abroad to their people
at home, and had lived on water and
lemon to save to be able to provide
money to educate their sons and to
have a home. Now they say, ‘We

have nothing, neither home, mother,
children, parents; but 1 stay with
my people here to reconstruct every-
thing and better’. This shows the
security of Communist sentiments
which are developing in the human—
ity. It is the security that it is
necessary to de this all and better;
that no trust is to be placed in the

bourgeois government or the bourge~
oisie.

The [talian masses are learning
from the experience of the earth~
quake in a vertiginous way, and this
is not going to be expressed elec~
torally. Electorally one is not
going to be able to measure the
percentage which corresponds to
such maturation, but it is going to
be expressed in social struggles
which are preparing for a leap.
The reaction of the Italian popula-
tion before the earthquake expresses
their sentiments of human love

Nothing tended to be arranged
on the basis of self-preservation,
but to seek how to help. All helped
the families for those who lived
abroad came immediately, and those
who lost their family remained to
help the others. This is not all

that happened, but it is the syn-
thesis of the sentiment of the popu—
lation. It is the expression of the
security in life which is the security
in social progress, in Communism.
The ltalian population of the South
did not dedicate itself to propose;
‘We want this, we want the other’;
but ‘Here they do nothing. This is
a rotten set—up, but we are going to
continue’. That is, the population
did not depend on whether govern
ment helped or not.. They decided
to continue. They should have been
desperate, each one preoccupied
for his son or mother and it was not
like this. The population has a
feeling of collective security: we
will resolve everything, we will
settle everything’.

The collective sentiment has
developed in the Ifalian population
in an historic manner in this exper—
ience of the earthqueke. Political
understanding and the solidarity of
the population has elevated, not in
the lesser aspect of the one who
has more glving to him who has
less only, but in the aspect of how
to resolve problems socially. The
Ralian population saw in the earth—
quake ancther neglect of the capi~
talist:system, of its government and
the will of the masses comes to the
surface, their desire to intervene

their resolution to change,

We salute the resolution of the
{talian workers and of the masses
of the South of ltaly. We also salute

the proletariat of Milan, of Turin

and Genoa who intervened immedia—
ately to help the population affected
by the earthquake, without any com~—
pensation, at the cost of their own
work. The workers of the North,
through the factory councils,
resolved fo intervene to reconstruct
all the zone affected by the earth-
guake. The working class showed
that it had the capacity of an orga~
niser; with the capacity of uniting
and having the means for this
funciion of organisation. The
workers of the North intervened in
the teaching, in the organisation of
the food, in the collection of money,
in the distribution of help. The
first school to return to function in
the zone affected by the earthguake
was organised by the workers of
Genoa. They intervened in all
aspects. Above all, this attitude
of solidarity and the practical
intervention of the workers of the
factory councils of Milan, of Turin
and Genoa, has had an immense
effect of securityon the population
afiected by the easthquake. It gave
confidence to reconstruct all and
better, eliminating the cause for thy
earthquake leading fo such a cala—
strophe, which is the capitalist
system. This attitude of the wor—
kers in the North is a very elevated
base to structure an activity, under—
standing and common resolution to
overthrow the capitalist system.

The workers of the North have
worked as an organism, not await~
ting the state apparatus nor the
leaders from the state who have
organised nothing. The workers
themselves intervened and have
educated the masses of the world

act in this way. 1t is the world
which has weighed on the Halian
masses, and those of Poland in
particular. The workers of Poland
have shown that, instead of organ~
ising themselves to attack their
Workers State, they seek to persuade
and to impel it and to make it
advance. The ltalian workers have

learnt from this. Thus the earth~
quake was a means of education, of
organisation and of impulse to the
Communist organised struggle of
the ltalian workers.

With all their feeling of grief,
the workers were not smashed down
nor contained in their growing will
of ideas, of organisation, of reso-
lution, of capacity, of courage and
of objective Communist sentiment.
Hundreds of workers who came from
abroad and who worked for the
family which had remained in laly
lost all their family and were
not crushed.The journalists asked:
‘What are you going to do if all your
family is dead, why don’t you go
back?” To which the workers
answered: ‘| shall continue here,
and | shall stay to heip those who
are alive. It is necessary to help
them’. This is a very great impulse
towards the organisation of the
objective Communist sentiment of
the ltalian masses, which prepares
the base for great struggles and
changes which they have to make in
the concili- sty trade union leader-
ships, or the leaderships of the
Communist and Socialist parties.

We salute with all our Commu~
nist sentiment the orpanisational
capacity and the scientific under~
standing of the workers of Genoa,

- Milan and Turin who formed schools

immediately in the zones affected
by the earthquake, and the schools
were full of children. That is, the
children were not smashed.
They wanted to continue with
schools and are developing in the
cultural understanding to transform
sociely.

We saluie the militants, the
Communist leaders and cadres who,
in the zones affected by the earth—
quake put themselves al the head
to organise and lead the restruc—
turation of the population and to
succour and organise life. Hence
between the Communist masses and
the MHalian masses there was
an identification.

The behaviour of the proletariat
of Milan, Genoa, Turin and the
Communist masses is a continua-
tion of the Fiat strike which indi-
cates that the workers do not feel
themseives pagged, defeated nor
contained; that they continue
fighting against the ermor of the
trade union leaderships and of the
Communist and Socialist parties
and they are ready to fight to re-
take the initiative to push forward
the struggle to impel ltaly towards
Socialism.

At the same time we appeal to
the workers’ movement, to the trade
unions to intervene with ideas and
plans for the reconstruction of the
zones affected by the earthquake,
not simply to participate in a con~
crete help, giving meney or making
collections, but with ideas of social
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organisation to reconstruct and
develop the South of Italy under the
control of the workers’ movement.
In this sense the trade union
leaderships were absent from the
intervention in the earthquake.
The trade unions must intervene in
all the aspects of help to the
population and to conirol all the
actions of the state and to propese
a plan of development for the
country which allows the develop~
ment and the reconstruction of the
zones affected by the earthquake. 1.

The reaction of the population
in front of the earthquake shows
that it understands that social
change is necessary The popuiation
sees that it was foreseeable and
possible to avoid such a catas-
trophe. W is the empiricism of
capitalism which has allowed a
catastrophe of such a dimension.
But the population is ready to inter-
vene to change and reconstruct
everything and far better.
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THE CRISIS OF THE TIMES —PART
OF THE PUTREFACTION OF
CAPITALISM

The fact that the Times may be taken over by sombone
so uncultured and crude as Murdoch is part of the social, political and
cultural crisis of imperialism. 1t is brought about by the world revolution
with the Soviet Union in its centre which is superior in every way, parti—
cularly culturally fo anything imperialism has ever produced. The crisis
of The Times expresses in an economic and cultural form what is a social,
political and economic {otal crisis of capitalism which cannot stand the
competition of the Workers States. Capitalism has no answer fo its
mortal agony but to manage through fewer and fewer hands, each day more
remote from life and progress,

For leaders in the workers’ movement to come out in ‘support of the
Times’ and ‘freedom of the press’ is quite outside the reality of the
situation. The Times has never represented any organism of democracy
whatsoever, 1t is a pillar of the past of British imperialism, and imperia—
lism is no longer great, It is not the duly of the leaders of the workers’
movement to shed tears over its polential disappearance. What has to be
fought for is not more or less jobs but the nationalisation of the press
under workers’ control, to keep all the workers employed in the production
‘of a necessary product. What these leaders express is the sorrow to see
their hopes and respect fot the institutions of Her Majestry the Queen-,
come to nothing.

The respect of these leaders for British impetialism is quite out of
step with the actual situation in which the workers and masses are making
important anti~capitalist advances, particularly in the Labour Party,
The working class is doing all this, supported by the progressive petty
bourgeoisie and it is actively shattering the apparatus of British imperia~
fism in the workers movement. The cry of pain from these leaders who
defend bourgeois democracy is because they feel that the time for their
stability and comfort has ended. The workers are preparing for new ideas
and new leaders. When the masses triumph against Thatcher in Zimbabwe,
when imperialism cannot crush El Salvador, when the world constructs
Socialism and the masses of Poland elevate Soviet democracy, it is no

fonger the time of greainess for any imperialist power. The respect of
these leaders for The Times, or for bourgeois democracy which allowed
them to form a bourgeois opposition against conservatism, has no place
in this world situation today. It is necessary to discuss that, as long as
The Times continues, it will be in the hands of representatives of the
bourgeois class, which has no more interest in or desire for culture. And,
even when it had some interest in science and culture, it was for the
devefopment of the economy for the bourgeois class. The Workers State
has infinitely more culture than imperialism ever had, The fact thatthe
govemment has the power not to refer The Times to the Monopoly Com~—
mission shows well that the process of history is not determine d by
parliament but by the class struggle. The bourgeoisie has no more interest
in science, investigation or culture. 1t is preparing for the ultimate de—
fence of its collapsing and corrupt regime. The working class is the
force which has interest in everything which progresses, and the Soviet
Union is its material base and support for the Workers State in Britain.

Poland:

Soviet Democracy

and the actual form of the
Political Revolution. J. POSADAS

scientific, cultural and political
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ALTHUSSER’S MURDER OF HIS WIFE — THE
RESULT OF THE DECOMPOSITION OF
SECTORS REJECTED BY HISTORY

The murder of his wife by
Althusser is a result of the mental
decomposition of all these people.
They prepared to intervene in the
life of the Communist Party as the
organisers of scientitic Marxist
thought which they believe they
represent. But they understand
nothing of history; neither the sig—
nificance of the USSR nor the policy
to make in relation to the Soviet
Union, France, nor the crisis of
the Communist Party, Now this
crisis forces the Communist Party
to throw out leaderships with which
before it coincided and agreed in
the elaboration of political life and

are . now sources of
decomposition.

This murder is the action of a
madman, the attitude of a completely
desperat e character, It is the same
base which, in a general sense,
leads to the homosexuals. It is the
‘insecurity of life and leads to this

even someone who is
mentally healthy, Conscious or un—
conscious actions which go against
the nature of the principles which
sustain or are sald to  sustain
someone, means decompositions

This man had a policy, a
functioning, a position which were
against the process and saw that the
process was against hims  There
was nothing which affirmed that he
was rights Hence his exasperation
which expresses a sentiment of
revenge in
assassinating his wife, he was
assassinating the leadership of the
Communist Parly, the leadership of
the Soviet Union: he was assassi—
nating Marxisme. With his individual
‘Marxism’ he was murdering the
Marxism of history.e This Is the
significance of the mental disorder
of Althusser.

It is the decomposition of an
intellectual layer which leads to
this conclusion. It Is not possible
to lead a political life, to occupy
an important position or believe one
is occupying an important position
In history and feel rejected. Thus:
the melancholy, the megalomania of
all these people, It is a very vivid
example for the study and the under—
standing of these people,

The Soviets or the Poles have
passed through very furious stages in
life but do not kill anyone. They
kill capitalisms  Meanwhile, the
capacity of intelligence and action
of the Polish proletariat, as con-—
structors of history, is gaining and
developing. At the same time that
the Polish proletariat advances in
Soviet democracy, the Soviet trade
unions appeal to the North American
trade unions to Intervene against
North American capitalism.

it is necessary to see that the
Communist Party discusses Ideas
and not only that there are confer—
ences . where Marchais speaks and
then ten minutes are allowed for the
audience. It Is necessary 1o orga—
nise debates and to allow time so
that the workers intervene and the
Party intervenes.

For example, the murder by
Althysser occurred through desper—
ation, through not understanding the
process of historys It is not a prob—~
lem remote from his activity, The
movement of his life is this. As a
consequence he killed his wife

because of his fallure to Find
reality, which exasperated him. He
was desperate because he had
believed that he was going to be
successful, and it was not like this.
He could not kill the Communist
Party, but he kilbed his wife. This
shows the contempt that he felt for
women and, at the same time, his
cowardice and fear. He is frighten—
ed and cowardly, afraid to confront
his own wife, and hence he killed
hers If he had felt strong first he
would not have killed anyone, least
of all his wife, but sought another
road, When he kills his wite, it is
because he feeis defeated,

One must realise that this French
Communist Party has produced
someone like Ellenstein who has
lost his capacity for reasons Only
a crackpot mentality can conceive
that the Soviet Union, which he
himself eulogised and which has
gone forward, now goes In another
direction to the point of degener—
ations

Ellenstein attributes 1o the
Soviet Union & degeneration which
is his own degeneration, He
measures with a degenerated mind,
a process of progress. Althusser
is also this. But, on the other hand,
instead of seeing a process of com—
plete degeneration he sees a pro—
cess of the distancing of his possi—
bility of intervening and being at
the head of this process. They all
had illusions and believed them—
selves to be at the head of a great
movement. Althusser is a type who
lives in his desk and makes quota—
tions. Neither he nor Balibar had a
single idea, He is not of this
period, and Balibar's book on ‘The
dictatorship of the proletariat’ was
out of this world, It is necessary to
assess concreiely the dictatorship
of the proletariat; it is necessary o
assess the character of the Sovietl
Union from jts origin, and what it
was with Lenin and Stalin and from
Stalin until now; to assess the Sov—
iet Union and the world. There are
twenty Workers States. How have
they developed from evil, from
assassins? The Workers States
exist because, even with a bureau—
cratic leadership (something which
does not interest Althusser), there
"is a base of correct principles to
throw out capitalism, to make
Soviets, to plan production, and
with a certain intervention of the
masses. The masses are involved
with the correction of deficiencies
as they have been in Poland and in
the USSR, in Germany, and also in
Hungary.

1t is not possible to take these
poople as representatives of ob-—
jectors, of criticss NO! They are
incapable people, formed with the
Stalinist mentality without using
the political positions of Stalin,
but with Stalinist thoughts; that is
deprived of reason. They
think as a function of groups, of
tendencies, of sectors, of their own
lives, and not of reasoning which
arises from the objective process
to learne Thus a circle is created
the root of which is Stalin; the
thought of a group with the interests
of a group and which judges the
world as a group.
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1t is necessary that the Commu—
nist Party discusses openly all the
positions, and so that people can
intervene. All these people have
nothing to do with Communist and
Marxism. But there is much to ob—
serve in this, i.e. the lack of
political life of the Communist
Party,

It is true that Althusser has
never held an important position in
the leadership of the Communist
Party, He did not
have an important position because
he was like a dissident at a time in
which there was a ‘left of right’
But, even if he never had an im-
portant position in the Communist
Party, he published various books
where he appeared as a Communist
representatives He was never un—
masked or attacked. But he utilised
a position of opposition in the
Communist Party, basing himself on
a supposed Left, naming Trotsky
and nothing more. But he did not
represent or develop the thought of
Trotsky. He has nothing, and never
did have anything to do with Troisky.

Hence our criticism when Balibar
published this book on the dictator—
ship of the proletariat; he spoke of
Stalin, criticised Stalin, but does
not speak of the assassinations

of the burial of the dictatorship

of the proletariat, of the dictator—
ship of the bureaucracy against the
proletariat by Stalin. This book was
false, and has nothing to do with
Marx or Marxism.

Althusser represents the lack of
political life in the Communist
Party, the lack of exchange of ideas
and experiences, For example, they
should have discussed how it is
that there are twenty Workers States
with different forms and with differ—
ent means, but all have succeeded
in eliminating capitalism but not to
construct the intervention of the
proletarian vanguard and of the pro—
letariat in the construction of the
country. These people have ignored
all this. They do not represent
Marxist thought in any way.lt isthe
empirical, bureaucratic life of the
Communist Party which has allowed
these people to appear as critics of
the leadership in the name of
Marxisme They utilised the name of
Trotsky as protection to defend
themselves,

But they do not have any scien—
tific thoughts This can be seen in
the single fact that they have ig—
nored the existence of twenty
Workers States, that they have
ignored the same forms which
characterise them, eliminating
capitalism, centralising production,
developina democracy in a general

sense, stifl not Soviet democracy
but a form of democracy which the
bureaucracy conceives and projects.
These people have never spoken of
thiss They have never been theor—
eticians of anything but theoretic—
ians In the voids They have taken
the name of Marx like a Balloon in
order to ascends,

The conciusion of this murder by
Althusser lies in seeing that there
is no political life in the Communist
Party. This assassijiation, which
is an indirect form of suicide, is the
result of the fact that there is no
political life. There is no scientific
understanding.
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movement which doesin’t advance
in a Socialist direction — is
written into the Soviet constitu—
tion. Poland continues to dem—
onstrate the way in which the
Soviet Union and the system of
the Workers States are advan—
cing, and all the campaign by
imperialism to try to show that
the process in Poland is against
the Soviet Union, and that the
Soviet Union is going to inter—
vene militarily against the wor—
kers movement in Poland, has
been a failure. The present
campaign of ‘Solidarity’, of the
Polish workers over the five—
day week is, in its form, a dis—
cussion in the Polish Workers
State on the way in which the
economy should be regulated.
Even Walesa, who doesn’t repre—
sent the most advanced elements
of the Polish workers vanguard,
has said that the workers are
prepared to work on Saturdays
it that is necessary for the de—
velopment of the economy but
that they, the workers, want to
decide what is necessary. When
Brezvev talks of ‘defending the
Socialist system’, he is ftalking
about the process in Poland as
well as the Soviet intervention in
Afghanistan.

The process in Poland isn’t
a blow against the Soviet Union
or the system of the Workers
States, it is a biow at capitalism.
This is why, when Walesa went
to ltaly, the Italian trade union
bureaucracy did not allow him to
speak directly to the Halian
workers. They did not take him
to Fiat, for example. The feared
the effect this would have .in
stimulating the struggle of the

Italian working class to trans—
form society and putting the
question of democracy in the
Italian trade unions on the
agenda. They are very much
aware that the process in Poland
has had a very direct effect on
the working class in Iltaly and
on a world scale. This is why

trade unions have nothing o say
about Poland now, and seem to
have lost interest completely in
‘investigating’ the situation in
Poland.

CAPITALISH HAS NO HISTORIC
PERSPECTIVE ‘

The tendency of the British
trade union leadership, like that
of the majority of trade union
leaderships in the capitalist
countries, is to be submitied to
the crisis of the capitalist sys—
tem. The proposal of the gov-—
ernment to give £1,000 million
to Leylands has been accepted
by the trade union leadership
without any question of how the
money is to be used and for
whose benefit it is being raised.
In reality the Tory government
expresses all the crisis and lack
of perspective of the capitalist
system. The very fact that fhey
propose to give this subsidy to
Leylands is a defeat for their
stated policy. At the very first
opportunity, a government dele-
gation has gone to discuss trade
in Moscow, and this is directly
against its previous policy and
that of Yankee imperialism. It’'s

the leadership of the British

not just a question of trade, but
it is a facet of the policy of
conciliation with the Soviet
Union. All the proposals and
policies of the Thatcher govern—
ment have led it nowhere. The
changes in ministers made by
Thatcher have been matched by
the changes in policies, in—
cluding a real — even if com—
paratively small ~ cut in arms
expenditure. The policy toward
Ireland is one of weakness and
concessions, which is not hidden
by the attempted assassination
of Bernadette McAliskey and
her husband with the conni—

vance of British imperialism.
it is a policy of concessions
and manoeuvres without per—
spective, and the fact that the
representative of British imperi—
alism was excluded from the
funeral of two Unionist leaders
shows their inability to find a
bourgeois solution for Ireland.

In these circumstances, there
is no logic for the British labour
movement to allow the Thalcher
government its ‘constitutional’
period of office. The statement
by one of the civil service
unions that it is ‘prepared to
bring the Thatcher government
down’ shows that the working
class is ready for this struggle.
The problem is not that capita—
fism or the Thaicher government
has any strength, but that the
leadership of the workers move—
ment is weak. This is the depth
of the crisis in the Labour Party
and the decision of the ‘special
conference’ at Wembley which
gave the trade unions a 40% say
in the election of the Party
leader. The panic of the bourge—
oisie over the decision of the
‘special conference’ comes from
the recognition that the idea of
reforming capitalism through
parliament is being thrown out
of the Labour Party. The whole
balance of forces in the Labour
Party has moved decisively to
the Left. This Labour Left,
having adopted numerous points
of anti--capitalist programme, is
now seeking an instrument to
apply its programme, It is seek—
ing a Party which can act as a
leadership for the struggie of the

working class outside  parlia~-
ment. Foot attacks the ‘gang of
three’ in the NEC but supports
the parliamentarians in their
opposition to the ‘special con~
ference’ decision, which means
that a consistent anti—capitalist
Left cannot be developed in the
parliamentary Labour Party. It
has ic develop in the Parly
itself.

DISCUSSIONS IN THE
FACTORIES AND WORKERS
AREAS

The ‘gang of three’ is not
proposing to leave the Labour
Party of its own volition, it is
being forced out. All the pro—
crastination over the formation
of a Social-Democratic Party
is based on the fact that there
is no social support for another
capitalist party. At the same
time, the situation for the most
open representative of capitalist
interests in the Labour Party has
become intolerable. These
people want to impede the ad—
vance of the Left, of anti-
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THE CRISIS OF EURO COMMUNISM

IN THE SPANISH COMMUNIST PARTY
AND THE DECOMPOSITION OF SPANISH
CAPITALISM.

The heavy defeat administered
to the expounders of Eurocommunism
in Catalonia is another striking
confirmation of the constant eleva~
tion and maturing of the world

. Communist vanguard in its relation
with the Soviet Union and the other
Workers States. It is part of the
rejection by the sectors most linked
to the working class of the policies
of conciliation and class collabor-
ation practised by sectors of the
leadership of the Communist parties.
The defeat of the line of Carrillo in
Catalonia has been done in the face
of a powerful entrenched apparatus
and only reflects in a limited way
the strength of feeling of the
vanguard,

In practice Eurocommunism has
been dead for some fime. The
attempt to resurrect a form of
Kautskyism which submits the in-
dependent activily of the working
class to the game of parliamentary
reform failed soon after promulga~
tion. It was not so much an anti~
cipation of a new stage of oppor-
tunism by the Communist parties,
as an expression of the apparatuses
trying to escape from the objective
need to ally with the Workers States
and break with policies of concili-
ation with capHalism.

. The defeat of Carriliohas to be
seen, therefore, in a more precise
light than as a rejection of an un-
satisfactory theory. It is part of a
profound world—wide process in

. which the Communist vanguard is
- no longer submitted to the limita-
tions of its leaderships and is able

to stimulatechanges in party policy
and contain policies of conciliation.
The effect of the experience of
Poland ~ a Workers State - is
especiaily profound. There, the
vanguard has punctured the resis-
tance of a strenuous Conservative
Parly  bureaucracy, imposing
changes and stimulating a process
of re~thinking in the cadres of the
party. The defeat ofCareillo comes
after Afghanistan, after Poland, and
in the course of the weakening o
all the structure of capitalism
throughout the world.

The force that constantly main-
tains the activity and resistance of
the masses to capitalism is the
power and capacity of the Workers
States. It is this which undermines

all the efforts of capitalism to make
the masses of the capitalist coun-
tries pay for the failure of the capi-
talist economy. The strength of the
Workers States, their capacity to
deal with problems of social and
economic transformation, presents
an anormous contrast to the effete~
ness of the Spanish economy.

Spanish capitalism has always
been backward compared with the
other major capitalisms.  The
Franco regime could do little to
remedy this, and even now in a
basic commodily such as sieel,
Spain only accounts for 7% of the
West European stee! industry. Such
is the extent of the crisis
that Martorell, recent minister for
economic affairs, said there would
be no recovery for eight years (a
degree of precision unusual in
economic commentators, and as
much value as saying eigthy or
eight hundred years). Spain has
failed to develop in years of rela-
tive capitalist expansion. There
is no chance of any development
now, Spain is a relatively un-
developed capitalist power, and
will remain so. Entrance inio the
Common Market is of importance
to the hig enterprises, but the
Common WMarket cannot develop
Spain.

When Suarez in February 1980
first of all supported autonomous
rights for Andulasia and then
called for an abstention, this
showed the hopeless contradictory
character of Spanish capitalism ~
trying to stimulate localism and
then fearing the consequences.

In all this situation the workers
parties have been limited in the
character of their leaderships from
a consistent and serious opposition
te the policies of the Suarez
govemnment. Accommodating to the
policies of localism and autonomy
- aspects of the incapacity of
Spanish capitalism to develop a
national unity for the development
of capitalism, the workers parties
have gone along with separatism
and in this conciliate with capita~
lism. On the other hand, the forces
of opposition persist in these
parties and the future lies with
these forces. At one stage, Felipe
Gonsalez, the careerist parliamen—
tarian, was actually rejected from
the leadership of the Socialist

Party, and the Marxist conceplion
re-asserted. Similarly the oppo-
sition to Carriitohas been persistent
and only partially masked through
the weight of the apparalus. The
fact that the Party paper ‘Mundo
Obrero’ no longer appears is an
indication of the crisis of the
Spanish Party, but ome of re-
structuring and progress.

The abstention in the recent
elections to the workers com-
missions reflects the objection of
the workers to the conciliatory
policies of the workers parties, and
parallels the rejection of euro-
communism in Catalonia.  The
workers commissions and the trade
unions cannot continue on the lines
of seeking small concessions when
the whole economy of Spain is in
spiralling crisis, with factory clo-
sures a norm of daily life. The
‘modification’ of the ‘historic
compromise’ in lfaly, the support
given by Berlingueror the occupa-
tion of Fiat are points of support
to the re—orientation of the Spanish
Communist Party ~ and all of this
is to be accelerated inevitably
with the structure of the world as
it is ~ system against system, the
breaking of conciliation with capi-
talism on a world scale.

The fall of Suarez is due both
to the world influence of the
Workers States and the resistance
of the Spanish masses to the ex-
ploitation and incapacity of Spanish
capitalism. The deteat of Euro~
communism in Catalonia is part of
the debacle of Suarez and points to

the maturing of the Spanish van—.

guard in the struggle to liquidate
capifalism.

it is important to examine the
rejection of eurocommunism because
it is the closing of tendencies in
the Communist parties which seek
conciliation. The ejection of
Ellenstein in the French Communist
Party is part of this, and eventually
there will be crises of this type in
the ltalian Party. The termination
of eurocommunism is also a process
which includes the British Labour
Party, and facilitates a more logical
discussion of the class struggle
there and the end of misconceptions
about ‘special national roads’ and
the subordination of popular mass
organisms to parliament, a charac~
teristic of the ‘eurocommunisis’.

THE CHANGES IN POLAND AND THE CHURCH.

The process in Poland has not
finished. The first uprising in a
Workers State occurred in 1953 and
it still corftinues and is going to
continue while such a relation
exists bewween leadership, Party
and populations This process is
going to be expressed in more and
more elevated forms In the past
there was a confrontation in which
tanks were used in 1956, as in
Hungary. The Church could make
use of this situation, and Cardinal
Minzenty could appear as a move—
ment to overthrow and

repress Hungary'and the USSR, and
there was a tendency of the bureati—
cracy which wanted to conciliate

-4

with the Cardinal to sustain
previous apparatus.

the

In the situation of present—day

Poland, the Church has had to pro—
ceed in silence.
there and did not stimulate anyone
to go against the Workers State.
On the contrary, the Church had to
declare, ‘Negotiate and respect the
established order’s
respect the Workers State. It is not
animated to
advance against the Workers State,
even with the millions of Catholics
who live in Poland.

The Pope went

That is, they

take the strike to

This is a very profound express—
fon of the process of disintegration

extracts

of religion in this stage of history.

T here ‘are millions of Catholics in
Polapd) but they are Catholics who

now see the importance, the pro—
gress and the necessary and pro—
gressive historic function of the
Workers State. Now they are not
Catholics in the Workers State but
members of the Workers State who
still happen to be Catholics. If
there is something to repress it is
the ‘still’, not the Workers State.

The world and Polish centre of
the @hurch did not try to take the
movement of protest in Poland to
increase Catholic influences On
the contrary the Church showed
itself allied to the government

_ VISIT TO AFGHANISTAN ...

continued from page 1

Party and the counly in general, but this support — which is expressed
for the Soviet Union in all this business ~ is not an abstract thing. The
support which the Soviet Union gets is not stimulated by the political
intervention which the Soviet leadership makes at the moment as much as

by the actual nature of the Soviet Union, of the Workers State.

What

attracts the Labour Left to the Soviet Union is that they see in it a pro—
pramme for advance. It may not be seen clearly in this way, but in depth.
it is the Soviet Union as the road to Socialism which is attractive- The
Labour Party, over a period, has adopted a form of anti- capitalist pro~
gramme. It is not always a coherent programme in the sense, for example,
that the question of disarmament is not linked to the programme of nation~
alisations. It is not formulated in a way which shows that one, the dis~
arming of the capitalist system, and the other, the expropriation of capi~

talism, are dependent on each other. The programme of the Labour Party

remains without a policy to implement it. However, the attraction to the
Soviet Union means the attraction to.a policy, to the way in which the

Workers State was created in the Soviet Union and elsewhere.

And this

was not by permission of the bourgeoisie or depending on the parliamentary
process. What is indicated in the visit of the three MPs to Afghanistan

is the need for a process of discussion in the Labour Party on the world,
and particularly on the process in the Workers States. There is a necessity

in Poland and the USSR.

-for discussion on the significance of the advances in the Workers States,

E Dl T O R ' A L continued from page 3

capitalist tendencies in the

Labour Party, but they are aware
that the greater representation
of the trade unions in the Labour
Party means a grealer pressure
of the working class in the
Party. The discussion and
crisis in the Labour Parly has
nothing to do with abstract ideas
of democracy.

it is a clash between a La—
bour Party which was. dominated
by the parliamentary sector and
perspective, and a Labour Parly
which — however slowly - is
now moving towards a position
-of directly confronting capi—
talism.. It is certain that the
reaction of the working class to
‘the 40%° for the trade unions is
not going to one of opposition
because the ‘block vote’ is not
democratic. On the contrary,
what is going to be raised is the
whole question of trade union
democracy, which means the
participation of the workers in
control and decisions in the
trade unions. Any move which
means a greater weight of the
trade unions, and therefore of the
proletariat, in the Labour Party
is to be welcomed. However,

‘special conferences’ don’t
really answer to the necessity of
the situation. There is a need
for the Labour Party, for the
Labour Left to develop the
means by which the working
class and the mass of the popu—
lation can intervene in dis~—
cussion, the development of
programme and ideas. The anti—
capitalist programme of the
Labour Party cannot remain

enclosed within the
apparatus, or as simply points
in an electoral manifesto. There
needs to be the organisation of
a wider discussion in the fac—
fories and workers areas, and in
the schools and uaniversities
also, of all the points of the
programme. There needs to be a
discussion of an immediate pro—
gramme to confront the attacks
being made on the masses by the
Thatcher government. The
occupation of factories and

houses is a common occurrefice |

and these actions require a
leadership from the Labour Lefty
A leadership which combines
these actions with discussions
on programme and policy, and
with mobilisation to throw the
Thatcher government out. Above
all, there is a necessity to

discuss all the experiences of

the development in the Workers
States.

The trip of the three Labour

MPs to Afghanistan, their state—
ments which were, in one degree
or another, in support of the
Soviet Union, shows the basis
of support for the Soviet Union

in the population, and the basis

for a discussion on the Workers
States. In particular, there is a

basis and a necessity for a dis—

cussion on the process in Poland

and on the role of the working

class in the development of

society and on the role of the

trade unions in capitalism and

in the Workers State.
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without being against the workers.

It is necessary to maintain the
discussion of these successes in
the Workers States, not just to see
what happened, but to measure the
level of world relations of forces
favourable to Socialism in this
stage of the Workers State, and the
masses of the Workers State, and to
see the relations reached in the
Workers States These indicate that
they can have very important strikes
to correct the deficiencies of the
bureaucratic apparatus and of the
economic  organisation, without
damaging the Workers State,

Their own press itself has let it
be seen that the Polish worke}s,
even the Catholics, have at no time
mixed the Church, the Pope nor
their religious beliet with the
Workers State, but propose clearly
that they are for Socialism and that
they have nothing to do with the
dissidents. They did not call big
public meetings so that the dissi—
dents could put themselves there;
they declared this publically, It is
the index of a very elevated condi—
tion of the revolutionary world
process.
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Editorial

THE TRIUMPH OF THE MINERS

CONCENTRATES THE DECISION
TO OVERTHROW THE

CONSERVATIVE GOVERNMENT.

The defeat of the Conservative government Imposed by the miners Is a
profound blow at capitalism and Its consequences tend to disintegrate the
capacity, will and security of the class enemy, whilst elevating the
decision and determination of the population to liquidate the government
and impose social transformations. It has occurred after the experiences
in Poiland which showed clearly the superlority of the Workers States and
how, with the structure of the Workers States, it is possible to impose the
necessary political changes to improve soclety. The success of the
miners shows the readiness of the proletariat to lead the population
against capitalism and the préparation to advance without walting upon
the leadership. The miners acted swiftly on a mass basis and the govern—
ment caved in. This Is the result not of the decision of the miners alone.
It has come from the Immense change in the balance of world forces which
favour the Workers States led by the Soviet Union, and accordingly weaken
'the ability of capitalism to confront the masses. The Thatcher government
lacks sufficient support on a world scale to confront the miners. It capi—
tulated because any prolonged effort to confront the miners would have Jed
to .its fall and disintegration in its own camp. The workers’® leaderships
are not prepared for the organisation of a general strlke to destroy the
government but, even without this, the miners have inflicted a disastrous
blow at capitalism which encourages a more elevated programme and policy
in the Labour Party and the trade unions. What a defeat, ignominious and
total for capitalism! .

The Labour Party Is more and more bound to concentrate all the anti—
capitalist forces, and now [n such a way as to lead to a new. type of
leadership and a new type of Party. This cannot happen suddenly because
the prior history and functioning of the Party has been electoral and
administrative. But the new conditions of history will demand more and
more a functioning of the Party which corresponds to-the .objective needs
of the population, and moves outside the norms of bourgeo:s constitution—
alism.. The mass meeting in Glasgow points to this new and demanding

face of the earth', and quotes Shelley, and there was ma ssive applause

~ this is not mere emotionalism on his part or on that of the masses. It is
because there is Indeed the imperative necessity and perspective of
wiping capitalism off the face of the planet, and when Foot feels obliged
to respond to this mood this will also tend to encourage the population to
feel that there is the possibility to Influence the leadership and provoke
changes that will open the way - to a Soclalist society. Certainly there is
a gap between the general statements of Foot and the absence of concrete
programmatic demands which answer the need to get rid of the government
and the capitalist systems Also the attempts to re--assert the role of the

parliamentary party in the choice of leader do not correspond to the pro—
cess, but the world and national pressures favour the process of progress
in policy and programme, and not the methods of containment.

. Reagan has lost something of his zeai and Is feeling quite tired, When
Brezhnev proposes a summit, Reagan could not afford a haughty attitude
but had to appear interested, In East Germany It has been made quite
clear that the revolution in El Salvador can expect all aid that is neces—
sary. Basically, in their recent congress, the Soviets have re—affirmed
that they will support with all their strength those movements fighting for
national liberation, and as an example warn South Africa that if they
intervene against Mozambique then South Africa will face the*Soviet Union
directly, Whilst Reagan tries to organise the European bourgeoisie to
confront the Soviets he finds no response, and even Thatcher has to say
there cannot be a direct Yankee intervention in San Salvador. At the
same time, East Germany takes the initiative to give a perspective for
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THE THREATS OF REAGAN AND THE
CRISIS OF THE CAPITALIST SYSTEM.

The threats and measures which
Yankee imperialism are stimulating
form part of the war preparativns
against the Workers States and the
revolution. This does not mean
that it can launch the war when it
wants. All these measures were
tried by Truman, Foster Dulles
during the government of Eisen—
hower, the period of Kennedy,
Nixon: and they all  failed.

*In the midst of this situation in

the world there is no place for the
policy of the ‘eurocommunist’ par-
ties, the conception of ‘neither
power Block’ There is no
experience which shows that such a
policy can be carried out, and quite
definitely whoever is of ‘neither
power block’ is with imperialism.
The Communist parties, even the
‘eurocommunists’, in the last in--
stance support the Soviets but they
make a policy to appear ‘indepen—
dent’ of the USSR. The criticism

that the Soviets make of the euro~
communists is a good one, when
they say that all their positions
fead them to capitalism. The
Soviets affirm clearly: ‘There is no
third position possible; it is either
us or imperialism’.

This offensive by the Yanks
against the Soviet Union is aimed
essentially to unify and centralise
the capitalist world aroundthemThe
increase of the value of the dollar
which they have made has the same
sense because it is totally arti~
ficial. It responds to no change in
the economy. There is no increase
in the real purchasing capacity, but
everything remains the same as
before. These are financial mea-
and
have ne lasting repercussion on
prices, the basis of prices and
investment. The dollar
does not improve because the
Yankee budget has improved; on the
contrary, the deficit increases.

American trade continues to be
in deficit. There is a great inflow
of capital in the form of interest,
loans and windfalls from invest.
ments which imperialism has abroad
~ above all in Latin America.
From Latin America it receives
annually (from interest) 30,000

J Posadas

dollars. All this is part of Yankee
power, but it is a power in the void
because it is not a concrete power
of production but a paper balance.
Besides any revolutionary movement
or nationalist movement which
advances in any country does not
pay anything and overthrews the lot

All this policy is temporary
within the present structure of the
Yanks. If imperialism accentuates
this policy and claims to advance

Hurther, -the--Soviets -are. going to -

elevate their answer. Now they
have answered that there can be no
return to theé ‘cold war’, and in
another form they say, ‘theyhave
to be less stupid than theyare’
The Soviets explain that the revo-~
lution is an historic problem and
occurs because it is necessary, not
just because the Soviels want it.
The Soviets can make all the pro—
paganda that they like, but if the
historic conditions do not exist
for the revolution, the revelution
could not advance. The ‘cold war
wasnot a question of the decision of
the Yanks. It finished before
because they could not continue it
and not because they decided not
to do more.

In the preparation of a meeting
between Eisenhower and Khrush-
chev, the North Americans sent the
U2 spy plane to fly over the Soviet
Union. The Soviets shot it down
without wounding the pilot, and the
pilet declared that he did not know
anything of his mission, that his
whole trip was programmed by the
American military command and
that he had nothing against the
Soviets. The Soviets did not try
him in a military court but in an
ordinary tribunal, and freed him.
A sector of the Yankee military
leadership did this to boycott the
meeting belween Eisenhower and
Khrushchev. This meant the power
of the CIA and the Pentagon on

any Yankee government.  The
preparations were there for the
later assassination of Kenngdy.

The present Reagan fervour is
not going to last long. Nixon had
ten times more fervour than Reagan
- mcludmg world suppoﬂ - and
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look how he finished. Nixon had
the support of the Germans and the
French. But now it is not the case:
the British distance themselves
and resume trade relations with the
Soviets. In Brifain the government
of Thatcher is discussing the adop~
tion of an attitude similar to that
of Germany and France: lopking
more fo Europe than towards the
United States.

~ Reagan wants to launch a war
policy .and to impose a pelicy as
if it were imperidlism which led
the world. The Soviet reply is a
political reply and even in a humor—
ous form because they say ‘He has
to leamn the ABC of life’, and
elsewhere, ‘Leave him, it will
pass’.

It's now three times that the
Soviets have said that the revolu~
tion in ‘the world s not their
creation ‘just as Washington and
Lincoln were not our creations’.
When the Soviets go as far as this
level of reply and do not speak of
making a deal with the Yanks, it is
because they are quite ready to
confront them.  Similarly they
accuse the CIA of being responsible

for the assassination of Moro m

ltaly.

The great  centres of power
which’ are the multi—nationals are
going to try to impel the war, but
it is not only they who decideé.
There is a sector of imperialism
which feels that if it is involved in
a policy of confrontation with the
Soviets it will remain isolated.
Part of Reagan's military planis to
finance: a series of industries
which -are in difficulties.

The capitalist system confronts
a process which now it does nqt
dominate and cannot control. Since
1960 with Eisenhower and the
liquidation by the Soviets of the
U2 provocation, twentyone years
have passed and the Yanks have
never had anything but defeats.
Mast recently they have not been
able to intervene directly either in
Nicaragua or in EI Salvador.
Revolutionary processes develop
near the United States as in Puerto

wm to page 2
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Rico where twenty planes have just
been burat in a military airport.
When the revolutionary movement of

Puerto Rico succeeded in doing

this, it is because there are people
of the military high command who
helped this atlack, because to
prepare an operation of this nalure
requires time, good conditions and
means which only people who have
easy access to these p'laces could
have.

The Yanks try to- influence and
test the state of the world and find
rejection everywhere. Imperialism
can go forward to prepare the war
more rapidly, but also in a more
isolated way. They are trying to
influence the world bourgeoisie to
intervene and impede the continua—
tion and development of the world
revolution. They want to contain
this and unite the world bourgeoisie
under their control so that they can
dominate commercially and militar-
ily the rest of the bourgeoisie.
The manoeuvre over the raising of
the value of the dollar is aimed
at this.

The increase in the dollar does
not come from economic strength.
~ Firstly, the capitalist world cannot
produce any more and afterwards
there is an ever greater recession
and aiso a greater concentration of
factories. The process of bank-
ruptcies is quite profound in.Europe
and it's not just a question of small
enterprises and trading companies.
No. - It's now a question of impor~
tant firms, and they are all assimi~
lated by the big firms but without
being able to develop the previously
‘existing capacity because there is
no market.

The market of Latin America,

_Affica and Asia which has partly
developed, has not succeeded .in
~compensating the need of big
.business for increased markets and
. capital reproduction. The concen—
tration in capitalism, besides being
one of the effects 6f the present
-crisis, is the natural conclusion of
“its functioning and development.
The historic and antagonistic com~
petitor of Yankee imperialism is
the system of the Workers States.
But, besides this, it has com~
petition within its own country and
with the other capitalist countries.
They want to be able to co-
ordinate this, but they cannot. The
normal form of developing Yankee
big business is to concentrate more
and more, eliminating competition
within its own area. At the same
time, it has to make a process of
adaptation to the development of
the world revolution, to see how it
can introduce itself there,

it is going to be Reagan who is
going to have to change. The
Soviet Union is going to continue
to advance; the revolutionary
processes throughout the world are
going to do the same. For imperia~
lism, it's a choice to make the war
or decompose. In El Salvador, the
Yanks pushed forward a policy of
usury. They support the assassin
junta, but they do not feel inclined
to go with an important army — with
which they could conclude every
thing quickly — because they do not
know what is going o happen with
the army that they send. It might
go over to the other side. They
provide them with arms. but.without

Nor

" agreements with the USSR.

the complete security that those
who use them are going to use the
arms for or against the enemy.
can they be controlling or
stationing officers on every side.
Eatlier, the Yankee army had five
or six officers for every hundred
soldiers, now there -are eight
officers per soldier.

Reagan seeks to exert a peessure
to see what happens and afterwards
what advantage he can get out of
the situation. The American
leadership knows that it cannot
make an isolated policy hut needs

the support of the rest of world.
capitalism, because it does not
have the military, economic and
much less social strength to pre-
pare the launching of the war,
With its threats and measures,
imperialism wants to impress and
influence world capitalism so that
it does not concede more favourable
Now
this does not mean that Reagan is
more decided on war than Carter.
Carter was the one who wanted to

boycott the USSR over the Olympic
Games and the wheat embargo;
Carter supported Somoza and the
Shah up to the last moment.

Reagan cannot be different to
Carter.  The policy of American
imperialism is not determined by
who is presidentThiscan determine
one or other aspect, but the general
historic line cannot change. The
Soviets are exerting a pressure in
the hope of supporting themselves
on the dispute of the European
bourgeoisie with Reagan. They
treat Reagan as the colt who must
be allowed to frot around the fieid
so that he might come to see the
need to go around more quietly.

But what has to be realised is
that the Yanks no longer have {he
reins of history — it's the Soviets
who hold them. The Soviets answer
well, ‘It is stupid o believe that
we are the ones who are creating
the present historic conditions
that lead to the present process.
In this way also they aim at a
series of countries like France
and Germany. Pravda says, ‘The
revolution was not created by us.
It is a process which exists and is
caused by the capitalist system',
This is the description of a situa~
tion which cannot be contfained by
a threat, even coming from Reagan.

The Yanks amalgamate for their
own purposes the movemenis of
national and social liberation with
terrorism.  The Soviets do not
confuse them. ‘We' are going fo
support all the movements of
national and social liberation.

The liberation movements are not
created by the Soviets, but once
they develop they are supporied
by the Soviels,

Capitalism appears to be pre-
occupied with the events of Poland
so that the Soviets do not intervene.
Some despicable elements from the
Socialist and Social Democratic
movements, and even some Com-
munist leaders, have been associa~
ted with this campaign. They all
keep quiet ahout the assassinations
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of imperialism in El Salvader and
in Africa. Capitalism was thrown
put openly of countries like
Zimbabwe and Namibia, and in
reprisal bombard the territory of
Angola and. Mozambique as if it
were ~ their own country.

The African revolution s
delivering very severe blows to the
capitalist structure in Africa and

“Angola and Mozambique support

this revolutionary process. But
they have not invaded any other
country, support logically guerrilla
liberation movements of other
countries and assist them in their
own country.. A person who is sick
and asks for help has the support
of the neighbour; these are norms
even of social relations within
capitalism. -

it is not possible to prevent
Angela and Mozambique supporting
movemenis of other countries that
demand help to impe! the revelution.

THE POLICY OF REAGAN AND
THAT OF THE REST OF
CAPITALISH.

Imperialism with these declara~
tions is probing in order to measure
the reaction in world capitalism
about how far they are going to
support their policy, and after these
declarations they will reflect
because they have been rejected
by German and French capitalism
and the British. The British
bourgeoisie increases trade with
the USSR together with a process
of going to the Left in the Labour
Party, which is very imporiant.

The advance to the Left in the
Labour Party is on a very antj-
capitalist line and expresses
the conflict of the trade union
apparatus with the political and
parliamentary apparatus. The trade
union apparatus is stronger and
hence advances in the Party, but
also it is more exposed to the life
and pressure of the base. Al the
British trade unions have demon-
strated an acute opposition to the
Conservative = government. The
trade unions, such as the mine-
workers, the steel workers, the
transport workers, have declared
for nationalisations. In some trade
unions there is a sirong bureau-

cratic apparatus, but in general

they are apparatuses which combine
sectors of the Right and Left, like
the transport union.

Those who leave the Labour
Party for the Right (Committee for
Social Democracy), if this is con—
cretised into a parly, are going io
be against the big bourgeoisie,
because if they make a new parly
they are not gging to take votes from
the Labour people — more than
those already of the Right who
have either abstained recently or

voted Conservative — but they are

going to take them from the Con-
servatives. These are the votes of
those Conservatives in parliament
who are represented by the twenty

percent of Conservative members

who have already shown themselves
opposed to the policy of Thatcher.

The crisis in British Labourism
has arisen  over the political
orientation in general and the pro-
gramme. The bourgeoisie cannot
use anything of this. It is a great
blow for them. Even the social
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democratic wing which wants to
leave the Labour Party has to pre-
sent a minimal programme of
reforms, and with this programme
wins an important wing of the
Liberals and the Conservatives:
not the top Conservative magnates
but the traders and funct~
ionaries who feel that the leading
Conservative apparatus is leading
them t& a rupture for which they are
not prepared,

The Yanks want to prepare the
conditions to unify the capitalist
world under their leadership. What
they are doing in reality is to pro-
voke internal differentiation in the
Socialist parties and the social
democrats, and stimulating crises
‘in the parties of the bourgeoisie
like the British Conservatives.

~This promotes purgings in these

parties so as to submit them more
to the big bhourgesisie, but accord-
ingly they abandon links with wings
of the petit bourgeoisie and with
some sectors of the workers atis—
tocracy which are sectors not

“strictly Conservative. Imperialism
. does not promote this because it

wants fo, but because it has no
It is a policy which
breaks the whole structure of the
links of the bourgeois apparatus
with the petit bourgeoisie and the
workers aristocracy.

The pressure of the Yanks only
goes in the direction of the big

bourgeoisie. it has an effect there, .

The social democracy is not com~
posed as a whole of the big
bourgeoisie only. The apparatus
consists of the central bourgeoisie,
but even there in -the -apparatus

- there is no homogeneity.

‘The demand made by German Social
Democrats  deputies to redace
military expenditure by one thou-
sand million marks and use this
for social improvements in Germany
and a great percentage fo

help the backward countries is a
point that is fundamentally anti-
capitalist. it is not only a2 ‘no’ to

investment in armaments,
but it is necessary to lake into
account what they propese to do
with this money. In Germany there
are a series of important problems,
for example, shortage of housing.
There are important movements of
young people demanding houses
and also old people who are alone
and have nowhere to go. When the
social situation in Germany finds
expression in parliament it is
because the objective situation is
much more profound.

This process in Germany is a
resistance to the Yanks which is
still not organised, but they are
against ecomomic and military
dependence on the Yanks. A con-
siderable internal struggle s
developing in Germany and in that
with the Liberals who are allies of
the Social Democracy. The Liberals
supported the installation of two
North American missiles in Germany
whilst this tendency of the Secial
Democracy is against the missiles.

The latter is an expense, while if

this tendency orientates the econo~
my they feel they will do it more
efficiently. Au important sector of
the German bourgeoisie and petit

" Reagan.

bourgeoisie feels this, Now the
military expenditure of the German
state increases constantly; capi~,
talism must do this in order to

sustain. itself. :

A great part of the economic
strength of capitalist Germany is-
trade with the Workers States,
fundamentaily. with the German
Workers State, the Soviet Union and
Poland. It must maintain these
relations because within the capi-
talist system, German capitalism -
does not possess a sufficient

-market.,

In France there is the same
situation. The Gaullism of France
is the expression of French big
business which feels that if it
follows North American imperialism
it will be submitted to it. De Gaulle
appeared after the second world war
~ a war in which various Workers
States were created ~ after which
‘imperialism intervened throughout
Europe. It was not done before, or
only partially, - :

The policy of Giscard d’Estaing
is the Gaullist policy of this stage
now aiso aimed to win votes. De
Gaulle came to the point of resist~
ing the entry into the Atlantic Pait.
He represented big business,
linked to intermediate sectors who
based their policy on the antagon-
ism between the Yanks and the
Soviets. This policy does not have
much perspective, but from the
point of view of the bourgeoisie it
is the most intelligent because it
is a question of penefiting from
the present relation of forges
against the Yanks. it is a policy
of survival. : ,

The Italian position of some
support to the Yankee posifion over
the linking of ‘international terror~
ism’ -with the USSR cannot be
openly against the Soviets. On the
other hand, the position of ltalian
capitalism is of no importance in
the world, add has no weight. But,

“if Giscard d'Estaing speaks, the

world bourgeoisie observes and
also the petit bourgeoisie. It's the
same with Schmidt. But not with
the ltalian bourgeoisie.

" Capitalism cannot resolve this
situation even with the arrival of
Carter did more than
Reagan: boycolt of the Olympic
Games and prevention of wheat

-exporis to the USSR. This last was

important because the wheat trade
with the Soviet Union represented
an important lexport for the North
American agrarian producer. The
North American state had to pay for
all this damage to the economy of
the country, because the Soviets
provided for themselves and went
ahead with the Olympics.

In the United States the force
which impels the present policy of
Reagan is the leading bourgeois
apparatus, the chief financial
tircles, the source of the political
thought of the North American
bourgeoisie. It is high finance,
allied to the big steel, coal, chemi~
cal, car and war industries. All
these sectors dominate.  Their
importance is reflected when their
own papers say, ‘It is necessary
to put an end to this farce with the
hostages’, and now the circus is
over.




o

The present policy of Reagan
indicales the profound - instability
of North American policy. This
instability is caused by the fact
that imperialism is not now the
force which decides in the world
but the Workers States decide. On
one side there are the Soviets, and
on the other the inter—capitalist
crisis which is very deep,

This shouting of Reagan is the
shouting of an actor; the director
says shout and he shouts. These
are not the declarations of the lea~
der of a country who feels that he
is strong and secure and is going
to camy out all that he says.
Carter also made noises. ‘No
Olympics’, ‘Nc wheat to the USSR’
‘No meat to the USSR'. The Soviets
know that they are going to get and
will continue to get other suppliers
- including North American pur—
chasers who behind Carter's back
made offers to the Soviets. The
capitalist world itself gave credits
to the Soviels which they would not

They made the ‘cold war’ a long
{ime ago, and they had to abandon
it. They began it with the invasion
of North Korea. McArthur had said,
‘We will spend Christmas at home',
and it was indeed so, because they
were thrown out. In Vietnam, the
same happened. They had to. retire
defeated. In 1960 over Cuba they
threatened to
Soviets forced them to withdraw.
North - American battieships sur—
rounded the island to prevent any
ships going through, and the
Soviets sent two tankers who went
through without problems. No one
expected such a decision from the
Soviets. The Yanks knew that if

, they interfered an atomic bomb
‘would fall on thew.

The development of the revolu-
tion eannot be contained. Kennedy,

Johnson, Nixon and Carter were

not able to impede it, and much
less is Reagan going to he able to

do so - because the relation of |

intervene and the

world ‘orces is more and more

extend to themselves, because they
| favourable to the revolution.

know the Soviets will pay. Where
are Reagan and Carter going to
find a replacement for this client?

EDITORIAL

the Socialist unification of Germany, thus stimulating the Left forces In
the SDP and the masses of West Germany. This is an emphasis going
beyond seeking to utilise differences between European and American
capitalism via the Ost Politic, but a tendency towards a class policy
aimed to encourage the masses directly against the capltalist system.
Moscow decides, not Washington or London or Paris. When capitalism
does try to take an initiative the result is farcical, as with the most recent
events. in Madrids There, such are the differences of opinion in the
bourgeoisie refracted through the army, that the bourgeoisle sense that
there is no solution on this path and no support to sustain such & coup.
This again is not just the result of the situation In Spain but the situation
in. the world, which deprives capitalism of strength and security., The
Soviet intervention In Afghanistan gave a decislve stimulus to the world
relation of forces, and the world bourgeoisie could do nothing.

Everything favours advance In the Labour Party. The soclal demo—
cratic fraction Is going to mean simply a redistribution of forces among
sectors linked to the bourgeoisie. Hence the furlous attacks of Thatcher
on the social democrats. They are going to damage the Tory Party,
sectors of whom see that the line of Thatcher is disastrous electorally
and damages links with layers who do not share the interests of the
central- sectors of big busipess. The fact that the former leader of the
Gonservative Party in the Commons directly denounces Tory policy and
demands reflation is an index of the turmoil in the heart of the government
and Party caused by the inability of capitalism to solve its problems,with
power contracting into the hands only of sectors preoccupied with con—
flonting the Soviet Union, and linked to the Americans.

But, if the Labour Party is to play its role in going towards Socialist
society, its mode of activity and Intervention has to Improve and become
more sensitive to the needs of the population.. It is Important that the
Welsh Labour Party quickly gave support to the miners and that the L.abour
Party now supports the process in San Salvador, but there has to be a
much more audaclous answer € the requirements of the situation pro-
grammatically and a more effective and dynamic policy. In the face of
crises such as those at Leylands or Linwoods, the Party must abandon
simply protesting and ~ support methods. actually used by the
workers — that is, occupations and workers controls These are methods
which have come from the experience of the working class, the base of
the Labour Party, and such experiences.cannot be ignored simply because
tf'iéy are outside the will of parliament. The latter is a very artificial
creation and was designed to contain the population, not to.deve lop it.
Democracy is not a club which appropriates the capacity of the population
but a living activity all the time. Thus the Labour Party should be seen
to intervene as a Party, through its militants, in all the concerns of the
population. Support and intervention in the strikes should be a norm,.
The Labour Party should have been prominent in the victory of the water
supply workers, and now be actively engaged in the action of the civil
servants, Doubtless militants and supporters of the Labour Party are in
all these activities, but the dynamic of the Party would be infinitely
superior, and would carry more welght also electorally, if it were seen to
be a Party closely identifldd with the needs of the population in thelr
daily lives. Moreover, there are stili areas of Party policy where the
consensus with capitalism has to change — Ireland is a case in point,
The TUC intervention against a conference on lreland because its line
was not convenient to concilliation with capitalism, should be denounced ~
what is this famous democracy if it only means respect for the norms of

capltalism? i
All these problems, Including lreland, have to be discussea much more

and this means the development of discussion In the Party and outside
the Party with the object of developing cadres, and it is no good running
away from Marxism« The latter is a world force. It was Marxism which
established the Soviet Uniop which now leads the worlds T he Wembley
-conference showed the underlining of the trade union base of the Labour

turn to page 4
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THE PROGRESS OF POLAND AND THE

INCAPACITY OF CAPITALISM.

The process in Poland has the
most profound and histotic impor-
tance for the elevation of all the
Workers States and as an education
for all the proletariats and masses
still living under capitalism on the
superiority of the Workers States
over capitalism. 1t is part of the
confrontation of system against
system and is a major defeat for
capitalism and the consequences
that. flow from it provoke, and will
continue to provoke, disorder and

~disintegration within the remains

of the world capitalist system.
Marxism is alone capable of inter—

preting the process and drawing

conclusions from it. All the inter—
preters  of capitalism and the
apostles of eurocommunism have

nothing of any importance to say

of the process, and those who live
the dream - of violent uprisings
against the bureaucracy in
the Workers States and the apoca-
lyptic solution of all problems are
equally at a loss to explain the
most characteristic aspects of the
Polish experience. .

The elevation of the Workers
States requires the removal of the
bureaucratic obstacles to the har-
monious development of society in
all its aspects: social, political,
economic and cultural. For a whole
period, in a process characterised
by Posadas as a phase of partial

regeneration, the Soviet leadership -

in particylar, responding to the
change in the balance of world
forces, has given its support to the
movements of national liberation,
and with this participation in the
world revolution has gone a process
of eliminating the most conservative
and blind elements in the bureau-
cracy within the Soviet Union. In
other words, there is a partial
return to the original conception of
the Workers State of Lenin and
Trotsky, the conception of the
Workers State as an instrument for
the extension of the revolution
throughout the planet and the
amelioration of arbitrary bureay~
cratic control internally. All this
occurs within the -driving force of
the world revolution — the -need of
the Workers States to expand to all
parts of the world and thus liquidate
capitalism, and the opposite need
of capitalism to resist this with
all its means.

The intervention of the Polish
workers' vanguard is part of this
process, the rectification in the
functioning of the Workers State by
degrees of persuasion not aimed to
provoke violence but to impose
changes by a combination of
strength and argument.,  Clearly
there were features, particularly
acute in Poland, which occasioned
the decision of the Polish vanguard
to break with the state trade unions
and also raise other demands, The
absurd functioning of the economy,
caused by dependence on
Western trade exacerbated by the

THE FUNCTION OF THE
TRADE UNIONS |

in the workers states and in
the capitalist system.

“The

recession of capitalism, brought to

a head all the accumulation of
gtievances against bureaycratic
caprice,. Suslov, at the previous
meeting of the Polish Communist
Party, had intervened to say that
the solution to problems of Poland
lay in a closer relation with Come~
con, and this would mean an end to
those sectors of the bureaucracy
wishing to develop their own
function utilising the Workers States
for their own benefit in transactions
with the West, and thus limiting
dependence on the Soviet Union,

Not only have the masses
acquired the basic right for the

* functioning of the unions indepen-

dent of the state apparatus,. but
they have imposed a massive
cleansing of the state and Parly
apparatus which was one developed
under- Stalinism.  Solidarity, the
free trade union, acquired the right
to broadcast over the state tele~
vision, and other anti~bureaucratic
demands which have been raised
include attacks on the special
trading shops for privileged sectors
of the bureaucracy, and demands for
complete accessibility of informa-
tion on the economy of the country
etc. The Soviet Union has favoured
all this process, because it is part
of the process encouraged in the
Soviet Union itself — elimination
of corrupt administrators, Party
functionaries and. trade union
bureaucrats. The process in Poland
is not as in Czechoslovakia, whith
was against Socialism and whete a

top layer of the Party was in full
retreat from Socialism. The process
in Poland is quite opposité — an

-advance towards Socialism in which

the most conservative and pri-
vileged layers are being expelled.
Polish Communist Parly
emerges from this process much
stronger than before, and its links
with the masses deepened ~ a vast
number of Party members, for
example, are in the trade union
Solidarity,  The appointment of
Jaruzelski as Premier was to
facilitate the process of changes
favourable to the changed Party

and the mass of the population.

The recognition of Rural Solidarity
and the grievances of the students.
the granting of the five—day week,
are all concessions to the masses
showing the steady advance of the
Workers State, the partial over—
coming of bureaucratic abuse, and
the immense possibilities for
further peaceful change in Poland,
1t will open the way for better
relations with the population, and
pose the need also for superior
organs of communication and dis~
cussion involving all seclors of
the population.

Capitalism has made much of
Soviet preoccupation with anti-
Socialist elements, as though the
Soviets were against the process.

- 50p

_process of disintegration.

political

This is quite stupid. The Soviets
are critical of notions as they were
with  the original Lieberman
‘reforms’ in' the Soviet Union,
which proposed greater autonomy
for enterprises from the central
plan and forms of market economy.
There has even been talk in some
circles of ‘allowing unemployment’
and letting prices rise. It is ele—
ments like these, with links in the
trade unions and the Party — much
weaker now - which excite the
concern of the Soviets; that is,
sectors similar to Ota Sik, who
want a hybrid economy with forms
of private property., These elements
are more at work in the smaller
Workers States, i.e. Hungary, than
the Soviet Union. It is these
elements that the Soviets are warn—
ing against. - Dissenter " groups

such as ‘Kor’ are openly  anti-
Soviet Union and approve of ‘self-
management’, but they camy no
weight in this process although
their existence is a consequence
of the prior failings in the life of
the Workers State and they relate
to the sectors interested in forms
of private property,

Any assessment of the process
in Poland has to take into account
that the bureaucracy is not in the
same conditions as in the stage of
Stalinism. The preoccupation with
privilege occurred under conditions
of the loss of perspective in the
conditions of the relative isolation
of the Workers State. In other words,
insecurity bred fear and preoccupa~
tion with material concerns. But
now the world process removes this
element and opens a better field
for the objective discussion of.
privileges, Indubitably, some
elements are incormrigeable™~ and
have to be thrown out; but the Party
is open to a process of regeneration
quite opposite to the stage of
Stalin. It is this which underlines
the Polish experience, the Soviet
assent to it, and the immense
example of Poland to the world.

The exceptional and prolonged
character of the intervention of the
Polish vanguard to improve its own
state is inconceivable under capi-
talism. The latter requires a social
revolution, It is not possible to
convince capitalism that it should
leave the scene of history, because
the ownership ~ not the usufruct -
of property is at stake. Poland is
an example of the creative capacity
and the progress of the Workers
State. Capitalism is outside all of
that, They cannot intervene with
any weight, They are by-standers
and everyone sees this, including
the capitalists. Capitalism is in a
Poland
moves in the opposite direction ~
harmony and progress - the course
of humanity in which private
propertyhas no place,

scientific, cultural and

editions
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THE ATTACK ON THE WORKERS
STATES BY THE ITALIAN
'SOCIALIST LEADERSHIP. 1. POSADAS

~The ltahan Socnahst Ieadershup
\CI’3X| Marte!l) recently made an
attack on the Workers States, saying
that the- external centres. of ltalian
terronsm (Red Bngades and others)
were in Moscow and Prague.

The present Ieadershlp of the
Italian Sacialists appear as direct
representatwes of North American
policy. But they act like this
because. it serves them in .their
action against the Communists in
ftaly. It is the petty interest of the
small party which has as an- objec-
tive to co-exist with the capitalist
system.and. hence must be free of
the. Commumst opposxtton. They
fee! that the development of the
Communist Party influences. . their
base. It is their own special
interests: .of .the present Socialist
leadership which fead them to co~
incide:: with the Yanks. — Their
opposition to the Soviet Union is
the opposition to the world revolu=
tionary process which.is profound!y
anti-capitalist.. . :

» The Socialist: ’leaderShip‘,
base themselves. on the necessity
of the Yanks to confront the Soviets,
The majority of accusations that
they make- agamst the Commumsts
they do not really believe in. They
act: through the great fear that they
have of Communism. They betieve
that the Communist Party, with all
its conciliations, advances towards
Commumsm. S

" The accusa’uon ofa hnk between
the Red Brigade and the - Soviet
Union is false. “The Communists
must make this defence of  the
Soviet Union. There has been no
country where the  revolution has
been made with Soviet soldiers,
bit they. ‘have - intervened on the
basis of the internal risings ‘of the
population. Afghanistan was’ like
this, - with ~ internal - risings ™ and
movements which are expressed in.
the  present - government. The
people who govern and command
now are the Afghans themselves.
The factories, the land, the univer—
sities, the schools, the hospitals
are .all functioning perfectly nor—
mally .in Afghanistan, Is it the
Soviets who are working there? No!
Besides the Commumsts must
defend*the pomt that it is not the
policy. of the Sowets to. pmm’ote
coups. d'etat. . -

Even . the Italian . Christian
Democracy cannot appear so linked
to the present anti-Soviet policy
of Reagan. They see that it is a
stupidity, that there is no reason to
make such a. policy, and also that
within the army-there are top gener-
als who know very well - that
terrorism in: Italy does not come
from the USSR. There. are many.
~generals who sympathise with the
Left and which, without being of
the Left, are not involved in this
farce and want to maintain laly
as a neutral power. These see that
the policy of Reagan leads to a
cul de . sac,

The present !eadershm of the

ltalian Socialists supports itsell

on the tendency of the bourgeoisie
which has an interest in more inter—
vention of the Yanks. But they
yse it fundamentally to attack the
Communist Party, which they see

as the worse danger for thems -

The . Communist Party must
reject the anti-Communist, anti—~
Workers States attacks which the
present Socialist leadership is

making. It must appeal to the whole

of the Socialist Party for a Left
Front on the basis of a programme.
This programme must take into

account employment, a plan of
investment to develop the economy
for the benefit of the population,
the defence of the purchasing power
of the masses, and to resolve
immediately the situation of those
affected by the earthquake, re—
jecting the plan of capitalism for
the victims of the earthquake which
has been made on the basis of the
ECM (European Common Market).
It is an affair of the ECM together
with help to prevent a greater
collapse of the Italian state,
because’ any major capitalist

cbun{ry which  declines affects
the rest..

Seventy per cent of the ltalian
proletariat is with the Soviet Union
and also the petit ’oourgeome.'
Neither Craxi nor Maret!ii represent
the pettt bourgeoisie, but an
accommodated sector of this. The
ieadershap of Craxi and Martelli
is mcapable of thinking and rea—
soning in an ndependent form.
They accompany the capitalist
system, clean the table and take
the scrapings of the capitalist meal,
The old image which Lenin gave is_
right for this Socialist 1eadersmp.

The orientation which Craxi
has_imposed is léading to a split in
the Socialist Party. Craxi speaks
in the name of a small group which
controls the Party apparatus and
nothing more. They believe that
it is going to be the apparatus
which is going to determine the in-
ternal struggle of the Party. The
life of the apparatus comes now
from the epoch of de Martino and all
the rest, and Craxi wants to give

another course to this apparatus,
In the decisions and the life of the
Party neither the base nor “the
cadres nor anyone else intervenes,
It is an apparatus’ which gives
a different impression from the
forces which the Socialist Parly
represents, The present leadership
has developed in the apparatus of

state or semi-state enterprises.

where it is linked to the bourge-
oisie.

There is no place in history
so that this present leadership can
fulfil such a function through the
Socialist Party, They could have

done this before when there only
existed one Workers State and the
Stalin leadership conciliated with
capxtahsm. This Socialist leader—
ship is living forty years in the
past.

The present leadership of the.
PSI. completely »antrquated
It represents .a very

prosperous  sector
bourgeoisie and of leading functio~
naries.. In the present apparatus of
the Socialists it is not possibie,
to find a worker; nor is it by

chance. - Neitherdo they represent

in any way the intellectual petit

_intellectual,

of the petit "

THE TRIAL OF LULA(BRASIL)
THE CAPITALIST STATE AND THE
- LABOUR PARTY

Lula is Luis Iniacio da Silva, president of the Workers Party of Brazil;
put on trial recently and facing up to twelve years in gadl for his trade
union and political activities, He was removed last-Apri} from his position.

of president of the Sao Bernardo metal
attempt to break the 41-day strike.

~orkets union, and 9dpled in an
He and thirteen other trade union

leaders were removed from their posts as leaders of the unions and re-
placed. by government officials,

It is necessary, to make
an .analysls in depth In the Labour
Left of the significance of the pro—
cess In Brazil and the historic
stage of the system agalinst system
development which we are In today,
States are not all the same and do
not all play the $ame function.
The degree of liberty there is In a
country is not at all measured by
the degree of independence the
workers movement manages to
achieve from the state. It depends
on which state, It Is an error to say
that Lula, like Walesa, are leading
struggles to free trade unions from
‘State’ controls One cannot equate
the state of Poland and the state of
Brazile  The establishment of a
Workers State in Poland would have
been Impossible without organisms
for the representation of and the
taking of power by the workerse
The Red Army did not stay In
Poland to rule the state; but the
Polish Communist Party, based on
the organisms of the workers, rules
Poland. The Polish state supports
the world liberation = movements,
spends a large part of the national
income of Poland to help them in
every ‘way, Including militarily,

The Brazilian state, however much
liberalised, contains the previous
fascists at all levels (:as in Spain
today), and is absolutely opposed
to aiding either Vietnam or Cuba or
Mozambique. . The Polish state
came out of nothing, built a new
regime In Poland which finds the
means to resolve all the problems
of abject poverty, Industrialisation
of the country, and helping the
‘whole world,
take from the workers, the Brazilian
bourgeoisie could not even make a
decent housing plan for Brazile So
one cannot say that both Lula and
Walesa are leading = struggles
against state control over the trade
unions. Even before Solidarlty was
formed In Poland, the workers had
organisms — very bureaucratised —
which represented their Interests
and those of the workers of the
world. Today, what has changed is

With all that they

system, which has suddenly stoppad
vraising the Polish workers.

. When the Polish workers formed
Solidarity, it was to rid the unions
of the bureaucrats at the top who

‘were not representatives of the

Polish state but of the bureagcratic
interests which the world capitalist
system had instilled in the Workers
St ate tg prevent it from going further
to Socialisme The Polish state is
alive and very well today. [t is the

" bureaucracy that is feeling 1ll and
- has lost its posts In the trade union
~leaderships,

It was not a struggle
of the workers against the state,
but against conservative sectors of
a state which alds the world revo—
lution. We have to discuss iIn
Britain getting rid of the bureau—
crats like Duffy 'and (Yhapple who
are the agents in the trade unlons of

‘a state which murders the Blacks'

in Africa and the people of the
world, A state which is planning
to send a NATO force beyond its
own back garden. Duffy, Chapple
eic, arrived in the leadership of the

. unions not through conciliation with

bureaucratic leaders of a Workers
8tate, but with the bourgeois imper—
falist leaders of the capitalist state.

So, one cannot compare Brazil or

England with Poland. The con—
clusion that the workers should

“always be tree of all states leads

to the reactionary conclusion that
the *trade unions of Britain should
be equally distant from Labour's
achievements against the capitalist
system. It tends to dissociate the
workers from the nationalised in—
dustries, makes them feel that they
should not defend them; It militates
against workers control, which is
precisely what Is needed to ensure
that the nationalised indusiries are
not prostituted back to private in—
terestss The experiences of the

SAS in Britain must be transmitted
to the comrades of Lula’s Workers

Party of Brazil for them to see more
clearly that the stage has come
when the historic role of the bour—
geols class has endeds It s
necessary to combine the bourgeois
democratic demands with the strug—
gle for a Socialist solution with
the support of the Soviet Union,
Poland and all the Workers States,

In Britain, there has been a

that they are ia a better position to whole campaign in support of free
make their unions represent these trade unions in Poland, but precious
interests than before, and the full little has been said about the

implications are going to be felt
mainly by %he world capltalist

bourgeoisie, which sympathises
with and participates in the Socia~
list Party. © De Martino is an
and also. Segnorita
and Chiquito and they, like a very

_ great layer of Socialist intellectuals,
 resist the present leadership, But

Craxi is a functsonary of the capi-
talist system, and all his thought
is for this. . Capitalist thought,
hesides havmg no role in hlstory,
cannot develop in the Italian
Socialist Party. 30.1.1981 '

abject représsion of the trade unions
in Brazile The .comrades of the
Left of the Labour Party and the
trade unions must demand that all
"those who so fervently seek ‘free—
dom’ for the workers of Poland
should make propouncements in
support of the rights of the workers
of Brazil to form trade unlons and
‘have their own elected leadership!
In Brazil, there is a progress of the
struggle of the masses which capi—
talism cannot just go in and smash,
as it used to in the pasts This Is
due to the intervention of the Soviet
Union everywhere In the world,
increasingly supporting the world
revolution. This glves confldence
to the masses of the world, and the
metal workers of Brazil based them—
selves on this in their latest-strikes.
The bourgeoisie repress them,
but it could not murder and torture
their leaders to death as it used to
in the past. Capitalism feels
cornered. This Is why the Pope
went to Brazil and denounced ex—
ploitation there, as the last dyke
to prevent the masses organising
themselves on a Communist path,

He tried to use faith to prevent
Marxist ideology from spreading.
However, the masses gathered
around the Pope in condemnation
of the regime. The bourgeoisie
would like to smash the new
workers® opposition of Lula and

his new-formed party.

The workers of Brazil are looking
to those of the world and those of
Poland for their leap towards
Soclalist organisation. The Labour
Party must. contribute io this by
showing that the bourgeoisie has
exhausted all pessibility of making
a democratic development anywhere
_in the world, and that the Socialist
task has to be led by the workers
and petit bourgeoisie, in unity with
the ‘Socialist countries’. '

it Is necessary to link the

release of Lula and the thirteen
other comrades arrested, the re--
instatement of all these leaders at
the leadership of the unions where
they had been elected, and the
freedom to organise the workers
party of this stage, to combine the
democratic rights and workers'
demands,with those for the Socialist
transformation of 3razil

Ed.to"al continued from page 3

Party and the tendency to reject a Party in the service of parliament,
The trade unions are planning shortly a month of discussions. This Is
good, but it should be a norm both in the Labour Party and the trade
unions to deal with all the most fundamental international Issues and the
_daily concern of the population for housing, education, transport, hospitals
etcs It is necessary to link the demands for more public ownership, the
complete re—organisation of the nationalised industries under workers
control, the closing of nuclear bases, natlonalisation under workers control
of all factqries about to close, with the conscious deve?opment of a
-superlor political and cultural life in the Labour Party and the trade unions
- to develop an educated cadre preoccupied with the concerns for a Socialist
societys -This Is part of the transformation of the Labour Party into a
Marxist Labour Party — the Inevitable consequence of the world—wide

advance to Communism. 98 2 81
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THE COUP IN SPAIN
AND THE NEED TO

TRANSFORM THE ARMY.

J-pnsa“as (title and subtitles by the editorial board)

It is necessary to underline two
fundamental aspects of this process
in Spain: The first is the inter-
pretation of a process which could
be foreseen neither the
Communists nor Secialists warned,
made appeals to or organised the
population to contain the coup and
to disintegrate it. The second
aspect is that their present reaction
is not programmatic but a reaction
simply of opposition without giving
a programme of what to do or what
type of campaign to develop. The
essential point is to appeal to the
army, to the police and to all
Spanish citizens to oppose, reject
and confront every action taken
against the Constitution or against
democratic rights, as in fact the
police trade union did (partly). The
workers movement must discuss
this and aim at the police and  the
army. This is going to accelerate
the next coup, but it is also going
to abort it as well, It is going to
mean a logical confrontation, not
leaving it in the hands of Suarez
so that he makes his own deals.
He knew of the coup and let it
happen, because they all hoped to
cook up some negotiations so that
the Socialists and the Communists.
did not intervene.

-

THE ARMY LEADS ITS OWN LIFE.

Socialists and Communists knew
that the coup was being prepared
and hence the urgency of Gonzalez
to enter into alliance with the UCD
and the Communists supported this.
They believed by this that they
could contain the Right; but if they
are going to government and they
make an alliance with the UCD
without having the resolution to
transform the army - although it
may not be achieved immediately -
it's no use going to government
because the high command works
independently of the Constitution,
or parliament and the king. They
have their own power and their own
life. The element that has to be
broken is precisely their separate
life. It is not possible to do it
suddenly, but it is necessary to
discuss the position. Why does
the army have to have a ‘democratic,
reactionary fascist Right and impose
on the population? The soldier is a
functionary, nothing more. He is
not a proprietor and must obey. It
is necessary to make a campaign

so that the trade unions intervene
and that they demand the organisa~
tion of the army by means of coun-
cils and delegates, and that they
intervene in all the problems of the
population, Why does the army
intervene and not the frade unions?
What greater power has the army
than the trade unions? It has power
because there is privale property,
but the reactionary secter is a
small circle. It does not consist of

‘Youdid command’ (refers to
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all the parties; and there are many
more of these generals. The most
capable technically and the most
intelligent are all of the Left or in
agreement with the alliance with
the Left. Only a few, like Tejedo
with the face of an old portrait and
of a fossilised mentality, are the
ones who favour a coup. Above all
it is necessary to propose how fo
intervene considering that it is a
complicated situation,
‘golpistas’ can make a new coup
and there is no preparation in the
population for the coup. Thus it is
necessary to prepare the population
to come into the streets and refuse
to accept any demand from the
organisers of a coup and to confront
them. They should be armed and
confront them, and if a member of
the group shouts out, ‘I am in
charge here’, they can reply to him,
the
scene of the coup in parliament
which was televised, where Tejedo
appeared fully armed, shouting:
‘Everybody quiet and lie on the
ground’), and shoot him.

It is necessary o call meetings
in the trade unions, and to take
concrete steps including that no
officer or soldier accepts
carries out orders which are against
the Constitution or against the
rights of the population. The orders
to mobilise, to make a coup are not
military orders but orders of a
faction. They are not military

orders to struggle "against the.

enemy, but orders emanating from
small sectors which do not struggle
against any enemy. Thus it is
necessary to oppose this and to
discuss and to appeal at the same
time to the army, because there are
many officers who are in agreement
with opposing the set-up and are
not animated to act because they
see no poinis of relation with the
trade unions and parties. There is

considerable resistance to NATO
and the Yanks. For example,
Catrero Blanco, who was no revo-
lutionary, was opposed to NATO
and hence they killed him. There
are different tendencies of the
bourgeoisie io oppose ali these
reactionary sectors, and hence to
discuss the formation of committees
in the factories and workers areas
with the right to decide and to
force on the government the right
to intervene with the police, with

part of the army, speaking to the

soldiers not to obey orders if they
go against the Constitution and the
population.  The orders of the
makers of the coup obey the inter-
ests of small groups who do not
represent Spain. They represent a
group of peopie who have their own
interests and have to defend them,

not with democratic rights but in
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Editorial

The process in Poland sustains the
advance of the Labour left

The process in Poland has
an immense importance for the
experience of the world masses
and the masses of Britain in
building a Party, criticising the
leadership, making it change and
represent the workers, make it
work in the objective interest of
the masses. This is happening
in a Workers State and so, the
the clearance in the Party lea—
dership and the new programmes
adopted are more immediately
effected in the interest of the
mass of the population. However
it teaches the masses of the
capitalist countries, the Labour
masses, how not to defer to
‘leaders’, ‘leave it to them to
decide’, and to establish a re—
lationship of equality between
the leaders and the workers.

The other aspect of the
Poland process is that what is
being broken together with the
most pernicious aspect of
bureaucracy in Poland, is the
old links between capitalism and
the backward sectors of state
and party in the Workers States;
this is the sign that the co—
existence of capitalism and
bureaucracy, against the full
intervention of the masses of the
Workers States, is being ended.
That announces much deeper
advances in all the Workers
States and the removal of the
most corrupt sectors of bureau—
cracy in all the other Workers
States like Yugosiavia, Rumania
and China. It means that the
world balance of forces is firmly
in favour of Socialist advance,
the building of Soviet democracy,
and against the private, indi—
vidualist conception of running

countries ‘for the workers’; that
is to say, in the interest of
ruling cliques. This shatlers
all the old links between Labour,
capitalism and the trade unions
and demands a political role of
the unions not confined to parli—
amentary democracy. Moreover;

it demands the opening of a dis—
cussion in the Labour Party:
What is happening in Poland?
What is happening in the L.abour
Party? What is the role of the
trade unions? How to remove
the sectors directly identified
with imperialism in L abour and
the trade unions? How to apply
conference resolutions? Is re—
selection going to be enough?
All this being posed opens much

masses of Mongolia passed in
only a few years from the most
brutal feudal conditions to the
most advanced development of
going on a space mission with
the Soviets, The masses of the
world and of Britain see that the
Soviets develop Ethiopia, Cuba,
Mozambique, Vietnam, Mongolia.
There is no reason to think that
the Soviets have not the same
sentiment for the masses of
Britain as that which they dis—
play for the rest of the world’s
masses. '

In the United States, 67
persons die every day in shoot—
ing incidents. In the Soviet
Union there is a house for every -

deeper discussions still about one, in a country which is only

the fundamental process of the
construction of a Socialist
Republic, as part of the rest of
the world going to Communism.

THE ATTEMPTED COUP IN
THE USA.

The shooting of Reagan
like that of Kennedy before,

and the attempt to put Haig

in charge shows the in.
ability of imperialism to
impede  the soviets. The

Yanks have not the ability to
decide when and how to launch
the war, and this is decisive for
humanity. Those who have the
initiative are the Soviets, who
show to the masses of the world
that they care for them, that the
form of the Workers State allows
the development of all peoples,
even those who come from the
most backward conditions, like
the people of Mongolia. The

SUPPLEMENT TO RED FLAG
On the Congress of the CPSU

and soviet leadership

64 years old. In the United
States the CIA is known to have
perpetrated seventeen murders
to cover up the assassination of
Kennedy, and many more assass~—
inations still, not forgetting that
of Allende. In the Soviet Union
they make space experiments
and support the development of
the masses of Afghanistan, Mon—
golia and Poland. The bourge~
ois press must not be given the
last word on what to say about
Poland. The comrades of the
Labour and trade union left must
say that the USSR has supp-—
ort ed Poland, has given it
huge sums without interest, and
has endorsed the changes in
Poland and made similar changes
itself. imperiaiism does not
even have the ability to find the
co-—ordination to make all its
component parts act unanimously
in accord with its class inter—
ests. The Workers Siates are
unanimous against imperialism,

wrn to page 3
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THE COUP IN SPAIN _ «ewnmer

this form. Now in Spain the issue

of Workers State or capitalism is
not posed, but of defending demo~
cratic rights for a later stage.

This attempt at a coup has very
deep roots, and it is an attempt to
make other sectors come out in
support. This coup did not have a
great preparation.it was an ambigu~
ous preparation, a struggle of
fractions where the most resolved
come out to confront the others and
to impose its will on them, which
shows the presence of different
social interests and the understan—
ding, the capacity and political
resolution of different groups. The
conditions of Spain allow a small
group of soldiers that feel decided
to have the audacity to make this
intervention, even i, afterwards, it
failed. They are sectors who come
from fascism, and thus they are
accustomed to resolve matters by
means of apparatus, of small groups
who know what frightens and inti-
midates. Hence this resolution,
their fury which did not correspond
to reality, for example the fury of
Tejedo when he entered the parlia—
ment threatening the Members, did
not correspond to his later passi-
vity. He remained passive, not only
he had to shoot in the air but to aim
at people to show them that he was
ready to win and to show decision.
It also shows that Tejedo was quite
afraid, hence by the cartridge belt
there was a roll of toilet paper.

PASSIVE STRUGGLE OF THE
WORKERS PARTIES HAS NO
PERSPECTIVE.

This situation in Spain demon—
strates that it is necessary to reach
superior democratic levels, but
they cannot be reached by Bhe
peaceful road of elections or of a
passive process in the class
struggle. The Socialists and the
Communists have part of the res—-
ponsibility for all this, because
they have conciliated with capital-
ism, as in the pact of Moncloa
which allowed no base of indepen~
dent organisation but submitted
everything to agreements with the
hourgeoisie. Part of the reaction
of people who did not mobilise is
due to this. The Communists have
lived by making pacts, and they
have not made appeals for a long
time for mobilisation; in the mee-
tings of the trade unions and the
parties, the problems of the world
are not discussed. If there is a
discussion, it is made on the basis
of criticism and oppesition to the
USSR, and there is no concern with
the political and scientific life
to explain the process of the world
and as part of that why the USSR
intervenes in Afghanistan, and why
in one case it intervenes and in the
other not, as the conclusion is the
same. Poland thanks the USSR, the
USSR congratulated Poland, and
Poland is resolving its problems
including the fact that it threw out
twentysix top leaders of the Parly,
and there is no hecatomb. That is,
there is no political life -either
among the Socialists or the Com~
munists and, on the contrary, there
are threats to the sectors of the
Spanish Communist Party, like that
of Catalonia which seeks to ad-
vance and efforls are made to
smash them.

2

It is the lack of class politics
and trade union life which prevented
people demonstrating immediately.
If there had been a previous pre-
paration, people would have inter~
vened immediately. The proof is
that when appeals were made for a
mobilisation, people did so. The
demonstration of more than a million
and a half people in Madrid alone
is a fact of enormous significance
that people wanted to fight, that in
Spain there are no old people, as
there are none in the rest of the
world: the old ones are those who do
not have the capacity or will to
fight. if they do not have ability
it is one thing, but if they do not
have the capacity or will to struggle
it is because the will makes them
incapable. But, if they are impeded
from fighting because they cannot
move, they act in ancther way by
speaking or commentating. In
Spain the trade union leaderships
put chains on the workers’ move—
ment, let everything be decided in
parliament, and it was not because
of parliament that the coup lasted
a very little time. Bul, anyway,
there was no programme or policy
on the part of the trade unions and
the parties. On a world scale they
have all the best conditions in
which to advance. Imperialism and
capitalism are in refreai, not the
masses, the Communist parties
or the Workers Statles.

The Communist parties do not
progress in a constant and un-
interrupted form, because their
policy does not corespond to
necessity. The masses have an
experience superior to the Com-
munist Party and their will to
struggle is superior to the limitation
which the CP, the SP and the trade
unions wish to impose on them.
This is a conclusion which has to
be drawn on why there was no
spontaneous reaction from the
masses.

APPEALS TO THE PEASANTS,

This present stage in Spain
requires  trade union,factory and
workers areas mobilisations, aiming
appeals at the police, the ammy,
at the functionaries making pro-
posals on how to make Spain pro-
gress so that it may be clear to
people that the sectors who oppose
progress are the reactionary sectors
and that it is not a question of an
abstract defence of the programme
of Communism or Socialism, but
the sectors supporting the coup are
opposed to progress. It is neces-
sary to make appeals to the pea-
sanis so that they intervene, as
they are the majority of the Spanish
population and the most exploited.
The Communists, the Socialists and
the nationalist movements make up
the majority of the population;
they are divided and thus they
cannot concentrate their force and
represent a greater sirength than
their real number,

The world bourgeoisie always
supports the military movement
which wins, because a defeat of
such 2 movement feeds the revo-
lutionary movements, and yet, on
the other hand, it is not convenient
for them to instigate the movement
because that promotes internal
conflicts. A triumph of the Right

in Spain is not convenient to the
Germans or the French; for them a
government as established at pres-
ent is a better proposition.

This is not the stage of 1936,
Now there are twenty Workers States
and an immense maturing of the
masses of Spain, and it is the world
relation of forces which determines
that the USSR is going to intervene
in Spain if something inconvenient
happens. The USSR cannot allow
Spain to fall into the hands of
reaction and, to a certain extent,
it's not convenient either to the
Germans or the French, above all
the latter. It's not convenient to
Germany because it would mean a
later submission to the Yanks; from
the class point of view they measure
it in one way, from the concrete
real point of view they assess it in
this particular way. They do not
abandon a class standpoint, but try
to take the least evil which is the
social democracy and French
democracy.

An appeal must be made to the
Socialist and Communist movement
of Europe, showing that this attempt
at a coup of Spanish fascism is
represented by the sectors most
linked to the Yanks. It must be
shown that they have no strength
but that they can mobilise and make
coups by using the inactivity,
paralysis, lack of programme and
policy of the Communist and
Socialist parties and of the trade
unions. i is necessary o elevate
democracy in the trade unions and
in the parties, and this means to
discuss all the problems with
scientific bases,. whether it's a
problem of Spain or the problems
of the worid. But there are no dis~
cussions. The leaderships make
criticisms and give criminal opinion
deprived of all scientific signifi—
cance, of conclusions and inter—
pretations like the opinions over
the USSR or Poland, when the
events of Poland are a conclusion
against all these leaderships. The
speech of Kania is a conclusion
against every attempt to want to go
back on the resolutions that were
taken. It is a judgement on the
paralysis of the previous political
leadership, which is an immense
progress of the Workers Stales.
But capitalism has to make move~
ments like that of Spain, which are
assassin movemenis, which one
must foresee are going to be
repeated.

1t is possible that the king knew
of the coup without being invoived
in it ~ and let it happen fo try to
eliminate the originators. The
movement was very profound, and
this is expressed in the fact that,
according to official declarations,
many high military chiefs are in-
volved while they have detained
very few. it is necessary to discuss
where is the democracy there?
What democracy is this where one
group goes to assassinate another
lot and fails but continues senten—
cing to death, as they have the
power!

One of the measures which has
to be taken is to expel and imprison
all those who participated in the
attempt at a coup, including the
soldiers, everyone, so that after~
wards the soldiers do not obey any
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mote orders wh‘ich g0 'against

democracy. It is necessary to be
based on the fact that in the army

there is a great movement of demo~

cratic soldiers., It is. a. lie that

those who tried the coup are the

majority in the army. There is an
immense number of democratic
soldiers who developed in the epoch
of Francoism, because in the last
stage Franco had {o concede,
including over major strikes which
were not repressed. The paralysis
of the economy led to Franco being
thrown out; he died because there
was no place for Francoism.

The Communists in Spain have

to propose concrete measures for.

this situation, with ali the compli-
cations which they are going to
find, but they have to propose
measures of change, control and
mobilisations. They have to make
appeals to the democratic soldiers
to respect the right of the popula-~
tion and to make movements which
include the population to organise
committees in the workers areas,
of the factories to confront and
appeal to the soldiers, to the police
to disobey every order which goes
against democratic rights. This is
totally constitutional, otherwise
everything is tofally confined to
Suarez and he appears as the
mediator.

APPEALS TO THE POPULATION,

It is necessary to analyse also
that the regionalisation of Spain
weakens - the workers movement
enormously. The confrontation of
the Catalan Communist Parly with
Madrid is a weakening, noi an
internal discussion but a weakening
because one sector is-against the
other. There is no internal dis—
cussion, and thus the workers
movement fears to make an appear—
ance. ,

It is necessary to prepare
organisms in the workers areas so
that they influence the army. The
sector which iried the coup does not
have an overwhelming force, other—
wise they would have made the coup
- and every sector has limits in
what it wants and the differences
between the limits which each
sector wanis fo achieve means that
there is no security. If they had

security they would have made the
coup some time ago. All this
shows the weakness of the organ—
isers of the coup, and thus the
Communist Party has to draw this
conclusion. There has to be a
discussion in the trade unions, in
the workers areas and schools to
prepare people, and aimed
at the soldiers, at the police, so
that they do not obey orders which
go against the interest of the
country or which may not go
against any external enemy.

Military secrecy is right for the
enemy of the country, but here
they utilise it against the masses.
The clear and decisive fact is that
the mobilisation of almost two
million people in Madrid had a
quality superior to the demon-
stration based on this, the mobili~
sation which was passive because
it was made so. The sentiment of
the masses was infinitely superior
and is going to have very great
effects; and it is necessary to be
based on the effects which it is
going to have on the army.

If there is a new coup appeals
must be made to all the soidiers to
oppose, to resist obeying orders
against the Constitution and the
parliament, and to appeal for
resistance. The attitude of the king
and also that of Suarez, who is
travelling to the United Sfales,
shows that they have arrangements
with the military.

The Communists and Socialists
have to base themselves on the
recent mobilisation to draw con-
clusions and propose the necessary
measures. The mobilisation does
not have an immediate effect in
overthrowing the perpetrators of the
coup, but shows the initiative of
people on which the Communists
must support themselves, to take
o