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Editorial
Apublic discussion incorporating all the masses
is necessary to oppose the bourgeois policies of
the government and on a programme for social
transformations
The repudiation of the attack of Wilson - and by implication that
of Owen also - on the links between the Labour Party and the world
Communist movement is an expression of the crisis in the Labour
Party and of the fact that a discussion on "where is Britain going"
develops. Wilson's attackon "Mitterandism" showed all the fears of
the bourgeoisie that the Labour Party - or at least a large sector of
the left - is being drawn into the discussion in the world Communist
movement, and in the world Socialist movement which is moving
towards a revolutionary, anti-capitalist alternative to the old
reformist, conciliatory policies of the workers leadership in France,
Britain, Italy and the other major capitalist countries. Those of the
Labour Party who originally defended the links between the Labour
Party and the World Communist Movement did so, in the main,
because they felt attracted by the discussion, by the ideas which exist
and which are basically anti-capitalist: Owen and Wilson, and other
bourgeois leaders in the Labour Party recognise that whatever the
limitations of the discussion in the world Communist movement, it is
a discussion which gives no support, to the capitalist system.
It is clear that the discussion in the Labour Party is very confused
because they do not have a scientific method of thinking, they do not
have the dialectical materialist method. This fact has enabled a sector
of the Labour Left to pose that the defence of the links between the
Labour Party and the Workers States and world Communist
movement is a defence of "eurocommunism". This sector seeks to
confuse the discussion and to use "eurocommunism" as a substitute
for the reformist policies of social Democracy which now have no
perspective, no historic basis. In reality "eurocommunism" is nothing
more than the old reformist policies of the Communist Parties and the
Social Democrats under another guise and they have no historic basis.
They rest, as all reformist policies rest, on the possibilities of gaining
concessions from capitalism and this means that capitalism has to
have the possibility of developing the economy. Since it clearly has
no such perspective, "eurocommunism" has no future and those who
support it are constantly changing their positions. The French
Communist Party leadership which previously defended - as Carrillo
in Spain still does - the "mixed economy" has now to extend the
programme of the Popular Union to encompass the nationalisation of
most of the major industries in France. The Italian Communist Party
leadership which defended the "historic compromise" yesterday, a
position which resulted in a support for the existing bourgeois,
Christian Democrat government in Italy, today is posing the necessity
of going to government, ls posing the perspective of a Government
of the Left in Italv.
What determines these changes in the workers leadership in France
and Italy is the world process including the weight of the Soviet Union
and constant intervention of the workers and masses, in
demonstrations and general strikes in France and, more particularly,
in Italy. These are demonstrations and strikes in which the masses seek
to answer the total crisis of capitalism with social transformations,
with a programme of nationalisations under workers control This is
the programme of the Portuguese Communist Party in a stage where
the conciliatory, reformist policy of Soarez has, together with his
government, collapsed.
The total crisis of capitalism comes from its own nature, from the
inability of the system of private property, competition, and
exploitation to develop the economy. However one of the determinate
factors in this total crisis is the existence and development of the
system of the Workers States. This is because the socially and
economically superior system of a nationalised and planned economy
is attracting and incorporating more and more sectors of the world
economy in Africa, Asia and Latin America. Every "emergent,,
country, every ex-colonial country is forced to seek a relationship with
the Workers States. Jamaica, for example, is, even without
nationalising the economy, putting itself into an economic and
commercial relationship with the Workers States. Thus whatever
internal inter-capitalist competition exists - and it is very great
between Japan and yankee imperialism and with German capitalism
also - the main enemy for imperialism is the Workers States. This
determines their policy which is the preparation for war. The world
tour of Carter is part of this policy. He seeks to draw together the war
alliance of imperialism and to weigh on those sectors in the
bureaucracy of the Workers States which are most linked to private
property which is why he goes to Poland.
Even so the trip of Carter will have no success in this respect and
the Polish leader, Gierek, has to say that the visit of Carter can in no
way change the relationship between Poland and the Soviet Union.
The defence made by Carter of the imperialist actions and policy of
Israel shows that all his liberal phrases about "human rights" are
sheer hypocrisy and that it is a mask for the war preparations of
yankee imperialism. It is tme that imperialism does not decide where
and when the war will be launched. They are riddled with
disagreements and disputes among themselves as the events in the
Middle East have illustrated, and as the crisis in the Military junta of
Pinochet in Chile over the "referendum'' show. Carter bas been
forced in the Sadat and Begin talks to show the tme face of yankee
imperialism and all these manoeuvres and talks of "peace" have
done imperialism no good at all. Imperialism does not decide when
and where but, nonetheless, they prepare the war.
All these world factors, the world process of the Socialist
Revolution force the Labour left to seek a new path, an alternative to
the old policies. But the stmggle·to give the local Labour Parties more
rights in the selection of MP's is no answer to this. It is an attempt to
change the policies of the Labour government but the government
reflects the Labour Party and there is no solution in organisational
reforms. The problems are political and programmatic. The Labour
a
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FROM RED FLAG No. 272
The working class continues
living with the same difficulties
as 30 years ago. Thete
is no progress in the life of the
working class.
No progress
whatsoever!
There is not a
single progress in housing for the
British working class.
Whilst
the methods ~f production have .
"filevaterr·a tuousand'per cem;·
science and production have
elevated a thousand per cent, and
there is no progress for the working class as a result of the
capitalist system.
This can
continue because of the Labour
and trade union leadership and
because the ar;stocracy of Labour
represents a sector distinct to the
sector which is leading.

and it needs to combat it because
of competition.

division does not go very far. It
does not pose a programmatic
conclusion but a divergence, a difference on some aspects. But
they have to go to the depth.
What is the programme tor Britain?

The workers aristocracy lives
all this. Hence they do not discuss the prc:!blems which the
working class live, like the tall
in the standard of living in BriThere is a perspective tor a
tain. There is an increase in
Labour left and a very good one.
repression in Britain. Democratic
It does not mean that it is going
liberties do not increase but
to be inmediate or soon. But the
rli1J11.:qf#J.. T...hJL ~Pr:lal fis.h
. . t~,g~...lo~""'''.Cf!,IJJ/ltion,1 ..... torv.tb~...·.0111ifl.{.Dt,aining
from social struggles of the Briof British capitalism are being
tish working class, diminish. After reduced constantly. The weight
1945, there was complete social
of British capitalism in the world
service, now they have thrown
;s being reduced quite consideralmost everything out. They reably.
duce the medical services in all
This crisis in the Communist
aspects. Before, they gave all
Party I 11dicates that the Soviets
sorts of free treatment, including
need parties, seek parties which
spectacles, now they give nolive with the working class of
thing.
Before they subsidised
transport, now they remove the
every country so as to have
points of political support. Then
The aristocracy of Labour is subsidy. The subsidy was also
a farce because the proletariat this New Communist Party has to
that which is in the factory, in
d~scuss all the problems.
But
the places of work; it is in the paid it, but at least there was a
they
do
not
discuss
them,
besubsidy.
On
the
other
hand,
the
relationship of work with the
cause they have no tradition,
workers, and it gives support subsidies to capital ism increase
preparation or confidence. They
to the apparatus. And, among enormously.
them, they elect the apparatus
are insecure sectors.
This
and this aristocratic sector elects
They constantly subsidise the
division has happened and they
people who are not aristocratic large factories. The state pays
say: 'We are not in agreement
but it attracts them,
involves millions of pounds as gifts to
with the role of the Communist
them in their own apparatus in a private enterprises. On the other
Party in Britain', but the expercareer and weigh on the working hand it deprives the workers of
ience shows that they have the
class. These were the conditions the right to have free spectacles.
same vices of formation as the
whic4 they had and they still do It reduces the financing or the
other party, because the first
this, but the perspectives are not subsidy on transport. This has
thing which a Communist Party
those of continuing to find sup- an effect on the working class.
has to do is to say: 'What is our
port in this process, because the But the Labour people discuss
function here? What function do
situation is deteriorating social- through all this leading aristowe play?' It is necessary to
ly and economically, more and cratic apparatus of the party and
discuss with the Conmunists the
more.
the trade union, as if it has to
function of the Communist Party
put up with this, otherwise it
of Britain in the quality and the
The upheavals in the Labour would be worse! Why would it be
condition of the class struggle
Party and the trade unions are worse? Cuba was poorer, and has
in Britain.
caused by the insecurity produced none of these problems.
The
The condition and the perby the world situation. The dis- poorest Workers States have none
spective of the class struggle in
cussions in Britain on the Common of these problems.
Britain is clear. The working
Market is an antagonistic disclass
is concentrated in the
It
is
necessary
to
feel
that
cussion. They discuss as if it
Labour Patty and in the trade
were the end of the world, be- the Communists have not conunions.
There Is a bourgeois
cause capitalism feels that it is ducted any useful activity for
leadership which has to make
losing authority in competition the perspective of the Workers
concessions, has to yield to the
with European capitalism. Then State in Britain. They have done
masses
but it produces no ant/nothing.
They
have
impelled
a
it wants to maintain a certain
independence. In its turn, Yankee policy of competition with Labour capitalist measure. The Commujists believe that they are the
imperialism supports itself on and even in this competition they
party of the working class, beBritish imperialism to exert a have not had the capacity to
cause there is not a Socialist
pressure and compete with Euro- demonstrate the superiority of the
programme of social transformapean capitalism, because it feels Workers State. This was a politions in the Labour Party. But
that. it is becoming weaker. It tical competitim with the Labour
needs the Common Market to sell leadership. This latest political
Tumtopage2

THE LABOUR PARTY
continued from page 1

the working class party is not
necessarily that which has the
progranrne.
We have a better
programme than them, and we are
not the party of the working class.
The party of the working class is
that which has the social support
of the masses. If it does not
have the programme, it is another
problem.
The Labour Party has the
masses. The masses have passed
through multiple experiences and
they are in the Labour Party.
They are there and they do not
leave the Labour Party. Thus,
it is necessary to see that there
is no perspective and conditions
for a new party. There are no
conditions because there is no
other political force, there is no
other authority in front of the
class.
The structure of the
Labour Party is solid.
It is
bureaucratic, totally bureaucratic
and bourgeois, but it is a solid
structure and dominates everything. Even so, it cannot prevent
a discussion to seep through, to
transcend, and anti-capitalist
discussions take place.
The
party was formed when capitalism
was strong and could still develop some authority.
Now the
party has lost this and it get s
worse al I the time. Then it is
necessary to count upon this
perspective.
!t is necessary to show the
Communists that in this perspective, they do not have any strength
or authority or base in the working
class. They have a miners leader
and a leader of white collar
workers, they have leaders but
not mass leaders.
They are
leaders which the Labour left
·allow because, at the same time,
it is a credit tor the Labour leadership. The proof is that these
leaders of the miners, tor example,
have no Communist mining currents. It is a leadership without
bases.
This means that the
working class supports itself on
the Communist ieaders whom it
sees to the left of its party to
impel the struggles, but it remains in the Labour Party because
it sees that this is the centre of
the working class. There is no
historic time, nor conditions, so
that in a few years the Communists can substitute tor the Labour Party. In five or ten years
everything
will be decidedIn this discussion it is not a
question of contempt, of being
offensive or minimising the Communist Party, but an objective
conclusion. They cannot be the
leadership of the working class,
because there is no time for it and
they do not have the policy nor
the tradition nor the understanding
and the working class is in the
Labour Party. Thousand experiences show this. The thousand
experiences are shown in the way
they put up with the bourgeois
policy of their leadership.
But the working class has not
submitted. When it can raise its
head it impels. There is a whole
bureaucratic
structure
which
impedes the proletariat weighing.
To deal with this, one cannot
proceed relying on the tact that
the workers area, the constituency
or a trade union are going to be
able to advance. There is no
historic time and we do not have
-

the strength to do this.
The
bureaucratic apparatus of the
Labour Party is very supe(iOr to
that of Sta/ in, lnfintely superior
to it. It is very old, it has more
tradition and more structure.
But it is also more afraid than
Stalin. The latter was based on
the Workers State and had to
allow somehow the active defence
of the Workers State. The Labour
Party has to defend no Workers
State but the policy of conciliation.
It is necessary to discuss
with the Communist comrades in
what conditions they are going
to be the party of the working
class.
Discuss! What stage?
How? You have been active for
so many years and have found no
echo.
And, in tact, less and
less.
The Labour Party has
existed tor years and has the
working class. But the working
class shows it supports every
movement of progress or struggle
of advance. That is to say, the
working class has made its experience in the Labour Party and
has stayed there.
The epoch of Stalin affirmed
the bureaucratic pow~r of the
social democracy in Britain, because the social democracy said:
'This is Communism'. The first
stage of Rumania and Czechoslovakia also contributed to this.
It was not identical, but it had
this effect.
It was a brutal
bureaucracy. Later, there was a
change. In its experience, the
British workin.g class takes
account of this. It does not have
the possibility to draw these
political conclusions, because
it has to live every day, to deal
with the problems of life which
occur all the time. It does not
have the cultural or scientific
preparation necessary, and thus
it has to be guided by very
general coaclusions. It sees an
Instrument around which it concentrates, and it seeks to make
It change.
In front of this, what can the
Communist Party do? How is it
going to win authority over the
class? And what is the programme to change Britain? If
the Communist programme is the
same as the Labour one, it is not
going to be welcomed.
Then,
what Is the programme tor the
Communists? How to advance to
eliminate capitalism, to make
Britain advance? They do not
have it. The Communists do not
have as a central slogan, 'Down
with the monarchy', 'Long live
Socialism'. The. working class
does not see any superiority,
the workers vanguard does not
see any superiority in the Communists compared with Labour.
Had the Communists developed a
policy of a revolutionary, anticapita.list class programme, they
would have influenced the Labour
Party with slogans such as 'Down
with the monarchy, Long live the
Republic'. Even without speaking of a Socialist republic,
a
democratic republic with a Socialist programme, in which one
struggles
tor Socialism,
is
necessary. The Communists do
not pose this. They have lived
all the prejudices that the British
monarchy has communicated to
the population through the labour
bureaucracy. The working class
ha~ been prevented from weighing

by the bureaucratic apparatus
and also by the Communist
apparatus.
Then what is the policy, the
programme with which the Communists hope to do better than
the Labour leadership? There is
no perspective tor this or for the
Conrnunists to be the party of
the working class. On the other
hand, there is a perspective to
influence, to organise the anticapitalist, anti-monarchical left
in Britain. It is necessary to
discuss on this basis.
It is necessary to discuss the
problems of euro-communism, of
pluralism, the dictatorship of the
proletariat, proletarian internationalism, the roads to Communism, to discuss all these
problems. What sense has the
rupture in the Communist Party?
If there are no changes of programme or tactic, of policy and
objectives, why the rupture?
When they break without making
changes, it is somewhat like
slamming the door when leaving
and finding oneself still inside.
There has not really been a break.
The New Communist Party has
neither programme, policy or different objectives. It has different
assessments according to what
they publish in their paper. They
still do not draw different conclusions. And it Is necessary to
say to them that they have to do
so.
The old Communist Party with
its programme does n.ot have a
perspective. On the other hand,
the New Communist Party can
have one if it makes an anticapitalist programme, of support
tor the Soviet Union against
pluralism, against the European
Conrnon Market, tor the Soviet
Socialist United States of Europe.
This is the programme. If there
is not a programmatic differentiation, it means simply one more
party or tendency. This is why
they are timid in opposing the old
Party. They do not really break
from it. Because they do not
have theoretical, political or
programmatic security. The road
tor progress in Britain is within
the Labour Party and the trade
unions; not submitting to them,
but with an anti-capitalist programme, helping, explaining and
intervening in the important
movements to win authority. In
important movements strikes, even
of average importance, it is
necessary to intervene, because
this gains authority in the workers
vanguard which influences the
intellectuals. It is necessary to
make a work towards the intellectuals.
c11s1s,
programmatic
The
crit.i's, is going to intensify much
more. The Labour Party tries to
play down the crisis, presenting
it as a crisis of economic difficujties. Whose economic difficulties? Those of the capitalist
system. We reiterate that it is
very good to intervene in the
important or middle strikes, but
the strikes do not decide the
process. The strike is an instrument of the mobilisation of the
masses, but what programme mobilises the strike? What objective
does the strike seek? There can
be many strikes in Britain, very
bold and of great depth, none has
taken place without consequences.
The strength ot the bureaucratic
apparatus is shown in that it has

prevented the transcendent importance. But it is a bureaucratic
apparatus which is based on the
conditions of another stage of
history. The Soviets do not have
the same position as before, and
we are going to influence to try
to develop a class tendency in
the British workers movement.
This Is going to be very rapid.
One cannot expect it in a year or
six months. But it is a relatively
rapid process, because all the
world process influences this.
In Britain there is little intellectual and scientific lite.
Comparatively, they have less
than in Uruguay. The bureaucratic apparatus impedes every
scientific discussion. It impedes
the discussion of the situation
and the policy in the world.
There is no I ife in the Labour
Party and our Section cannot
substitute tor it.
A new layer has to develop in
Britain, not new in everything,
but new in relation to the present
leaders.
The left groups have
rra de various efforts. But they
have all tailed because neither
their policy nor their programme
correspond to necessity. They
hoped that the Labour Party and
the Communist Party would break
up, ,and it has not been like this.
It is necessary to push forward a
policy of persuasion aimed to
organise the left groups.
It is necessary to influence
policy and programme, not in a
trade union way. The trade union
is an instrument, the programme
is what decides. It is not the
trade unions which decide. It is.
programme and policy which do.
Thus it Is not the trade unicn life
which is going to decide. It has
importance to impel, to influence
as a point of support and including in a general strike, it can be
decisive. But not now, because
there are not the prior conditions.
Then it is necessary to seek
points of support to have political
authority.

the working class, it is the Communists who have increased their
authority more than before. Hence
now the CGT intervenes openly.
This is going to Influence the
Labour Party and the Communist
and Socialist parties in Italy also.
In this country, sectors of the
proletariat, of leaders, of middle
labour cadres are going to see
that the white collars and the
labour aristocracy are those who
lose positions and support. They
are going to be influenced by
this.
Mitterrand was influenced. He
was Minister against Algeria and
now where is he? This is not
transferable to Britain, but shows
the inability of capitalism to
keep the Socialist movements
- including Labour - secure and
constant under its authority, even
with the tradition, the Labour
bureaucratic structure that there
is.
Necessity is superior to
all bureaucratic movements; undoubtedly the bureaucratic apparatus has a very great importance
tor the stages and phases, because it holds back but it cannot
Stalin was the most
impede.
frightful apparatus in all history,
and Stalin finished because of
this necessity.
The bureaucratic apparatus of
the labour aristocracy also has no
perspective. As it is a structure'
of a country which economically
was very solid, it could endure
quite a lot more, but not maintain
its position.

It is necessary to see that the
polemic in France is going to
influence all the Socialist parties
and it is necessary to intervene
in this.
In France this ant/capitalist level is discussed even limitedly, even with the
errors of Marchais who proposed
bonuses,
compensatioas
and
rents tor the nationalisations.
It is not completely wrong, however, because as one proposes to
pay compensation over thirty
years, in five years there will not
be one penny to pay. When there
In the world Communist, and is such a discussion, in F ranee
In consequencf!} in the Socialist, it is going to influence the Brimovement,
the
programmatic, tish movement.
theoretical, political and practical
discussion advances slowly, but
All the groups have failed in
In this Britain.
without interruption.
From the Mandeli~t
polemic in France, the Socialist groups who end up being antileaders have no notion what is Trotskyist, up to Grant who is
happening.
They still believe also anti-Trotskyist. And this
this is the epoch of Algeria. It is is because none felt they had the
a discussion which educates all ability or were prepared to go
the Socialist masses, and they through this stage of a certain
believe that they are going to isolation, not a total isolation
manoeuvre from above. But it is but a certain isolation. Had we
no longer the epoch in which they been totally isolated, we ourcan do what they want. They can selves would not have sustained
manoeuvre, but they are not going the weight of it because it would
to maintain themselves as they have been that we were wrong.
did before, because this discus- But, when we have not been
sion in the world Communist isolated and always had the
movement is also educating a very nssses to verify that we are
advanced sector of Socialist useful, it is because we are a
cadres, leaders and militants. necessity.
Our Section is a
necessity in Britain. It is the
The discussion in France is a only organisation which remains
public discussion in which in representative of the ideas, the
general the Communists are right, purity of the revolutionary ideas,
even bureaucratically. Even in a not as decoration, not the purity
limited way the Communists pro- which decorates, but the purity
gress in anti-capitalist measures. which the ideas make necessary.
It is not like the Socialists. The
The Trotsky/st groups are deSocialists have to defend themselves and the situation is the natured, the same .. in capitalist ·
reverse of the gallup polls which Germany. It means that all these
say that it is the Socialists that people who believed that it was
are growing more within the left. only necessary to shout against
We do not believe this. It is the capitalism and people would come
Communists who are increasing have tailed. The working class
their authority in the working has experience.
It sees that
class. The Socialists increase there are twenty Workers States
among the petit bourgeoisie. In which the Communists made, and·
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not these people. One has to be
an idiot to believe that the working class is so stupid as not to
see this. The expetience of the
working class is made in this way.
The workers are not in the same
position as ourselves who can
read, discuss and meet.
They
have to live the everyday life
and do not have the possibility
of having our culture and experience. Had humanity our experience and culture, capitalism
would have disappeared a hundred
years ago.
It is necessary to realise that
the British working class has the
experience made in the Labour
Party tor well over halt a century.
The Fabian Society, on which
the Labour Party was in part
based, developed in the 1890s.
The working class made its
strikes in the ambience of the
Labour Party.
No movement
could have any importance without the Labour Party. There is
no possibility of a new party.
There is. the possibility tor a
movement which influences, yes.
The groups have failed in what
they tried to do, because they had
neither policy, consistency nor
confidence in Ideas. They had
no confidence in them, hence they
had one position today, another
tomorrow,
and they decline,
decline, until they end up like
Grant - that Is to say,agalnst.
All the Trotskyists in Britain are
Al I the
now anti-Trotsky/st.
Trotskyists of Italy are antiTrotskyist. They render homage
to Trotsky to malign and attack
the USSR and the Communists,
and nothing more. Their positions
are counter-revolutionary.
It is necessary to discuss also
in Britain a programme of demands
together with the struggle tor
social transformations. Immediately, it is necessary to call tor
a reduction In the hours of work
with the same wage, sliding scale
of wages and hours, that is to say
work sharing with those unemployed and on the same wage.
If the boss cannot support such a
process, let the state do it! Cal I
for trade union democracy, and
democratic rights to discuss all
the problems. Election of delegates in the place of work, from
each section or department, so
that the sections discuss and
make declarations in assemblies
with a programme.
Pose the
right of publications for all tendencies,
including the most
leftist groups to write. It does
not mean that we are in agreement, but they have a right to
write, to exchange ideas. This is
a task of persuasion and it is not
new. · We have posed it already
on other occasions. Ted Grant
posed it before.
It is necessary to intervene
on conditions of work, on hygiene, security, on the guarantee
of the standard of I ite of the
workers.
The unemployment
benefit is a conquest ot the proletariat and it shows the fear the
bourgeoisie has of the proletariat
which forces it to do this. It is
the mobilisations of the proletariat which snatched more than
the bourgeoisie wished to give.
In the beginning the bourgeoisie
did not give up to 90% of the
wage, as it gives now. Before,
it gave 40%. The mobilisations
imposed 90%. This is a conquest
of the proletariat. The bourgeoisie would not have given it. They
wou Id have launched the war,
fascism. Now they cannot do It,

and they have to yield. At the
same time, the struggles of the
proletariat of every country and
the Workers States impose this.
The masses look at the Workers
States and say:' In those countries
there is no unemployment'.
It is necessary to feel that
the British masses see also that
in the Soviet Union there Is no
unemployment. It does not have
the form to express it, but. part of
its staying in the Labour Party
is because it sees that the Workers State is superior and It
aspires to arrive at being a Workers State. It does not have the
leadership, the preparation, the
understand Ing, it does not push
forward the political life, but the
working class lives politically.
It the working class did not live
politically, fascism would have
triumphed twentytive times over.
Fascism cannot organise a movement because it would crack open
and it has to export bodies like
Kapller.
It shows its impotence
because they do this to see it
they can animate fascism. This
means that the bourgeoisie has
no other force or perspective. It
prepares the war because it does
not have any other solution and
in the worst conditions tor itself,
with the neutron bomb which will
return against it.
It is necessary to realise that
in the Labour movement, trade
union movement is important, but
what decides is not the trade
union as a trade union. It is the
workers, yes, who decide - but
politically. They have an immense strength which It is necessary to support in the trade anions
but it is necessary to create a
leadership. And the leadership
cannot be made
in the trade
union movement. It is not the
trade unions that lead the party.
They influence it, but there is a
relation of interest between the
Labour bureaucratic layer and
the bureaucratic layer of the
aristocracy of the Labour. This
relation today is not immoveable,
the process no longer feeds them.
The nutrition which maintained it
ceases. In Germany also.
There are quite a lot of symptoms of crisis in Germany. They
pay, they give to the unemployed,
but this is going to be changed.
The unemployed is going to have
to accept the work they otter or
But now the
be thrown out.
worker says: 'This is not my work,
I want my own work'. Now they
give to the worker only a little
while to make his mind up. As
the deficit of the state increases
enormously, they take measures
to remove the subsidies. Payments tor pensions, holidays,
medical services, decrease. The
price of the transport doubled.
In Germany, it is the dearest in
the world.
Then it is necessary to feel
that the process which advances
does not strengthen the existence
of the labour aristocracy, be it
British or German. Now it Is not
sustained but weakened.
The
Communists hope for this but
without party, without policy.
Hence they say: 'We are the Party
of the working class'. No, the
working class is not going to the
Communist Party. The working
class is going to take power as a
working class in the Labour Party.
It is necessary to discuss with
the Communists publicly, analysing to orientate them, to persuade them that they are not the

patty of the working class. These
are not just words! The Communist Party had existed since 1926
and it has nothing. They have
fifty yeacs of tradition and had
the support of the Communist
International and of the Soviet
Union.
In the Labour Party one cannot be deceived by what happens
at the top. It is necessary to see
that from the top, from Callaghan
down to the worker cadres, there
is a whole layer of bureaucrats,
not one sector, but layers of
bureaucrats.
Now the British
economy cannot concede to the
bureaucrats, it does not support
and affirm them economically.
In Germany they are still sustained, but soon it wi II stop there
also.
This is accompanied by
the advance of the struggle of the
masses of the world which influences Britain. It is necessary
to rely on this process.
One
cannot expect a rectificaqon of
the Communist Party, nor is there
any place tor them to do it. But
It is necessary to expect an
impact ot the world course of the
revolution in Britain. What is the
course, what is Britain going to
be tomorrow? Labour? This is
absurd! It is not going to be
Labour!
A process where the
capitalist economy Is going into
disaster whilst the Workers States
advance is going to influence in
Britain. The Labour leadership
is not Immoveable. It is not firm
or secure. . It has no resolution,
because it is in the wrong. The
apparent resolution there is in
the Labour leadership is because
there is no other leadership.
And it Is based on the errors and
false policy of Stalin and of the
But now
Communist parties.
there is no possibility ot continuing supporting oneself on this.
Capitalism cannot give more
support. It is necessary to count
upon such perspectives.
It is
necessary to feel that to make a
task of education in Britain has
to be made in Britain. Education
does not mean to teach, but to
learn to be persuasive and to
intervene in the education of a
new leadership.
28/8/77
J. POSADAS

Eurocommunism
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surphJs value created by the
proletariat and in the name of
whose interests does the Labour
government allocates it to arms
manufacture and war preparations? We propose a
democratic functioning for the
Party, not a farce of democracy
or a democratic jargon. We
propose public meetings,
debates, with the Communists,
the left groups, the trade uni'ons
and the workers, together with
the comrades of the Labour Party
to discuss. What is the way to
construct the Party, transform it
into a Socialist Party. We will find
that a thorough discussion leads
to the conclusion: "democratic
socialism' and 'eurocommunism'
do not exist. What exist is the
dictatorship of capital, and
democratic socialism has to
mean the struggle against the
owners of the means of
production, against the state of
the owners, the capitalist state,
and therefore, against its stooges
in the Party, which includes very
centrally, the government. We
propose that all this be discussed,
articles be written, papers and
pamphlets written by the Labour
comrades, to elucidate all these
problems, and organise the
Labour Party into a . Socialist
Party, whatever the ruptures this
may entail.

THE AFRICAN REVOLUTION SHOWS THE ONLY
WAY TO PROGRESS IS BY SOCIAL
TRANSFORMATIONS
The perspective of a whole continent being taken out of the hands
of imperialism is being raised with the development of the revolution
in Africa. In a previous stage, this situation would never have been
accepted without the invasion of imperialism to protect their own
interests of plunder. Now, however, imperialism cannot do anything
to prevent themselves being thrown out. T.n particular, the British
Empire, which once had extensive boundaries encompassing a fifth of
the world, is now non-existent. Under developed countries have found
that the only way to progress is to carry out a policy of social
transformations. They have no possibility of a bourgeois phase of
development.
The changes in the policy of the workers states have meant an
enormous impulse to the world revolution. The Soviet Union and
Cuba, through their interventions in Africa, to Angola and Ethiopia,
have confronted the capitalist system and have not allowed NATO to
invade. It is the audacity of the workers states which force
imperialism to feel that they can no longer dominate as before. The
question of a whole continent being expropriated from imperialism
could not have been envisaged without a change in the policy of the
workers states. Faced with a constant series of defeats, Owen went as
the representative of British imperialism to negotiate to contain the
revolution. But all the lengthy negotiations to try and find a bourgeois
solution were a failure, because the 'nationalist' movements have still
insisted on the armed struggle to finish with the reactionary regimes in
Rhodesia and South Africa. Thus despite all the pressures to find a
conciliatory solution - a middle road - between the forces of
reaction and progress, this has not been possible.
The negotiations of Owen appeared as though they were supporting
the downfall of the Smith regime, but all the sinister intentions of
British Imperialism remain. For example, the criminal massacres
perpetrated in Mozambique by the Rhodesian forces, which were not
at all condemned by Owen. British imperialism can no longer openly
afford to support South Africa or Rhodesia, because of the lack of
any social support at home to do this. It shows a enormous weakness;
Britain, a country with imperialist traditions and every aspect of its
culture fused integrally with this heritage, cannot maintain the last
vestiges of its Empire. They have not been successful in containing
the revolution by trying to modify the more blatantly repugnant
repressive character of the bourgeois regimes there, in order to justify
their continuation. Not only cannot imperialism stay in the colonies,
it is kicked out by the revolution. It is this changed situation which
means the possibilities of advancing much further in the struggle
against British capitalism at home. Imperialism has immense military
resources and yet it is impotent to prevent itself being thrown out.
It has vast quantities of wealth and capital but nowhere safe to put it!
The queen is able to give honours of the British Empire, but she
doesn't rule an Empire any longer! In other words, British
imperialism has an apparatus, which tries to maintain a facade of
strength thereby hoping to continue the submission in thought of all
sorts of sectors, but really the epoch of imperialism is over, the
colonies have almost disappeared, and the peoples who used to be
subjected to their rule instead are able to develop towards socialism.
Africa has been a victim of continuous plunder by various
imperialisms throughout its history and the result is that not one single
country there has ever been developed. The myth of British interests
coinciding with the peoples of the colonies is dearly demonstrated in
the enormous division between rich and poor. The under developed
countries are left in the framework of exporters of raw materials to the
large capitalist countries, because if the internal economies of these
countries were able to develop, they would compete with capitalist
interests elsewhere. Thus the ruling class has no interest in providing
a decent standard of life for the population, because their structure as
a system does not allow it. Their disinterest for the people exists for
this reason, and they have no possibility of altering it. The masses
refuse to continue to accept their subjection to the poverty and
squalor which they have to suffer daily, when they have the example
of the workers states which show that it is possible to develop the
economy for the benefit of all the people. The workers states can
open up new areas of territories which were immensely backward, and.
almost uninhabitable, like Siberia, whereas, in South Africa, all they
can do is clear away the slums by bulldozing the shanty towns and
leaving families homeless. The masses in Mozambique, Angola and
Ethiopia, even with the scanty existence to which they are accustomed,
are decided in their attitude to throw out the bourgeoisie, to throw out
.private property which is a block to the progress of humanity, and
construct socialism. Whilst in Zimbabwe, Mugabe, has spoken of,
, socialism as the only solution. The masses in Africa are therefore not
at all backward, they recognise that a struggle for social
transformations is fundamental and provides the only way for them to
develop. Expropriation of imperialist interests, nationalisation of the
land, and state monopoly of foreign trade allow planning so that the
internal economies can develop for the first time.
One of the principles of imperialist thought which is still apparent in
the labour movement is the conception that somehow Britain is
different from other countries in its struggle for socialism. With the
disappearance of the Empire, this concept has less and less bases to
prevail because it is increasingly difficult to attribute to imperialism
a force which manifestly it does not have. The petit bourgeoisie have a
considerable solidarity with the struggle in Africa, and see that the
masses of the world have thrown out the queen of Britain. The
unquestioning attitude towards the monarchy in the past now tends to:
lead to an ambience of discussion about whether we need a queen, and
the role she plays. How to solve the problem of the under developed
regions .in Scotland, Wales and Ireland? In Africa the people found
that the only solution was a struggle for social transformations.
Why not develop this struggle here? If British imperialism has been
thrown out elsewhere, why should it be assumed that somehow it can
maintain itself internally? It is only an apparatus which prevails, not
any inner dynamism or capacity.
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left does not control the Labour Party and they do not have an anticapitalist programme which poses social transformation in this
country. And one of the aspects which impedes the discussion and
formulation of an anti-capitalist programme is the equivocal attitude
which they have to the government of Callaghan. They still hope to be
able to influence and to reform it. The truth is, of course, that in all its
actions the Labour Government defends capitalism. It maintains the
imperialist role of Britain in the assassinations and repressions in
Bermuda, in Ireland and in the support of the policy of yankee
imperialism in NATO, in the Middle East, in Rhodesia and South
Africa. Internally it gives large subsidies to private industry like that
given to Chryslers or it gives a sector of North Sea Oil which was
developed with government finance to private industry in the form of
a free gift. Its attiftlde to the firemens strike is not that of a
disinterested party standing between the bosses and the workers. No,it
is that of someone who supports fully the bosses and who does
everything possible to break the strike. It is true that the margin for
reforms within capitalism is very limited and that capitalism has little
if anything to give. If the firemen win a concession they will be
followed by the police and all sorts of other sectors of workers in
demanding a better standard of living. But even within the limited
reforms allowed by the system it has to be recognised that the Labour
government is absolutely committed to the interests of capitalism.
The Labour left in order to advance has to repudiate the policy and
actions of the Labour government in the same way as they repudiate
the statements of Wilson and Owen.
There is still a possibility of Governments of the left in this final
stage of the death agony of capitalism and this is a very obvious
possibility in both France and Italy. However a different kind of
Labour government is determined by changes in the Labour Party and
this means that the left has to organise itself as a tendency based on
the anti-capitalist programme. In order to do this it has to find the
force which does not exist in the strncture and apparatus of the
Labour Party. And that force is not new, "democratically selected
MP's" but the working class. The working class is the force in society
which by its nature is collective, is communist and has an interest in
social transformations. It is the proletariat which, in the final analysis,
transmits all the influence of the world socialist revolution, the
struggle of the masses in Africa, Asia and Latin America which is
expelling imperialism, the existence and development of the system of
20 Workers States and the struggle of the masses in France, Spain,
Portugal and Italy. Its most concentrated expression is the Soviet
Union. It is necessary to break the united front of the unions with the
government, so that the unions unite with the Labour party on a
programme of social transformations.
The question already posed in the Labour Party itself - and this is
the significance of the crisis of the links with the world Communist
movement is "where is Britain going"? This discussion has now to be
widened to all the masses, to the working class, to the women, the
students, the police and the army. As Comrade Posadas poses we have
to say "Where is Britain going" and to add "to Socialism" and this
on the basis of a programme for social transformation, an anticapitalist programme of nationalisations and workers control In this
discussion has also to be posed the necessity of the Labour PartyI
Trade Union United Front which means to link the problem of the
development of a new anti-capitalist leadership which is going to take
place in the Labour Party with the force of the proletariat which is
organised in the trade unions.

THE AFRICAN REVOLUTION
The struggle for anti-imperialist positions therefore means
struggling against capitalism here. The best way to give solidarity to
the Afi:'ican revolution is to struggle against the imperialist role of the
Labour Government. Owen's trip to Africa underlined the close
relationship with Yankee imperialism where Owen is carrying out the
joint policy of the Yanks and the British. A new left in the Labour
Party and trade unions in this country will be formed on the
understanding of the need for a policy of social transformations
and to break with the imperialist policy of the Labour government.

EUROCO••••UNISM
· •n. 0
•••
such conceptions, all
we
can see is that they permit de
facto the defence of the dictatorship of private property and let
the government get away with
murder. The government is
murderous, because it defends
the social interests of private
property. And private property in
total crisis is murderous. It seeks
to resolve the crisis by means of
throwing out old people from
hospitals, closing schools,
stopping public health and
services and giving all resources
to private industries, and war
preparations. This is murderous,
how can any one confuse this
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with 'democracy'?
For all those, and they are
many in the Party, who talk of
'democracy' and show such a
concern for it in the USSR for
example, why do not they call for
democracy in the Party, allowing
di~cussions, public meetings,
with the trade unions and
workers from the factories, to
discuss such problems? Why
should the article of Wilson be
discussed by selected bodies and
the NEC? Democracy must mean
more than this. And in depth, it
has to mean the right to question
what use is being made of the
Turn to page 3

TO FUNCTION AS A PARTY,
THE LABOUR PARTY CANNOT
TAKE A EUROCOMMUNIST
POSITION
The recent dispute between the Wilson tendency in the Labour
Party and those who support Mitterrand, and the final re-election of
Kitson to his post in the NEC are signs of crises in which the
relationship of the Party to the Soviet Union is being re-appraised,
whilst sectors of the Labour Party would like to link with the
Communist movement only to the extent to which this relation is still
within the bounds of 'eurocommunism'. Eurocommunism is a
contradiction in itself, because Communism is a world wide
conception, a universal system, whilst 'euro' refers to a localist,
national or particular conception. It is a conception which comes from
the abandonment of the universal method of thought, of marxism in
the world communist movement in a previous stage, and also part of
the policy of conciliation with various national bourgeoisies.
What is at stake therefore is: "which way for Labour? The way of
Communism, or the way of reformism?". When such a question
begins to be posed in the Party, it is because the bureaucracy and the
right of the Party find it less easy to isolate the Labour and trade union
vanguard from the world, and the reality of the construction of
socialism in the world. Such a discussion is still veiled and distorted
by the weight of the apparatus of the Party. The left of the Party has
to seek to debate these problems radically outside the apparatus, but
in the Party so as to construct a Socialist Party from the Party which
there is today, towards a Party for social transformations. We propose
that this discussion helps a clarification on the objectives of the left,
and their realisation of the need to construct from Labour, a Socialist
Party.
MITTERRAND

AND A LINK WITH THE COMMUNISTS

The rejection by the NEC of the
Party of the article Wilson wrote
in the 'Figaro' , the re-election of
Kitson at his post, the continued
link with the world Communist
movement in general, all this
shows that the right and the
centre - who dominate the
Labour Party
are not
completely successful in crushing
discussions,. debates and judgements in the Labour Party on the
nature of Communism. It is
important to define what
'democratic socialism' is. For the
Labour leadership in general it
tends to be capitalism. And as
there are no publications, there is
no party life in the Labour Party,
except for groups of comrades
who try to orientate themselves
in the various areas where they
are, then, antagonistic conceptions continue to co-exist in
the Labour Party. This maintains
the heterogeneity of the Party,
and allows the control of the
parliamentary Party over the
Party and in the end, the
submission of the Party as a
whole to a purely electoral
functioning, not a school of how
to construct Socialism. The
debate between the Labour Party
and the French Socialist Party
over 'Mitterrandism' shows that
whilst the right and the centre
can still dominate through the
apparatus, the left is the one that
has the interest to link with the
Popular Union of France, with
the CPSU, and in general with
the world Communist movement.
We call for articles, conclusions

to be drawn, public meetings and
discussions by the left of the
Labour Party and the trade
unions, on the question of
eurocommunism. Wilson warns
against it, confusing it with what
he calls 'Mitterrandism'. In fact
he warns the bourgeoisie against
it because the Labour Party links
not with Mitterrand only, but
with the French Communist
Party and the debate in the world
Communist movement. Wilson
acts as the policeman of
imperialism in the Labour movement. The fact that the Socialist
International has such leaders
(he is a secretary of it) shows
how entrenched the Labour Party
is in the social interests of private
property, and what international
links these social interests have
constructed in the workers
movement. But at the same time,
the NEC has denounced him,
which was necessary. However,
it is not enough, because still the
confusion remains. Supporting
Mitterrand without clarifying the
position of the Party over
eurocommunism, still leaves the
Party open to confusion over
what is 'eurocommunism'. It is
good to reject Wilson, but not
good enough to welcome
Mitterrand. It is necessary to
discuss that Mitterrand has
intervened in the Wilson/ Labour
Party conflict, saying that he
defends his relationships with the
Communists, for the sake of
'democratic socialism'. This
tends to maintain the confusion
which there is in the Labour
Party and we call for a discussion.

EUROCOMMUNISM MEANS PRIVATE OWNERSHIP
'Democratic Socialism', is
clearly the hope to construct
Socialism differently from the
USSR, avoiding the confrontation
with the state and the insurrection
of the workers. This is also what
the Communists who support
'eurocommunism' are trying to
do. Such a conception can exist
in the head of comrades. But in
reality, it cannot exist because
power in the capitalist system is
not exercised through individuals,
or through parliament. Even
though individuals and parliament
can play a role, what decides the
functioning of the country is the
economic functioning, through
production. Production is the
process by which the surplus
value is created, and therefore

the wealth of the country over
and above what it consumes.
This surplus value is appropriated
by the capitalist class which
owns the means of production.
The overall policy of the country
then, is decided by the need for
the ruling capitalist class to
appropriate the surplus value.
The main decisions like the
sending of troops to Bermuda,
the investing enormous sums in
arms manufacture, the handing
over of the oil shares to private
property, the repression of
N. Ireland, the imperialist function
of the government in Africa and
elsewhere, and even the day to
day condition of life and work of
the workers who produce the
wealth, and their continued

assassination at work for profits,
none of this i$ subject to public
scrutiny, intervention, debate
and disagreement. It is imposed
by the economic functioning of
the country, dictated by the need
of capitalist accumulation and
preservation. If there was, at the
point of production, a force to
prevent the boss from dictating
in this way, then the boss would
have to be deprived of his right to
ownership of the means of
production. Then, the workers
would dictate where to invest,
and for their own interests. As
this is antagonistic with the
interest of the boss, who wants
the largest profit possible, then
it has to be either one - the
boss - or the other - the
workers who decide in
production. The daily confrontations that arise from the
constant struggle of the proletariat against the boss, is the
class struggle. There, in
production and in the economy,
the real battle is fought on who
controls and for whose interest.
Portugal shows very clearly
that when the land was taken
over in
Alentejo, and most of
the firms and banks put under
workers control, a dual power
situation was created, which
needed to stabilise the full power
of the proletariat by means of a
state form adequate to workers
power (to start with, a Socialist
and Communist government).
However, as this was not
achieved, and the Socialist Party
refused absolutely to support
itself on the Communists, it is
allowing the capitalist class to
struggle to reclaim its former
possessions and power. If
democratic socialism was
possible, then we should have it
in Portugal. The comrades of the
Labour Party have to discuss why
is it that there is not a democratic
socialism in Portugal. There is
not, because power is not in
parliament, or in one parliamentary
leader or other or in the prime
minister. It is in the economy,
and the state is the organism
which has structured itself in the
economic relations to stabilise
the power of the dominating
class in the economy. So, to
obtain 'democratic socialism' we
need to expropriate the
bourgeois class of ownership
through which its dictatorship is
exercised in the economy and
through the state apparatus.
Otherwise, the bourgeois state
continues, which has nothing
democratic about it.
OVERCOME EUROCOMMUNISM
TO CONSTRUCT THE PARTY
Eurocommunism and democratic Socialism have this in
common that they are conceptions in the mind, which
cannot have an application in
reality. Had they an application in
reality, the socialist parties would
have led by now to the construction of new states. And
what have the Socialist Parties
achieved? This discussion in
serious because it leads to giving
the reaction a force it has not.
The lingering on of these
conceptions in the Labour Party
delay the process of the construction of the Labour Party into
a Socialist Party with a programme
of social transformations. For all
the concern for 'democracy'
expounded by the defenders of
See left-hand column
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DISASSOCIATE THE LABOUR
PARTY FROM THE NEUTRON
BOMB, WITH A CONSISTENT
ANTI CAPITALIST PROGRAMME
The recent declaration of Callaghan in support of the ne~tron
bomb shows that the labour government is committed to the
defence of the overall interests of imperialism, and its war
preparations against the Soviet Union and the other Workers
States. The intervention of the USSR firmly against the Nicosia
provocation and the neutron bomb, shows that the USSR
intervenes politically in the world arena and against this
preparation of imperialism. The discussion is Czechoslovakia
about recentralisation of the planned economy with increased
role for the Communist Party, and support for the Soviet
Constitution, shows that the discussion to unify the world
Communist movement elevates, thus increasing the weight and
pressure of ideas for the unification of the world Communist
and Socialist movement. including in Britain. The speech of
Marchais in France, against the Social Democracy and its past. is
going to renew the pressure in the Socialist movement. and the
labour Party, to discuss where does one go, with the
programme of capitalism? The answer is simple, demonstrated
by the actual labour government. With labour, i.e., Social
Democracy, the capitalist system is sustained with the blood of
the workers, and the neutron bomb is supported. The absence
of denunciation by the labour Party, or the trade union
leaderships of the speech of Callaghan, means that the
government can then decide what it likes. It comes from a lack
of political life, of awareness of. the stage we are in, and of
consistency in understanding. The labour and trade union left
must adopt a firm, consistent anti capitalist programme. In the
absence of this, the labour Party continues to support Callaghan,
the neutron bomb, and the imperialist policies of the government
at home and abroad.
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THE ORIJINISITION OF THE lEl/JERSNIP
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J.Posadas.

In the situation of Britain there are better conditions than in the title "where is Britain going" it is
past for a programmatic discussion, not only on the workers necessary to say that it is going to
movement, on wages, but a discussion of anti-capitalist programme socialism. Now it is not as in the
and objectives, intervention of workers control with the anti-capitalist earlier stage, socialism or
programme, statification of the ports which are a very great business barbarism.
centre of capitalism, statification of the companies which are
necessary to help the ability
profitable, whereas they want to statify Leyland and other enterprises to Itsreason
scientifically and
that are collapsing. The government pays and they say we are going to dialectically and
aim a greater
statify. It is an operation for the capitalists. There are better quantity of textsto at
sectors of
conditions for prQposals, discussions in all sectors and the party must cadres and leaders.
THE SPEECH OF CALLAGHAN SHOWS THE NATURE OF
be preoccupied with these problems, making a preparation of
- THE GOVERNMENT
publication and of selling, to.intervene as a tendency in a much more
The crisis in the Labour party
The crisis of the capitalist system makes it so that there is no
planned way. The objective comes from the fact that the crisis of is important. It is necessary to
policy of reform in this stage. Reforms simply do not exist. To
British capitalism has no solution. Scottish oil which before was the take it as one of the forms of the
believe that capitalism will recuperate, and bring about some
solution now has no importance and the crisis of capitalism continues maturation of revolutionary
other ameliorations in the life of people is illusion. This is proved
like that of the rest of capitalism in Europe and there is a continuity of progress iq. ~µrop~ an,4"~to see tbe.~
;-splits in'the Communist· Party as
now by two thirds of the planet being under regimes of workers
the very big crisis.
states or revolutionary states, .an<t the rest in Q; process~: of ;· < ;,•;:: Aiiexptessf6ii of'this depth of party is as great as the Stalinism part of this. Wilson became old
overthrowing what is left of it. As Labour as we know it today,
the crisis of capitalism, is the step of Stalin. It is Stalinism applied and has the face of a tremendous
which Yankee imperialism has in Britain. It is not the same hypocrite and a despot. Moreover
had meant reform, the very structure of the Labour Party has
produced labour governments for reform. As reform is
taken in the name of world because Stalinism had a conception they are impotent people, quite
excluded, the labour government remains what it has always
imperialism in the Sadat-Begin and.meaning from the experience incapable. They have a conception
been, a defender of the capitalist system. Today, to defend the
negotiations. They are negotiations of the workers states, whereas the of life in accordance with the
capitalist system means support to the EEC against the Workers
aimed to seek an ephemeral and bureaucracy of the Labour party power of Britain.
States, support to NATO, endorsement of the 'neutron bomb',
superficial conciliation for what? comes from the capitalist state.
The writer Wells wanted to
and war preparations against both the Workers States and the
seeking for what? the development But the objectives are the same, convince Lenin that he could not
proletariat. This is not due to the ability of the labour
of the economy? to contain the that is bureaucratic layers who advance in the way he was
waste of resources in the live by plundering and are against going. He wanted to stop Lenin
government. It is inherent in the defence of capitalism, becoming
increasingly repressive and reactionary as its power is being
production of military equipment? the workers state. Both have an doing the same in Britain as in the
It is preparing something more
threatened.
interest in impeding the revolution, Soviet .Union. He gave him
advice when he was writing the
on
their respective sides.
The conclusion for the labour comrades, is that there is
significant, the counter revolution
history of the world. The first
in the Middle East.
nothing to hope from this labour government - .or any other
It is necessary to intervene part of the history when he begins
labour government - except reaction and repression. The
The development of the developing the discussion, with the origin of the earth is
demands .for this are not in the good or bad will of the reformists,
workers state which supports demonstrating where Britain is generally
bad, that is when he
but in the economy, which demands a furious attack on the
openly the liberation movement going and that the USSR is deals withnot
natural
When
masses to attempt to survive in world competition, and
of the masses and attacks openly characterised by the progress he begins with the sciences.
social
process,
politically, in the need of yankee imperialism to prepare for war
"euro-communism" is a very which it is making, in spite of the
is bad. This Wells said to Lenin
against the Workers States. The so-called 'diminishing'
great influence in Britian. The stage of Stalin and the it
that
Britain was a different
contribution of the present government into NATO is only a
Soviets have diminished quite a bureaucracy.
c0untry and that Russia was
reduction in comparison with what they would have liked, but in
lot the attacks and the description
The economic structure of the backward.
actual fact it is a very powerful increase. The support of
of "reformists" or "agents of workers
state allows planning
Callaghan to the neutron bomb, as yet un-denounced by any one
All these like Wilson believe
capitalism" in relation to the and between
the layer which that capitalism is an immutable
including the Communist Party in this country - brings this
Communist parties and the directs the planning
and the thing. If one says, look there are
labour government to the natural conclusion of its function: In
Socialist parties. It means that planning itself it is the
latter twenty workers· states, they do
line with the assassins of the world, it prepares to kill workers,
they are seeking to influence and which determines. The leadership
masses, so as to try to preserve the dying regime. It cannot be
not see what its about. Neither
impel them.
subjects, contains, perverts, but Wilson or Callaghan are
an issue which goes un-noticed in the labour Party and trade
But in Britain they are still cannot put it on one side.
unions, and we call for a rejection of this together with a
intelligent, because intelligence
as though unaware of
discussing
discussion on an alternative programme of 'out from NATO',
looks at the state of the world but
It
is
necessary
to
discuss
a
great
all this, even in these left wings deal on the progress of Britain, these see the workers states and
'Down with NATO', full support to the liberation movements
who propose the programme of
and revolutions in Africa, withdrawal from Ireland, and the
on what is it based? It is necessary say "these people are · mad,
the Soviet Union. They do not to
organisation of the left in the labour Party.
discuss the conception backward types".
live these experiences. They have Monarchy-Democracy
versus
It is necessary to see their
diffused in Britain, through the Socialism. It is necessary
to uselessness and the small
bureaucracy of the Labour party, discuss where is Britain going?
the conception that what must be the title of the book of Trotsky intelligence which they have and
discussed about the USSR is that on Britain. In the epoch of besides they do not believe in the
process. They see the workers
there is no liberty, that thought is Trotsky
THE NICOSIA EVENTS SHOW THAT TENSIONS ARE ON
wrote other books on the states and believe that it is all an
being
strangled
and
that
people
THE VERGE OF WAR
situation in Germany and accident because they have a
are oppressed not economically, whither
France. The titles fatalistic sentiment of British
but oppressed.
The 'Entebbe' type of intervention in Cyprus by Egyptian
corresponded to that stage. imperialism.
troops is, in one way or other linked to the CIA and Pentagon,
ItS a whole structure of thought. Today now, one knows where
who would like to see the increase of such incidents in the world
They are administrators. They
And the Stalinism of the Labour the world is going. To the same
so as to provoke the Yankee army into going into that part of the
world, to bring yankee imperialism and Carter that much closer
to war against the Soviet Union and the Workers States. This is
the policy Sadat is serving, and in this way, he finds a role which he can no longer play within the arab camp anymore.
•ASPECTS OF THE PROGRESS OF PARTIAL REGENERATION IN
In this way, yankee imperialism is preparing for war. Such an
THE WORKERS STATES
explosion shows the very great tensions on a world scale,
including in countries less central to the overall interests of the
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are the leadership of a party
which is linked to the working
class but they are the
administrators of private property.
They do not have any intellectual
preoccupation or any general
opinion on art, music, theatre or
children. What they do is to
celebrate the queen, to pay out or
receive money and impede· the
workers taking power, to save
capitalism. They are mules of this
stage of history. They are part of
the group of mules which leads
British imperialism. None of
them have any cultural value.
This Wilson
when they
asked if he had read Marx, when
they criticised him in the party
said "I got as far as the first
eighteen pages, but I did not feel
capable of reading the rest".
It was a reference to the peasant
problem on which Marx made a
synthesis.
One has to .begin by realising
that nothing can be expected of
them. They do not have the
conception that socialism is
inevitable, that it is necessary for
the conditions of history, of the
economy, of the intelligence of
people and this is why there are
workers states. They believe in
the immutability of the queen.
It does not occur to them that the
whole of India, Asia and the
Middle East which were once
British are so no longer. It does
not occur to them to see that
Russia was one of the allies of
British imperialism and today
there is the Soviet Union. This
means that Russia no longer
depends on British or German
imperialism. All this is not
discussed by Labourism, by any
of them. The Labour movement
is a movement absent from the
progress of history, like all the
Socialist parties. Sectors go to the
left, but they are insecure and
unstable. This is logical because
they do not have historic proof.
The communists even if mistaken
have the workers state, which is
the origin of all the Communist
parties and they feel themselves
part of this and part of the
workers states.
Leaders are going to arise who
are going to propose a special
British way to the workers state.
And in the epoch of Marx itself
there were those who spoke about
''the customs of Britain, the
economic development of
Britain".
Then it is necessary to influence
a new layer, a new marxist layer.
Now it is not the epoch of
Kautsky. Today it is necessary to
see the process in relation to the
USSR and the world process. It is
a stage superior to the stage of
Trotsky. It is another combination
and another relation of forces
with the revolutionary movement.
Our activity is aimed to
influence, in this stage of great
concern for political and
theoretical problems, which are
not apart from practical activity.
In the practical activity all the
necessary level of the theoretical
and political activity is expressed
in concentrated form. It is a stage
which allows one to discuss and
to exchange ideas, which impress
and influence the leading cadres,
because a process is developing
independently of what they think.
A global process is developing,
of the advance of the revolution
of advance, advance and they
have no reply to this process.
They do not understand and they
fear it. They do not have
theoretical and political
preparation. They think as an
apparatus. They are bureaucrats
and have bureaucratic relations.
They see the advance of the
revolution as a fatalistic

consequence and not as the result
of the struggle of the working
class. They do not see the
progress of the struggle for
socialism which is eliminating
capitalism constantly throughout
the world.
They do not .see the result of
the struggle of the working class
and this spirit and the resolution
of the working class as a
consequence of the intervention
of the Soviet Union and of the
workers states
and that the
crisis of the capitalist system has
its essential origin in the workers
states. All this influences the
militant, the cadre and prevents
them programming and remaining
satisfied with the programme or
remaining to await the result of
the programme. It impedes them
because the process is very deep
and demands the development of
the anti capitalist struggle. The
depth of the process comes from
the fact that the working class of
the capitalist countries is
intervening with the exploited
masses of Asia, Africa and Latin
America and the masses of the
workers states. This deprives the
bureaucrat, the socialist or
communist leader of the security
of working arbitrarily. It forces
them to think and in the progress
of the struggle of the masses, the
crisis of capitalism, the
impossibility of capitalism
responding to this necessity,
means that the bureaucrats, the
workers states, the communist
parties have to progress in the
anti capitalist struggle.
Without programming of
structuring a programme, they
have to fight against the capitalist
system. This stimulates within the
communist parties discussions,
exchanges of ideas, experiences
and comparisons because the
previous line was to expect that
capitalism would become
exhausted that conditions would
allow a wing to be able to
advance in the struggle against
capitalism. But it is the world
process of the class struggle
which advances, advances everywhere throughout the world,
even in some countries, where
there is no great weight of the
working class or an important
party of the working class. There
are relations of forces already
structured and determined. This
forces them to discuss and to
exchange ideas, to see a reality
which means that they are
nothing and that they have no
weight, no importance and that
they contribute nothing, either
with ideas, or with positions, or
with policy or economically or
with programme. On the other
hand, there is the advance of the
workers states, of the Communist
Parties and they advance not on
the line of reforms or of relations
or alliance with the capitalist
system, but they advance against
the capitalist system.
This creates within the
Communist Party and the
Labour party, the need to discuss,
to compare with the workers
states, to discuss the minute
development of the communist
party and help it to understand to
advance, to understand the
necessity for the revolutionary
programme and policy. These are
the conditions of the development
of the class struggle which unites
the workers states with the
masses of the world. It means
that capitalism has to confront
the crisis, essentially the workers
states, because it is the economy
of the workers states, the struggle
of the workers states, the support
which the workers states give to
the struggles of the masses of
Asia, Africa and Latin America
which is essential factor of the

crisis of the capitalist system.
The process acquires forms
which were not in the mind of the
British communists. They believed
that they were in the party of the
working class - they said it and all at once it is shown that
they are not the party of the
.working class, nor a working
class party. They are a petit
bourgeois party which does not
have an important workers base.
It has some important worker
leaders, but it has no important
workers base. On the other hand
and at the same time as this
condition, this situation, the
development of the struggle of
the world is teaching and
influencing layers of the Labour
party to understand that social
transformation is necessary, and
in this process all the problems of
backwardness, of the queen, of
socialist Britain, have to be
resolved.
The intervention of Posadism
is fundamental in this process
because better conditions are
opening, conditions so that we
may be listened to, so that they
read us and that they take us as
orientators and organisers.
A condition of the class struggle
is developing, of the progress of
the socialist revolution or
towards socialism which makes
necessary the continuity, the
homogeneity of the programme,
of the policy, of the experience
and poses as a consequence, the
advance of the workers states
that these have to progress.
Then a process of anti bureaucratic struggle takes place. There
is a very great anti bureaucratic
struggle in all the workers states.
This with the crisis of the
capitalist system and with· the
progress of the struggle of the
masses, allows. the creation of
better conditions to discuss with
the Communists and the Labour
sectors. One must discuss not on
the minimal problems of Britain,
of staying confined to Britain but
the problems of the world. Now
this is expressed and influences
Britain.
Britain is the result of the world
relations of capitalism. Then it is
necessary to see the influence
which Britain receives in this
situation. To discuss this with the
communists meansto discuss also
where are the Communist parties
going? And the Communists
have never discussed what is the
function of the communists in
Britain. They have never discussed
this, we, yes. It is necessary to
discuss where is the Communist
Party going? What is it doing?
what is its objective?
Our British section has to feel
that it is necessary . to have a
political and theoretical
preparation which is much better,
more profound, more consistent
and in an uninterrupted form
together, with the usual and
normal activity. They have to
see the situation as a very good
condition for the development of
the section. It is not a chance act,
a moment, but a progress of the
struggle for socialism, advancing
in a very combined form, and the
crisis of capitalism is part of that.
The process of the class struggle
is expressed in the workers states
which influences and increases
partial regeneration. It is expressed
in the various workers states
which resolve that capitalism is
preparing the war. Before they
did not pose it, now yes. At the
same time that capitalism is
preparing the war, the form of
impeding this preparation of the
war is by supporting the struggles
of the masses of Africa, Asia and
Latin America.
They do not do this in a
coherent and constant form,
uninterrupted but it is their line.
This allows a discussion in the
communist movement and our.

intervention so that we can
influence, above all taking into
account, that conditions exist to
intervene and that the Communist
Party does not intervene. Our
intervention must be determined
by this relation which exists.
We do not wish to impose with
analysis, with good articles, but
articles which do
respond to
the level
relate to the preoccupation of the militant of the
Communist or left Labour leader.
It is necessary to see what must be
written for them and for this the
party has to be much better
prepared. It is necessary to live
much more intensely, to make an
activity to publish much more
and to write on Britain, showing
that Britain is the result of the
relation of the class struggle of
the world.
Conditions do not allow the
bureaucracy of the workers
states, of the Communist parties
to conciliate as before with
capitalism in a co-ordinated or
constant form. It has to attenuate,
diminish and confront the
capitalist system. All these crises
with the dissidents arise because
before they had an - audience.
All the dissidents came from the
USSR and represented layers of
the bureaucracy. Now there are
bases of influence in the workers
state which stimulate them to
advance in the construction of
measures, even if of a general
order but of measures towards
socialism and to support the
struggle of the masses against
capitalism. It is not co-ordinated
totally, but yes it is a struggle in
support of the masses. This is
expressed in the Communist
parties and in the Labour party

also. It allows better conditions
of discussion, of proposals, of
programme, of policy and
objectives.
Then it allows our influence,
because they do not see a group
but a small number of very
capable militant cadres. For this
the section has to be politically
mature to be able to do this task.
In the newspaper it is necessary
to write much more on all the
problems, of where is Britain
going? What is the programme to
deal with the backwardness of
Britain? The trade union
programme? what is the
programme? It is necessary to
show that the programme is the
struggle for social transformations.
Without awaiting social transformations, it is necessary to
stimulate some measures and
changes.
Within the Communist parties
and the Labour party there is a
very great influence of the
revolution. And this influences
the leaders because it forces them
to have to discuss objectively and
with us. The process drives them
to the understanding that what is
happening in the USSR was not
foreseen by them but by us, yes.
What happened before and what
happens now in the USSR was
also foreseen by us, not by them.
A better theoretical and
political preparation of the
section, a better understanding
and good conclusions and translations are necessary. There are
articles where there are quite a
few errors of translation and
where Posadas says one thing
and something else takes its
place.

THE INFLUENCE IN BRITAIN OF THE UNINTERRUPTED
PROCESS OF THE REVOLUTION
We consider that in Britain a struggle for the left is developing and
is going to develop. But it is not fixed or firm with a programme.
The base of the British proletariat, the cadres of the British Labour
movement are concerned, want to know what is happening, and they
make analyses in general which are correct. They are stimulated to
want to understand what is happening in the world, and above all
what is happening in Britain. Why are there no changes? Why not
change Britain? The Labourites, the leadership is closed and does not
want anything of this and has an influence on the Labour masses.
The left influences the Labour masses a great deal but it has no party
and does not know how to reason, does not have any antecedents of
revolutionary or class reasoning.
It is necessary to write is the Labour party but it has
considering that they are neither programme nor the
comrades who are hostile or leadership of the working class.
indifferent towards the workers The working class is concentrated
states because they come from there. What is the solution in
the education of the top leader- Britain? Euro communism? or
ship. And the top leadership was Communism without the Euro?
based on the stage of Stalin. Thus it is necessary to write to
All the barbarities of Stalin were orientate. What is the crisis in the
used by the Labour leadership.
world communist movement?
what does it mean?
There is a need to discuss, for Pluralism
and
also
the
problem of Interexample what a Labour leader nationalism which
they limit to a
proposes in support of the Soviet
relation
of
the
leaderships
and of
Union or of sympathy with the
the bureaucrats.
USSR.
All the experiences of the
Other labour sectors show that
they incline to the Communist USSR are very valid for Britain.
party and a great mass of the Discuss euro communism.
Europe, or Socialist
middle class, republicans, liberals, Capitalist
Europe.
Euro
communism means
catholics can be won by the
a capitalist Europe or a Europe
communists.
which is going to incline towards
It is necessary to propose that eliminating capitalism which is
it is good to win them but with a the Europe of the workers states.
programme and a policy which
does not place in question the
The section should discuss the
freedom of the party that allows political and theoretical preit quite a big intervention.
paration and more regular
In the workers states also, they publications, better publications
discuss all the problems of the and improve the themes with
construction of the workers articles which answer to the needs
states including eurocommunism, of people. It is necessary to
Communist Europe, the problem discuss more in the party the
of coffee and the crisis of coffee problems of the USSR, of the
which is the crisis of capitalism. struggle for socialism in Britain
People take less cafe but are more and the concrete programme for
combative than before i.e. they now, to intervene in the problems
stop taking coffee to prepare to like the firemens strike, but
together with this intervention, a
overthrow the capitalists.
programme and the discussion
It is necessary to discuss with which they are making in the
leading cadres on very elevated Labour party which has more
problems: the construction of the importance, so as to influence
party of the working class, which layers who are leaders and
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Aspects of the Progress of Partial
Regeneration in the Workers States
There is a process of development and ascent of the class
struggle on a world scale which is of discussion of ideas, of
principles. What is being discussed as a fundamental question, is
not to make one or other strike, to go to elections. This is being
discussed as a practical activity, but what is being discussed as a
centre, which develops each time in a more elevated form
elevated in number and scope, is the preoccupation of all th~
cadres, all the militants of the various parties on the following:
how to finish with capitalism. This is the rhythm within which
the whole of humanity moves. How to finish with capitalism.
Capitalism is on the defensive every day. Each time more it is
made to back down and to defend itself. The capitalist system
does not even confront the workers states by trying to say:
"look, we are better than them, we are superior to them". All
that they do is to use the weaknesses of the workers states, of
their leaderships. Whilst these are still insufficiently developed in
comparison with the scientific, economic and productive
capacity which they already have, capitalism cannot make any
social human comparison between them and itself. This is a
fundamental argument.
The capitalist regime has behind itself two thousand years (of
private property), and the workers state hardly have 60 years of
existence. Also from this, you have to discount the stage of
Stalin which was one of the most backward stages in history, of
the most obnoxious. The workers state was just stopped in its
ascent. Its leadership - Stalin - made a retreat from the
programmatic objectives, and so he retreated in the method of
interpretation, he perverted the intelligence which humanity had
acquired through the workers state. And even this being so, it is
Stalin who was finished with and it is capitalism which is being
finished with; it is the injurious bureaucratic method which is
now being done away with. And the workers state, advances.
That is to say the workers state is a necessity of history, and had
it not been so, it would have not triumphed. When the workers
state is shown to be a necessity of history, a part of this
necessity of history itself is based, finds its points of support.
and develops in the intelligence of people. It is not a problem
determined by leaders. Socialism triumphs because from the
child to the grown up man, intelligence generalises itself in
humanity, all are elevating towards Socialism. Socialism is ·a
necessity of history, and marxism is a necessity as the
instrument for this history, and we form part of this instrument.
At the same time, there develops, in the World Communist
Movement. the need to return to principles, to respond to the
advances which can only be accomplished now through
principles and not just through manoeuvres, or numbers. It has
to be done with principles and, in general, principles mean
marxism. It is this which later determines the consistency and
the continuous qualification of progress itself. We, ourselves, are
part of the actual progress towards a new world leadership.
The demonstration that we are part of this, is to be found in the
programme of the workers states, and in this last declaration
made by the Soviet Union; that is, by the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union (PCUS), the government, the trade unions, and the
Konsomol {Young Communist league). They have just called for
the 'extention of Socialist incentives'.
We have already proposed that in the Soviet Union it should be
possible to distribute to 'each according to needs'. Brejnev
himself has spoken publically of this which indicates that he
aims at a base which has a very large authority in the Party.
Even in the outcome of this, which was that he had to satisfy
. other tendencies, the discussion is not closed. Now they return
to the basic principle of 'to each one according to his needs',
which is that "Socialist incentives" are. This is the basis for the
principle to 'each according to needs'. The Chinese, for their
part. are going backward over this, they return to 'to each
according to capacity'. And moreover the incentive is now the
whip and the stick which is a "material stimulus"! The whip and.
the stick! Anyway, if you have a material stimulus. of any sort.
there must be a whip and a stick. Today, in the Soviet Union,
they respond to all this by abondoning the whip and the stick.
The dissidents take no account of such things; however such a
small detail demonstrates the immense progress of principles
being made, and we have been the only ones who have upheld
such principles.
The progress of the world Communist movement resides in
that it already discusses, as a whole, in the global structure of
the revolutionary movements of the world, and it discusses
principles. And the preoccupation of the Communist parties and
of the Socialists of the left. of the leftist movement itself, - the
leftists in a lesser extent - is to discuss principles, not just if
"eurocommunism" is right or not. but to discuss the experiences
of the Soviet Union. They now take these experiences as a
centre for reference, as a centre for consistent organisation, and
they do not just mention them as if they were only casual
examples of the process, or just better examples. They take
them now as a unifying centre from which all the other
experiences surge. The experience of the Soviet Union is not. as
yet. a complete one however. But in three decisive aspects, yes
it is complete. These aspects are the centralisation of property
and the planning (of the economy), .and the intervention of the
workers movement, and the preparation to combat the capitalist

FASCIST MOVEMENT.... comes, not from a mass fascist
continued from page 8

brought to the surface. The state
apparatus is involved in active
nuclear preparations against the
workers states. This is where the
threat to the workers movement

movement. The standard of life
of the masses goes down, the
repression in Ireland continues,
the fascists are defended in the
streets by the police, the prevention
of Terrorism Act was brought in,
who did all this? Capitalism did
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system, in a confrontation of final settlement of accounts.
This, in .fact. decides all the rest. Therefore we are part of this
discussion. It is no longer a question to discuss how we
intervene, how we make a strike, how we go to an election - we
also intervene in these aspects in accordance with what we can
do - but at this moment we intervene with a power, a security
and a force which are enormous in the discussion of ideas, of
principles, of orientations of programme.
We do this task because it is a necessity of history, and it has
to be done; someone had to do this. Had it been accomplished by
a movement superior to ourselves, we simply would have gone
with them, this is why we went to the IV International of Pablo.
When this was done, then, we constituted this movement of
ours. There is a verification of all this in the decisive way, in a
way which is not insecure or unstable, expressed on a world
scale and, among others, there is one of the greatest events: the
partial regeneration is expressed in a very elevated form in this
resolution in the USSR for 'Socialist incentives". This means that
it is preparing for a decisive confrontation with the capitalist
regime and with the 'Socialist incentive'. This is to say that it is a
just principle. The advance of the workers state with material
incentives is insecure. Because it allows the development of
internal forces, which, in any case, are linked to private interests
and through them, to capitalism. On the other hand, the
development of Socialist incentives develops the link with the
objective necessity of Socialism and not the necessity of each
'Russian' or each 'Soviet' person, but the necessity of Socialism.
For our part. we have developed with the foresight. with the
security of foresight that this is a process which cannot be
substituted for. Even though Socialism is a necessity for history,
for the development of the economy, of science, of human
intelligence, it has. nevertheless now a secure minimum base to
spread the world over in a short time. This process of advance to
Socialism is also expressed in the internal life and struggle for
Socialism which there is. Now it is no longer backward things
which are being discussed but the most elevated forms which,
themselves, are discussed in a backward way, on a very small
scale. Now what is being discussed is programme, policy,
experiences which are those of the first seven years (of the
Soviet Union). The seven first years are returning, returning.
These are the conditions which determine that we have such an
authority. We have reason, we have the force to develop and
already we have advanced much in being considered - as. we
are already being considered - as a part of the leadership of the
world Communist movement. Already we are considered to be
so, we are not just one more group.
All those who were in the old Trotskyist movement. went.
There is not one movement outside of ourselves which
represents the thought and the objectives which Trotsky had.
The thought and objectives of Trotsky were identical,; but the
thought was determined by a limitation in the perspectives and
possibilities of his time. They were to defend the Soviet Union,
to extend the Soviet Union, and we, ourselves, follow this.
Outside of us no one is doing this task. And now it is clear that
we are part of the leadership of the world Communist
movement. which has such a task of responsibility of analyses,
of conclusions, of scientific purity, but this we do it in order to
give concrete programmes. We do not do this in order to make
literary constructions, but to give concrete programmes for
action. We are doing this.
The International is a force which is necessary in history. It is
necessary, as it was in Trotsky's time. It is not so because of the
need for numbers, but because of the need for quality which ..it
represents by being able to analyse, to draw conclusions, and to
give orientations. Because of the very structure of the world
Communist movement itself, this function is necessary. Had the
Soviet Union continued to develop itself with Lenin, there would
be no need to stress this. Lenin did it and so did the Bolshevik
Party. As the Bolshevik Party did not continue, then the USSR
has developed solely because of its historic structure of ·state
owned property but it has not developed or had the necessary
influence because it lacked a leadership. Today, the Soviets have
the necessary influence but in a movement which itself has
developed with distrust in the Soviet bureaucracy; and has
developed itself parallel to it. They have developed with methods
and forms which rested on the Soviet bureaucracy. The new
workers states, moreover, have not elevated the development in
the world Communist movement because there has been so
many years of harmful policy on the part of the Soviet
bureaucracy. This is why there is room for this function which
we play, and if there was no such room, we just would not exist.
We are not critics of the Soviet leadership hoping for its downfall
and for the creation of a new movement. but we accompany the
evolution of ascent ofthis new leadership.
This is one of the most delicate tasks, perhaps the most
delicate in history after that which Trotsky fulfilled. The most
delicate because it demands the security of working, not as a
group, but in function of the objective need of humanity, as the
best marxists.

it, the Labour Government did it,
not the fascists! Who assassinates
the prisoners in Germany?
Capitalism did it, via the state
apparatus under a social
democratic govemmentJ These
are fascist methods indeed! Then
the way to combat fascism is to
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c'!mbat the state apparatus which
gives support to the fascists.
The way to combat fascism is to
discuss the fundamental question
of how to end capitalism. Ending
the regime of private property is
the most effective way to end the
fascists and to smash the state

apparatus is the best way to end
the fascist methods which the
regime employs to defend itself.
What is required therefore, is a
discussion on an alternative
programme to private property
- that is, the nationalised,
planned economy.

THE SOVIET INTERVENTION IN
ETHIOPIA - A TRIUMPH OF THE
PROCESS OF PERMANENT
REVOLUTION
The Ethiopian-Somali war has
demonstrated very clearly the
character of the world revolutionary
process and the balance of forces
which overwhelmingly favour the
workers states led by the Soviet
Union (the "socialist countries").
The forces who seek in the British
Labour party to advance in their
comprehension of what is happening
in the world and to develop a
consistent left with an anti capitalist
programme, have to take account of
the Ethiopian experience in all its
aspects as an example of human
progress in this epoch.
On one plane the. intervention of
the soviets and Cubans in Ethiopia
has brought out the level of
concentration of the historic process
and the change in world relations
since Vietnam. There Yankee
imperialism intervened massively and
directly over a series of years to try
to contain the world revolution.
It was concerned to stop the
formation of new workers states in
Vietnam, Cambodia and Laos which
would act as further examples for
South East Asia. They tried to smash
the Vietnamese masses into extinction
and they failed completely. On the
other hand the Soviet Union and
China intervened in support of
Vietnam but in general indirectly
with supplies etc. Clearly Vietnam
could not have survived without the
support of all. the other workers
states but compared with the
insolent direct intervention of Yankee
imperialism, the intervention of the
Soviet Union was restrained. Now in
Ethiopia, it is clear that the Soviet
Union had acted in a much more
audacious way and Yankee
imperialism does not feel it has the
strengtli to intervene directly in
opposition. World imperialism, the
United States, Germany and Great
Britain certainly assist an indirect
intervention via Somalia with military
aid from Saudia Arabia but they dare
not send Yankee troops directly to

break the Ethiopean revolution. This
is the continuation of the debacle
which led to the loss of Angola and
Mozambique. Yankee imperialism
feels that to intervene would be to
confront its own people. But the
Soviet Union and Cuba send in
troops and supplies without any
conflict with their own people
because the masses of the socialist
block ·support the struggles of the
peoples of the world against
capitalist and feudal enslavement.
It is true that the leadership of the
Soviet Union delayed somewhat its
intervention largely because they had
not grasped the reactionary character
of the leadership of the Somalia
revolutionary state (it is possible for
the masses to progress in some
measures against imperialism and
capitalism but the leadership may
well not represent that process and
the Somali leadership is an example
of this). But once it was totally clear
that Barr was acting in the general
interests of world imperialism the
soviets took swift action to aid the
Ethiopian revolution. The Soviet
Union is the continual basis of the
progress of the world revolution.

THE SOVIET UNION IS OBLIGED
TO SUSTAIN ALL THE
STRUGGLES AGAINST
IMPERIALISM AND CAPITALISM
The imperialists try to interpret
soviet intentions as concern with
military bases. There is no such
"militarism" for its own sake. Soviet
intervention to support Ethiopia is
the logical extension of the workers
states. It is the logic of 1917, the
logic of Stalingrad and the extension
of the number of workers states after
the end of the second world war.
For the workers states to develop and
expand to advance to socialism, their

THERE IS NO
POSSIBILITY OF THE
DEVELOPMENT OF A
MASS FASCIST
MOVEMENT IN BRITAIN
The danger of a fascist
movement developing and
threatening 'democracy' is !l
current discussion in the labour
movement at the present time.
The bourgeoisie are encouraging
this discussion by trying to imply
that fascism is on the upsurge.
A systematic campaign is being,
waged by the bourgeoise, be it
through the newspapers, television
and radio, giving maximum
publicity to the fascist groups,
deliberately making it appear that
these groups are strong and
gathering momentum. The social
democratic leadership make
speeches as if they were worried
about a fascist threat to
'democracy', yet despite their
demagogy, they continue to
repress in Ireland and Bermuda,
they continue to ca"y out the
capitalist policy of reduction in
the living standards of the
population, they continue to
intervene externally on behalf of
British imperialism. It seems
strange therefore that such a
leadership should be involved
with a campaign for democracy

against the fascists and racists.
In reality, this leadership has the
interests of the bourgeoisie at
heart which are, to divert attention
from the really fundamental issue
which is demanding to be discussed
- how to end capitalism? The
capitalist system, based on
private property can develop no
more, it is in a total crisis,
there/ore how to end private
property? This is the discussion
which is being raised in every
capitalist cou11try. The world
communist movement is debating,
how to go towards socialism?
As the capitalist crisis is world
wide, Britain cannot be isolated
from it, and the problems of the
decomposition of the system are
as pressing as ever. What the
bourgeoisie most fear is a
discussion on the solution to all
the problems, such as unemployment, the reduction in the
standard of living, pollution and
all the social problems. All sorts
of smokescreens are invented,
like the dissidents in the Soviet
Union as a way to hide the
superiority of the nationalised,

-s--------------------

logic is to extend throughout the
world. Only in the world free of
private property is it possible to
advance to socialism. That is the
logic of the Soviet intervention
towards Ethiopia and it is inevitable
that this is part of the steadily
accumulating process towards the
final convulsion of capitalism, its
liquidation by humanity in the course
of the final encounter between
capitalism and the workers states.
Ethiopia is the continuation of 1917
and coming as it does from
unbelievable backwardness, it is the
proof that human progress inevitably
goes towards communism, that
humanity is not smashed by the
imperialist intimidation of nuclear
weapons and that as Cde Posadas
said "the world is ready for
communism".

Ei:HIOPIA HAS THE PROGRAMME
OF NATIONALISATIONS,
PLANNING, THE SMASHING OF
THE BOURGEOIS STATE
APPARATUS AND THE
COLLECTIVISATION OF THE LAND
A most important feature of the
Ethiopian revolution which has to be
reflected upon by the sectors of the
left in the Labour party, is that it
shows that humanity hes transcended
being dominated by the economy as
the basis for advance.
The Ethiopian army which prov:ed
to be the vehicle for social change,
which played the role of a leadership
was originally trained for a purely
counter revolutionary role. But the
total incapacity of capitalism to
develop Ethiopia to raise it from the
dark ages and the advance of the
world revolution especially reflected
through Vietnam, promoted intelligent
thought in this army to break from
its bourgeois role and play an

planned economy, and the
campaign against fascism and
racism falls into the same
· categ01ry, - a campaign to give
the · impression of a fascist
danger, by giving the fascists a
strength and force which they
simply do not have, as the basis
to prevent discussion on the most
fundamental issue, 'where is
Britain going?' Certainly not in
the direction of capitalism!
Another aspect to this campaign
is that it tends to stimulate these
fascist groups in their policy of
intimidation and violence,
encouraging the terrorisation of
the population, the beating up of
left militants. It forms part of the
repression which the ruling class
requires to defend the system of
private property. Big business,
unlike the time of Hitler, are not
pouring money into the coffers of
the fascists, because they do not
see any perspective of fascism
developing as a mass movement.
The perspective of capital is
increasingly to repress directly
using the state apparatus which
they have built up over centuries
to defend their interests. The
danger comes not from the
possibility of a mass fascist
movement being able to develop,
it comes from the state apparatus
itself, the police, the army, the
courts, all exist to prevent the left
from organising against the
capitalist system. Thus, the
Prevention of Terrorism Act, the
ban on marches in Rford, mass
police activity to defend the

objectively necessary role to transform based on that can no longer weigh,
Ethiopia on the basis of a socialist where the old apparatus of the
programme. It is necessary to see bourgeois state is being smashed,
this transformation not as the result is infinitely more democratic than
of an orientation from the Soviet anything in Britain. Ethiopia has put
out with the
leadership but yes as an orientation into practice whose roots lie in the existence of monarchy, in with the socialist
the Soviet Union and the other republic.
workers states which are based on
the nationalisation of industry,
planning, expropriation of the land
and monopoly of foreign trade. In
other words such a country with an
enormously backward peasantry THE OGADEN AND THE
suffering from illiteracy, lack of NATIONALITY PROBLEM
modern machines and without many
means of communication, is
The dispute between Ethiopia and
influenced by the most advanced Somalia was essentially invented by
experiences of world history. To this Somalia, and stimulated by
extent Ethiopia if economically far imperialism, because its backward
more backward than Britain, socially leadership thought in terms not of
is far more advanced. The revolution social advance and collaboration with
has eliminated the monarchy, as in Ethiopia but in terms of backward
Britain, representative of all that is national expansionism. This localist
most archaic, unthinking and mentality is convenient to imperialism.
reactionary. The principle exploiters, It has been used as has tribalism to
the landowners, the few who disturb and "balkanise" Africa.
appropriated the wealth produced Imperialism has tried to use the
by the many, have been shot or Eritrean movement in this way and
thrown out. Ethiopia has gone doubtless inevitable limitations
beyond the limits of private interest resultings from the inexperience of
and property. In this epoch the most the Ethiopian military team has
backward can become the most facilitated this but the process has
advanced because they can reach the brought dut again that imperialism
level of superior social relations and has an interest in utilising local,
even with problems of scarcity are national interests to hinder the
not dominated by conceptions of centralisation of forces tending
private accumulation and exploiting towards a socialist solution. Local
others. The British left has to interests are used similarly in
appreciate this, not with the view Scotland, Wales and Ireland. A
that nevertheless this has nothing socialist federation of Ethiopia,
to do with Britain but realising that Eritrea and Somalia is a necessary
Ethiopia is the result of world solution as is the socialist federation
political and social relations and is of England, Wales, Scotland and
not an isolated phenomena. Ethiopia Ireland on the basis of a nationalised
represents the current of human and planned economy.
history not the preposterous and
The force of the October revolution
medieval institution of monarchy and
of 1917 has reappeared in Ethiopia.
the lying farce of "British democracy".
It is a valuable contribution to history
Ethiopia with its mass committees
from which the left in Britain has to
involved in the running of a whole
learn.
range of social and police functions,
where the wealthy and the power

fascists, severely curtail
democratic rights, setting the
pattern for future repression as
the class struggle between the
working class and the bourgeoisie
becomes more intensified. The
ruling class can encourage sectors
to develop fascist methods, to
throw a bomb here or there, but
had they the perspective of
actively preparing a mass fascist
movement to confront the
workers movement, they would
have done so before.
There are not the conditions in
society prerequisite for a fascist
solution to the crisis of the
capitalist system. Reaction was
world wide in the epoch of Hitler,
Stalinism was part of this,
helping the conciliation of the
workers parties with the
bourgeoisie in ·each country.
Sectors of the petty bourgeoisie
saw no counter force of
attraction to Hitler, who seemed
as if he had a strong policy which
would solve the problems.
Without the existence of Stalinism,
Hitler could not have come to
power. Today, none of these
previous conditions can be
fulfilled. Above all, the revolution
is world wide and the workers
states are extending and gaining
increasing authority and influence.
The fascist groups which exist,
are not increasing but are rapidly
declining, numerically and in
social support, even in countries
which had a history of fascism
previously, like Italy. Despite all
the collusion of the state
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apparatus, giving support to the
fascists, such as the long discussion
between Webster and the police
recently, the fascists still find
themselves vastly outnumbered
by police protection squads.
Their tendency is to disintegrate,
not to grow. How is it possible to
say, therefore, that fascism as a
mass ·movement can develop in
the next stage? This would mean
a reversal of all these trends. In
what conditions could this occur?
Fascism means the confrontation
of capital with the workers
movement. But what is happening
is that capitalism does not have
the initiative, the workers states
have! The bourgeoisie in Britain
are always reluctant to confront
the workers movement politically
in any major strike and the
workers movement is never
crushed. To succeed, fascism
would have to smash the workers
movement, suppress the trade
unions, uniting the country
socially on that basis. It is
impossible for them to do it.
The 'fascism' of this epoch is
the nuclear war. Imperialism
prepares to confront the workers
states by nuclear means. This is
the confrontation of capitalism
and the workers movement on a
world scale which does show the
criminal nature of the capitalist
system. The neutron bomb is part
of this military preparation µnd
the Prime Minister of Britain
openly supports it. Surely this is
a discussion which should be
Turn to page 7

Workers of the World, Unite!

Subscribe to RED FLAG

Editorial

1 year ...................•. £2.00

. THE POWER OF THE ANTI

European Marxist Review
Publications

1 year. . .. .. . . .. . . . . .. . .. . £2.00

CAPITALIST PROGRAMME IS

Correspondence for Red Flag to: IV International Publications,
24 Cranbourn Street,
Londonw.c.2.

CONFIRMED IN THE
FRENCH ELECTIONS

monthly organ of the

The elections in France have resulted in a big increase in votes
for the parties of the left. The bourgeois parties have maintained
an electoral majority of seats due to the fraud of the
parliamentary system, with the number of seats, totally
unrepresentative of the votes gained. The Union of the left
gained nearly half the votes but the result gave the right far more
seats. The votes of the right are made up of whole sectors of the
rich and their allies who contribute nothing and just live off the
wealth created by the workers. The votes of the left on the other
hand consist of the fundamental parts of the population, the
proletariat and radical sectors of the petty bourgeoisie. The
Communists and Socialists have attracted the important sectors
while the right has maintained its electorial lead by mustering all
its own forces.
The Communist party represents the most important vote, for
it most clearly represented the programme of the Union of the
left. Throughout the campaign the discussion was about this
programme, why was this so7 In Britain In the elections there is
talk about the parties, the leaders or the opinion polls but no
such interest over the political programme. The concern of the
bourgeoisie about the French elections was that the parties of
the left had a programme that had a series of measures that
were against capitalism. If the Labour party in Britain wins an
election it has importance for it shows the will of the masses to
concentrate themselves around the party to create a left but it
does not have a direct result of allowing steps to be taken
towards the construction of socialism, as there are no measures
put forward by the party that threaten capitalism. In France the
Common Programme had included in it a substantial number of
nationalisations. This was not just to take over bankrupt sectors
of the economy, such as a Leyland, but to nationalise substantial
parts of the economy. The polemic between the Socialist and
Communist parties was over the central issue of how much to
nationalise. The importance of the discussion is that the extent
of the nationalisations means the amount of advance. To
nationalise means to progress, notto do so leaves the economy
in the continual crisis of capitalism.

abTo~~ fb:nii~~r;;;r~~~J.t\~i'

REVOLUTIONARY WORKERS PARTY .(TROTSKYIST)
BRITISH SECTION OF THE IV INTERNATIONAL (POSADIST)
Friday7April1978

276

PRICE 10p

THE HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE OF THE ELECTIONS
IN FRANCE
26.2.78

J. POSADAS

Elections do not resolve the problem of the crisis
of the political leadership in France. There are two
great worker political parties and they do not have a
single centre of leadership. It is a crisis of leadership.
The crisis is caused essentially through the lack of
previous programme and policy. Then it is
necessary to seek to influence the masses with a
programme and policy, in the factories and the
workers areas through meetings at the base, not
just resolving problems at the summits. It is
necessary to discuss at the summits, but also below
so that the weight of the masses orientates its
leadership with an objective. It is not a question of
saying simply "we want unity" but "we want a
programme ~d a policy". Hence it is necessary to
educate the party in the anti capitalist conception.
There .ts no solution to the problems by the
capitalist road.

the policy of the leadership is applied and imposed
on the masses, but the masses have the experience
taken from the progress of Vietnam, from the
workers states and they generalise it. In such a way
that they are not subjected to the limitation and
reduction of the policy which the lead'ership wants
to ca"y out, as Mitterand wants.
Let the communist and socialist masses dfsc~ss
with the communist and socialists leaders publically;
Discuss and take conclusions from the progress of
the workers states. How is France going to progress
if it remains in the capitalist system?. The crisis is
not through bad administration. It fs the crisis of
the capitalist system. A decisive proof fs that in
general the rhythm of production has now
recovered and unemployment is continuing to
increase because capitalism restructures production,
improving technology and in this way eliminates

or Mitter!'nd r.}escrlbe them or what they are g~ing
to do - in this case, the greater part of reason is '?n
the side of Marcha1s and of the French comn:iun.ist
party - but wh!'~ ~ the prog~amme, the ob1ectiv.e
to apply. T'!e. ens~ in Fra~ce is not because. there is
a bad !'dmmistration. It is true th!'t there "! a ba!'
administration, .b1ft w~'!t determm~s. the issue is
that capitalism ism cns1s and !h!'t tt !s aggravated
by the pr.oblem of bad ad_m!nistr_ation. But the
bl
t b d d
tr tion Then the
pro em ~s no a a minis "
•. •
pr'!blem is not to ch'!nge the admmist:ation.
Mitter'!nd must not believe that by changing the
a'!mln_istr'!tion. and that of the government, the
~1tuation is going to change. fVo, '!o· The pr_oblem
'! the programme. Capitalism is not going t!'
introduce changes. Any government which is
formed is eithergoing to administer in the interest
of capitalism and as a consequence be opposed to
the improvements in the conditions of life of the
proletariat and the provision of work for the great
majority of the unemployed or establishes a
programme at the cost of the interest of capitalism,
not of the country and of production. Then
production can continue to develop and the country
lives and elevates.

The essential basis of the crisis of the capitalist
system is the existence of.the workers states which
compete economically against the capitalist system
and socially show their superiority. The whole
campaign which capitalism has launched against the
workers states utilising the so called dissidents to
create doubts and rejection of the workers states
has failed, i.e. utilising them as an attack against
political leadershin. It was in reality an attack
r
against the workers state, against the socialist
structure of the workers state. The workers state
has impressed everyone. on the other. hand all the
capitalist countries are in crisis. This fs what has to
be discussed. In the workers state there is no
economic crisis. But yes it exists in the capitalist
countries
•
Whatever the electoral result in France, the
revolutionary process is going to continue because
the crisis of French capitalism and world capitalism
has no solution. If there is a socialist administration
with the support of sectors of the bourgeoisie and
of Giscard d Estaing this is goinp to lead to, !1
deepening, a much greater deepening of the cnsis
and is going to lead to an explosion in the socialist
party. There is no solution within the margins of the
capitalist system, because it is not a problem of the
administration but one of programme and policy.
If the programme consists in continuing to produce
to compete with the rest of the capitalist countries
- this is a problem of the bosses, of capitalism the crisis is going to continue. But if they statify, it
is not in competition with the other capitalist
countries and it will stimulate the level of life of the
population. It eliminates capitalists but it elevates
the standard of life of the population and there is
no paralysis of the economy.
It is possible that capitalism will threaten to
withdraw funds but they did this also in other
countries which todaY are workers states. Ther.e are
twenty workers states. They withdrelil capital
and it was no use. The cu"ency was changed and
the old money repudiated. In front of the threat of
the capitalists, it is necessary to say "we will change
the cu"ency'' we will change the French franc and
instead of the head of Richelieu, we will replace it
with the head of Karl Marx". Money it is true is a
creation of private property and accepted by it, but
it can be replaced very easily with another new
cu"ency which reflects the strength of the economy.
The world is not now strictly determined by
capitalist relations. It is the workers states which
determine. There are some workers states which. do
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nationalisations because, inspite of the leaderships' previous
declarations in support of Euro Communism, the origin of the
Communist party is the existence of the Soviet Union. In the
Socialist party there is the development of the left but the
process is slower as there is not the same historical origin of the
party. The workers states are the example of how to end
capitalism. In the workers states there exists a bureaucracy but
along with this every day, the life of the population advances.
"Dissidents" there are also, very few of them and very stupid
ones. The fact that Sakharov is not allowed to make a
demonstr..ti'on is not lack of freedom of the Soviet people, but

.,.

the stopping of someone who was openly campaigning for
Israeli imperialism that was massacering the Palestinian
masses. For capitalism those who support the killings of
imperialism are "defenders of human rights". There is a need
for the population to be able to intervene more, their intervention
is not like Sakharov, but it is to impel further forward the
leadership of the workers states in their support to countries
like Ethiopia. Also in France the left would have advanced more
if the discussions between the Communists and Socialists had
allowed a much greater intervention of the workers, rather than
the discussions being more limited to the leadership of the
parties.
The acceptance by the Scottish Conference of the Labour
party of resolutions which called for nationalisations illustrates
that the conditions exist for developing a left in the Labour party.
There are sectors that support measures of nationalisations and
from this it is necessary to construct a tendency in the party that
comes together to consistently campaign for an anti-capitalist
programme. The British Communist party in its Open Letter to
the Labour Movement proposes an immediate strategy to deal
with the immediate problems and then a long term strategy for
Socialism. Capitalism is in total crisis and the whole situation
in the world is dominated by the final confrontation between
masses of the world, represented in the most advance way by
the workers states, against capitalism led by Yankee
imperialism. Imperialism makes certain interventions like in
Lebanon, but they are socially very weak as is seen by the
crisis provoked in Israel. It is the Soviet Union that has the
initiative everywhere and this allows no possibility for capitalism
to have strength in Britain. A Tory government could be elected
which on· one particular issue might take a different tactic than
the Callaghan government, but it would be purely a change of
tactic not of essence. The question is not Labour or Conservative
government but of how to develop a left in the Labour party
that openly intervenes as a tendency.
The Labour left will be constructed with a programme that is
against capitalism. That is a programme of nationalisations
under workers control. There is no perspective for a programme
that seeks to ameliorate the extent of the present crisis.
British capitalism has no more force to recover. The Scottish
oil will not make it go any faster, it is in decay. When school
Tum to page 3
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The masses have t!' s*!e that it is a problem .01
pr'?gramme, 01. ob1ectiv~s and . 0! leadership.
It is not a q_uestion of SaJ;mg that it is necessary to
make a political leadership to resolve the problems
of France, but to pose, a programme to resofve the
problem! that capitall81!' has cr~ated, putting the
country in a cul de sac without exit.
These are the problems which have to be
discussed and which although they are not resolved
with the creation of a united front, are going to
weigh and the line of the solution of these problems,
lies in the rest of the struggles of the masses and of
the workers states. The solution is the workers
states. There is no solution within the capitalist
system. This is the conclusion.
The communists and the socialists must make a
united front on the basis of the programme which
the Communist party proposes which being limited,
is not inco"ect. It is necessary to extend it. It is
necessary to resolve upon besides, a united front of
communists and socialists with the trade unions for
the application of this proposed programme and
extending it. The masses must intervene, with the
organisation of discussions, meetings, in the
factories. Let the polemic continue between the
parties, but let the masses give their opinion.
Politics is not a laboratory controlled only by those
inside. Everybody has to intervene, atherwfse only

turn to page 4

THE FAILURE OF THE COUNTERREVOLUTIONARY OBJECTIVES OF THE
TRIP OF CARTER
5.1.78
J.Posadas
INTRODUCTION
We are publishing this text of Cde Posadas although written
two months ago because it provides the theoretical background to
un~erstand the ~eal n~t'!re of the Sadat-Begin talks and the
policy of Yankee 1mpenal1Sm. Th~ Israeli invasion of Lebanon the
attem~ted Egyptian commando raid in Cyprus and the seizu;e of
Moro ID Italy are all linked to the sinister, counter revolutionary
p~licy of Yankee i~J!erialism. Carte~ trip failed to unite the
Mi~dle East bo?rgeo1~1e, Arab and Israel, against the masses and
agau.~st the S~me~ Umon, ~ut the trip and its consequences show
that imperialism IS determined on war. It is a process of system
against system, the final encounter between capitalism and the
forces of socialism.

wells for themselves. They now
have made a calculation that the
latest discovery will cover three
quarters of the needs of Israel.
There is now Jewish bourgeoisie
with local interests which has the
tendency to imperialist expansion,
and the Yanks support this. But
also, formally, the Yanks
require that the Israeli appear to
yield.
But it is not a question of
The trip of Carter is a failure. Carter sought to encourage the form, but of content. The
bourgeoisie of the arab countries, particularly Egypt and to put an end content decides the form. The
to the clashes and divergencies which are inter-bourgeois that is the form is not going to contain the
competition between the rival bourgeoi9ie. He went to sho~ them that content!
Carter goes to contain the
there was no real important economic divergencies between them and
that those which exist, are simply due to social divergencies, coming inter-bourgeois dispute in the
from the masses of Egypt; but not of Israel, where there is no Middle East.to channel it towards
pressure. All this is a lie, because there is also a social pressure in a later confrontation with the
Israel. The attitude of the Israeli Communist Party shows this. It is revolution, and to put out two
~f~cult to see the dept~ of the process in Israel, but the colour on top fires which stimulate the
md1cates what there is below. The Communists have supported revolution, which are the struggle
Polis~~· they defend the Palestinians, and they say openly that the of the masses of the Middle East
Palest1mans must have a country of their own. This is very deep against Israel and , at the same
and they are going to receive a very great support.
' time,the inter-bourgeois dispute.
As Israel is an imported country, Socialism, and when divisions
When movements such as
it has a bourgeois base which develop even in Israel, this Polisario, and the Palestinians
does not correspond to its indicates the line which character- with Tal El Zatar, occur - it is
economic and social development. ises the Middle East. This is what because they express a will for
Half the economy is simply paid
imperialism comes to try to social transformation. It has been
for by imperialism through all curtail. It seeks to cut short the now one and a half years since
manner of loans, to make Israel influence of two movements the events of Tal Al Zatar. Since
play the function of policeman which geographically are very then, there has been a change in
in the Middle East.
small, but which express and that movement, which now poses
But when this policeman no reflect the will for social trans- openly the need for social translonger suffices and now Egypt formations of the masses of the formations, unification through
has become necessary, it is because whole of the Middle East.
social transformations. There is
the rebellion of the masses, is
Imperialism also wants to now a current which prevails in
very profound. This rebellion is contain the contradictions of the the Arab movement and which
not only expressed in Egypt, bourgeoisie in the Middle East seeks social transformations.
where there are strikes, mobil- which has meant that they have This current is also in alliance
isations, and the idiot Sadat was not been able to unite against the with the Soviet Union.
m~t. by solitude. They say that a . masses. ·Hence the instability of ·
Imperialism. seeks to contain
million of people came to welcome Syria, because they cannot unite, this process so that the Arab
him! But no, only solitude came. because they clash with the will bourgeoisie ally with Israel to
There were some youth of 14, 16 for transformations which come crush the revolution. The
and 18 and nothing more, and from the Syrian masses, the function of Israel, as policeman,
besides they had been paid. It is Egyptian masses, the Libyian is now no use for imperialism.
the same thing as the 'referendum' masses and the whole of the It is a policeman, without the
of Pinochet.
Middle East. This is not expressed means to act, without the vehicle
in
such an elevated manner in for moving about. The vehicle of
The manoeuvre of Sadat in not
appearing to confront or be Saudi Arabia or in Kuwait, but reaction is no good any more.
There are more and more clashes
opposed to the Palestinians, is expresseCl in Iraq.
between Israel and the bourgeoisie
indicates a very great internal
In
the
Arab
Emirates
there
is
for example that is forming in
opposition, which is social, nothing, there is no life, or means Saudi
Arabia. It is a ·very real
military, political and comes
of
expression,
but
in
all
these
clash,
because the Saudi
from the masses. All the movement of opposition to Sadat in countries nevertheless, there are bourgeoisie has its own interests.
Egypt, the strikes, the demon- movements against the Emirs. In allying itself to Israel, it has to
Carter comes along to seek submit its own interests for the
strations in defence of the nation- Thus
to
contain
this process and bring sake of the alliance against the
alisations and in defence of the Emirs his
support. However masses, but they hope nonetheless
Nasser, shows that there is a very he cannot offer
them much, to act on their own account.
large popular petit bourgeois and
peasant opposition. It is the because imperialism itself is in The same applies to the
apparatus of a part of the crisis and full of contradictions. bo•urgeoisie of Kuwait, and of
bourgeoisie and the army, which And he cannot manage much Syria. There are very real contrasupports Sadat. On this basis, money, because the dollar is dictions between them. They all
they try to create a whole falling. It is not falling through have an interest in concealing
mystique. But the policy remains manoeuvres only, but it really is the masses, but for their own
case that imperialism is individual interest. They are not
-a resolution taken by the apparatus the
falling
apart. In part, yes it is a yet culturally , theoretically,
in which the population does not
manoeuvre, to compete, but politically, even socially, formed,
intervene.
partly imperialism has nothing so they are all unstable.
There is a marxist movement else to offer. When they have to
Imperialism comes to substitute
of importance. But the popular 'manoeuvre' in the sense of
resistence is not . expressed money devaluation, it is because for this lack of firm formation
because there is no freedom, no there is a real basis for it. in the bourgeoisie. In Egypt and
democratic rights and there are Capitalist Germany could also in Israel, they are secure. but in
have 'manoeuvred' in this way, Saudi Arabia, a big power,there
repressions,
massacres,
is a national bourgeoisie which
imprisonments. What Sadat is but has not done so.
has interests in economic
after can be seen by his actions in
It
must
be
realised
that
yankee
development,
but this policy of
Egypt itself. He kills, assassinates,
went to the rescue of Carter, in the last instance, forces
condemns, and allows no imperialism
expression of democracy or the Arab bourgeoisies together it to submit to Israel. There is
with Israel, asking them.to make the contradiction, so imperialism
liberty.
a pact together, at the expense of cannot reach any permanent
The Palestinians and Polisario the revolutionary and social arrat;}gement. Yes, it reaches an
show with their little struggle progress of the Middle East. agreement with top · leaderships
that they have such an ambience, Even then, the pact cannot be but and these last 3 hours. After
such courage, such combative superficial because the contra- having made all these arrangeresolution that Tai El Zatar
dictions and the disputes between ments with Sadat, Carter in his
resulted, which corresponds to the Arab bourgeoisies and Israel new trip had to stay 2 more hours
Vietnam.
are immense, and go back many in Egypt - even though this was
years.
not planned - so as not to create
When there is such a decision
Israel has economic interests in rumours.
to struggle and the struggle goes
on without . being crushed, the occupi~d territories. They
Carter went on this trip so as
without being terrorised or have discovered oil wells to encourage capitalism and to
discouraged, when the Palestinians there. They are not going to give weigh on Egypt - which is one
unify their struggle with that of them back. They have built these of the decisive centres in the

Middle East. He took Schmidt
with him, who has nothing to do
with it. Carter does this to apply
pressure, and to give security
from the economic and social
support of the German
bourgeoisie. There we see the
function of the German social
democracy. Besides the support
of Schmidt to Egypt, there are
also the plans of imperialism for
Europe. As Carter is competing
with the European bourgeoisies,
he seeks to tie the European

bourgeoisie to a programme
which is going to involve
economically also the bourgeoisie.
Germany has bought or r~ed
about a fourth of the territory of
Zaire, to install and develop there
a counter-revolutionary base of
atomic weapons etc., to confront
Africa. Imperialism is not
preparing to develop the Middle
East or Africa economically, but
to confront militarily the development of the revolution there.

PEACE MUST BE BASED ON THE ECONOMIC AND
SOCIAL PROGRESS OF THE WHOLE MIDDLE EAST,
INCLUDING ISRAEL
The Socialist leaders and militant comrades, must feel that this is
so. Schmidt went to support yankee imperialism in this .miserable
perspective and this programme of atomic war, against the revolution
in the Middle East and against the masses of the world. But to develop
Africa it is necessary to develop its economy. Imperialism cannot do
it, it is just incapable and besides it is not convenient for it to do so.
It is simply outside all the calculations of the development and
existence of capitalism. At the same time the process shows the
intervention of the Soviet Union in ail these countries. It intervenes
with resolution and force. This should be considered by all the so
called 'dissidents' in making a judgement about the Soviet Union.
Not one dissident has opened his mouth against the installation in
Zaire of counter revolutionary atomic bases. It is an area of country
a quarter of Zaire, larger than the whole of Germany! Not a word
against the function of imperialism in this. On the contrary behind
al~ th~se dissidents, there is an opposition, an antagonism, and a
reJect1on of the Workers State as such. It was the duty - including
those who have divergences with the Soviet Union - to support the
present po~icy of the Soviets in Africa, because it supports objectively
the revolution.
Fidel Castro and Podgorny Socialist Federation of the Middle
went to support the revolution, East to develop the economy.
whilst imperialism goes to Africa Israel's technology capacity and
to crush it. What have the science must be used with the
dissidents to say about this? science, the capacity for work,
What is their position? What is the social weight and the social
their line? These dissidents and will for transformations of the
all the so-called Trotskyist
masses of the Middle East. This
groups or dissident Communists means a Socialist Federation with
have a policy opposed to all this. the right to self-determination
They objectively support the and the existence of Palestine.
policy of imperialism. They The solution to the crisis resides
support the criticisms against the in the elimination of the capitalist
line of the Soviet Union which is system, the elimination of
purely progressive and favourable imperialism, the construction of a
to the development of the anti Socialist Federation of · the·
capitalist struggle and ,the Middle East, includin~ Israel and
progress of history.
appealing to the masses of Israel
to
overthrow the capitalist
It is necessary to appeal to the
system.
Arab movement to discuss and
make appeals for the unification
Look at the fundamental role
of the struggle to expel which Algeria is playing as a
imperialism, to oppose the lie of bridge and centre for the develop-·
'peace•, and the negotiations and ment of part of the struggle in the
the agreements between Sadat Middle East ag~inst imperialism
and Israel which is at the cost of and against its allies such as
the revolution. It is necessary to
Morocco and Tunisia, who are
pose: We want peace, and to have the principal and strongest allies
it, the American power has to be of imperialism. Algeria stimulates
broken by military means. Peace the struggle against them. To
cannot be achieved in the present defend itself Algeria has no other
political and social situation resort than to impel these moveprevailing both in Egypt and in ments. Algeria is in process of
Israel. The top layer of the passing from the self-defence
Egyptian bourgeoisie and the policy which it has had to this
landed bourgeosie basically day, and of impelling the
makes a pact with the Israeli revolution, to a conscious stage
bourgeoisie against the progress of a direct defence of the
of the revolution. This peace revolution to impel its own
which they say they are going to revolution. It influences the
make is not peace at all. It is an Middle East, and the trip of
agreement of the top bourgeoisie Carter is powerless and incapable
against the masses of these of stopping this, because the
countries to contain the revolution- process comes from the experience
ary process. It is to prepare the of the Arab masses, which they
war against the masses of the did not have before. In Egypt
Middle East and against the also the masses show that they
Soviet Union. Such is the have the experience to develop
objective of Carter's trip.
the revolution, but they lack
leadership. All the old previous
It is necessary to appeal to the system of parties and trade·
Palestinian masses, to the unions prevent the masses from
Polisario masses, to those of mobilising and developing.
Israel, Egypt, Syria, Iraq, and Hence all this struggle is now
Saudi Arabia, to make a freeing itself from the old
movement based on a programme submission, to the apparatuses,
for the progress of the Middle the mystical life of the parties,
East and to include Israel in it. and advancing towards a Party
Progress of the Middle East living for ideas, and for
means social and economic re!volutionary social anti-capitalist
development. To do this, it is discussions. All this is going to be
necessary to start inevitably with stimulated.
the social transformation of
agriculture and oil, the use of
natural riches to be able to
transform them.
An alliance is necessary, of all
the countries of the Middle East,
of the masses with the right of
self-determination of Israel and
the right of Israel to remain
within a unification of the

FOR A FEDERATION IN THE HORN OF AFRICA WITH
THE ASSISTANCE OF THE WORKERS STATES

imperialism. As for those who
accuse the Cubans and the
Soviets of supporting these
movements, take a look at these
movements. The Soviet Union
supports all the movements
which are anti-capitalist! This is
what has to be said. This is no
longer the stage of Stalin.
Stalinism is no more! There is a
bureaucracy which in order to
develop the Soviet Union must
impel the revolution and the
Soviet Union is linked to the
development of the anti
capitalist struggle.
We call on the Ogaden
comrades, the Eritrean comrades
to make this discussion and to
break from allies who are
bourgeois and who just use them,
as
Sudan, Saudi Arabia and
Somalia are using them.
We call also on the leadership
of Somalia to discuss the
conclusions of the historic
backwardness represented by the
alliance they have with such
countries as Iran which is linked
to imperialism, against a country
realising and putting forward
profound social transformations.
Ethiopia forms Soviets which
shows clearly that the intention
of that country is not to create a
regime of imperialist oppression
or of invasion, but of a social and
economic progressive development
towards Socialism. All these
tendencies like those in Somalia,
Ogaden or Cambodia, which
oppose either Ethiopia or
Vietnam who seek to break the
centralisation of progress,
express forces which have local

and national interests without
being necessarily imperialist
themselves. Bur they end up
linked with imperialism because
local interest reflects backwardness and not the progress of
history.
The progress of history can be
measured very simply. Ogaden
like Somalia needs to develop its
economy in order to advance.
There is no possible progress on
the basis of a fragmentation into
local interests. Culture is not
something which can expand
under a fragmented form, but is
the already existing base of
scientific and cultural knowledge
- which is the Workers States.
The Workers States represent the
most elevated form of social
cultural and scientific capacity.
Such is the base for the development of the country.
The Ethiopians made Soviets,
and organised the masses. This is
not done to defend local interests,
or interests of property, but to
defend objective interests and
impel the struggle for social and
economic progress. This has to be
discussed. When Somalia adopts
this attitude of opposition to
Ethiopia, it is because they fear
that the progress of the revolution
will influence Somalia, including
the organs of Soviet power to
break the stagnation of Somalia.
In Somalia now, there is no
political life, there is no trade
union organisation which has a
political life. In Ethiopia, on the
other hand, the trade unions have
organised Soviets where people
gather, discuss and participate.

make their own, intervening m
this form. The Workers States
could for example, make the trip
which Castro and Podgorny
made. The trip of Carter is a
reply to that of Castro irnd
Podgorny. He went to show that
imperialism does not abandon its
allies. This shows how weak
imperialism is and it shows also
that it has to be overthrown.
Carter comes to stimulate the
counter revolution. The visit of
Castro and Podgorny was to
impel the revolution. This is what
they all came for. But when
imperialism has to go in person,
it is because it has no strength.
In the Middle East a programme
of progress for the Palestinians,
and Polisario, must be made,
to allow them to constitute theiI
own countries. Its necessary to
appeal for the formation of a
Federation against the capitalist
system, against imperialism, with
an appeal for the revolutionary
unification of the movement with
a programme for social transformations and a call to the'trade
unions and the workers centres of
the world to support them against
the capitalist system and to
develop a programme of social
transformations addressed to the
Arab masses, to the masses of
Israel, to the Communist Party
of Israel. We call on them to
make a still more audacious
intervention, showing that the
struggle against capitalism,
against the Israeli-'Egypt agreement which is against the
progress of the Middle East can
only be done by calling for the
destruction of the bourgeoisie of
both Israel and Egypt and going
forward to a Federation which
includes self determination for
countries like Israel, Palestine,
and Western Sahara. The
perspective is not in an agreement
with the United Nations, but an
agreement arms in hand. The
United Nations are absent from
a'.ny of the large problems of
history. Now no one remembers
that they are still around, or if
there are Natidns and even less if
they are United. The agreements
and conventions are always
resolved by force.

It is necessary to call on the Workers States to elevate their
intervention, and also to intervene on the process of Ethiopia, which
forms part of this situation. The war in Ethiopia is a war invented by
imperialism. But it is also previous social and political backwardness
that created these conditions. To resolve this problem, the movement
for the liberation of Eritrea the FELP which wants the liberation of
Eritrea, and which wants also its independence from capitalism, must
be called upon to seek to unify with Somalia, Ogaden, and Ethiopia in
a Federation. Within this they can plan the economy, whilst
maintaining their cultural independence, seeking economic
concentration and later, scientific development will promote the need
for a cultural concentration. This is the historic and progressive way
to resolve the problems of the country. To maintain the division into
national stratas and ethnic divisions divides the social. economic and
cultural forces.
None of these countries has and to the Communist parties to
any cultural tradition. The intervene on this line. It is not a
previous cultural tradition of the question only of the formal
Arab movement is already lost. aspects of the independence of
After the Arab movement there the Ogaden, of Ethiopia, or of
was a whole historical process Eritrea but historical conclusions
which included the development of progress for each country,
of science and technology under which is what has determined the
the capitalist regime. One has to course of history.
start from these facts, and not go
has not been determined
backwards. There is .no need to onHistory
the
basis
of the interest of one
sit on top of camels any more to'
cross the desert, when a plane can or the other country, but on the
basis of the need for social
do it in 3 minutes. In the same historic
progress, which elevates
way there is no need to go back to the
population. The fragmenting
Mahomed to resolve problems
which Marx resolved in 2 minutes. of countries is a retreat and
We say this with full respect for backwardness and allows the
the religious creeds. But a domination of imperialism, of
discussion has to be called on this the capitalist powers and of the
basis, with all the movements and bourgeois sectors, feudal and
the Communist parties to large landlords. Thus it is
intervene on this line and also necessary to appeal for the
with the Workers States, for drawing of such conclusions to
example, with the Soviet Union resolve problems which cannot be
which is in the process of resolved within the capitalist
intervening and very well. The system, and to prepare to resolve
Soviet Union must be called on to them together with the struggle
intervene by launching appeals against the capitalist system and REPLY TO THE COUNTER REVOLUTIONARY TRIP OF
under this form, so that the imperialism.
Ethiopians call on the masses of
The problems of Ethiopia are CARTER WITH AN ANTI-CAPITALIST STRUGGLE
the Ogaden to draw such an inheritance from the past,
The trip of Carter was to affirm the bourgeoisie, in its defence
conclusions. They already do when the country was divided against this process. Carter also tried to affirm the French bourgeoisie
this in part. I believe that the into many fragments, ethnic against the Communist and Socialist parties and against the Popular
Ethiopians are limited in their zones and tribes. Today, the Union. This trip is not fortuitous. It was prepared. It had the aim of
search to influence this move- capitalists use this, as they do in defending the capitalist system. It was not a courtesy trip, but one of
ment, because constantly reports Ogaden, where sectors which political treachery. But when the President of the United States in
appear from this movement of sought social development make person has to go to the Middle East, it means that he has no force or
tendencies which show they are a front with capitalist sectors authority and that he does not feel capable of deciding as he wants by
looking for an agreement.
against the objective progress of crushing the revolutionary movements, because of the existence of the
the revolution. There is no logic Workers States. Then the countries of the Middle East have to feel
in this movement of Ogaden that one of the essential bases of their strength is the existence of the
It is necessary to discuss that it
is not a question of resolving which aspires · to social anti Soviet Union of Yugoslavia, of Rumania, of Cuba, of China, even
ethnically by a process of turning capitalist progress and is allied China;which is allied to reactionary, counter revolutionary sectors.
inwards, but in the evolution of to the large feudal lords and
Carter comes to re-inforce the bourgeoisie of Europe and of the
At the same time the world
the process. Thus in the Soviet the imperialists. So, a discussion
Union the most backward has to be conducted. The situation Middle East ·and prepare them for the confrontation with the crisis of the capitalist system is
countries have structured in Ethiopia exists in Algeria and Communist and Socialist movement on the road towards social evident and its powerlessness to
themselves and have advanced in in other countries. So, transformations in Europe and Africa. He comes to prepare war resolve even the . problems of
comparisons are necessary. The against the Workers States. This is the aim of Carter. He goes to capitalist countries as in the
centralisation in one country.
now in tP.e middle of electoral preparations. Such things do Middle East. And it does not
In China also. And on the way Soviets again, are those who France
not
occur
normally. What do these people who keep on have the military security to
every form of country is support Ethiopia and Vietnam. about non anywhere
interference in other countries' affairs say about this visit intervene. It only tries to gain
This has to be discussed. This
eliminated. So, its necessary to
Carter went to France in the middle of an electoral campaign. time. Had imperialism a military
discuss that they have to intervene shows that they have no interest then?
It is a direct support to the bourgeoisie. He came to make a pact confidence, it would have
in
usurping
or
dominating,
but
to resolve such problems by
in the middle of the struggle of the Egyptian masses who are defending intervened directly by now. This
appealing to the masses of really that of stimulating the anti their
independence from Israeli imperialism. But this is interference~ is why it prepares the war. But
imperialist
and
anti
capitalist
Somalia and their government,
Moreover
he intervenes in the affairs of other countries an.d certainly the confidence of the Soviet
for discussion. Instead of class struggle. It is leaderships not with the aim of impelling them forward, but solely to crush them!
Union in intervening is clear.
like those of Ogaden, which act
resorting to war, launching a war
with a very great ethnic, social
The trip of Carter has the same Workers States, to appeal to the The Soviet Union gives a direct
against Ethiopia, it is necessary
and cultural backwardness.
counter-revolutionary conclusion masses of the Middle East, to rise aid to stimulate the revolutionary
to make a discussion on the
as
the neutron bomb, and this against capitalism to establish a process, to impel the struggle
problem of Federation. What is
There is no such thing as an
trip
just comes after the programme of social and anti against imperialism, and in the
needed is a Federation of the
'Ethiopian' culture. What has
countries in that zone of Africa the 'Ethiopian' culture incor- announcement that the neutron capitalist development and to final analysis, against the Arab
and of all the countries of Africa porated in history? Ogaden like bomb was being made. The trip offer them openly all the necessary bourgeoisie.
with the help of the Workers Ethiopia, has not made a single is a governmental one, neutron support! This is already being
We call on the trade unions
States, for the economic and defence of historic interests, or bomb, one already dispersing done in an indirect manner but and the Communist parties in the
social progress of these countries.
traditions, as a country, civil- through. the rest of the world. they must do it openly, so that Workers States, those in the
Then any ethnic or racial and isation, economy or in science. The aim of the trip is this. the class struggle is felt. Carter Soviet Union, Rumania,
cultural problem can be resolved Ogaden has nothing of this, just Equally it shows however the has made his trip. Let the trade Czchechoslovakia, Hungary,
in the course of the process itself.
nothing. There are backward weakness of the capitalist system unions of the Workers States China, Korea, Vietnam, etc. to
On the march, does not mean to tribal interests and mystical ones, and of yankee imperialism.
TumtopageG
weaken, to contain or abandon which the sectors linked to Carter has to go everywhere in
the process. But it means private property exploit. They person! These things used to be
continued from page l
that the essential basis for its exploit this ethnic sentiment done through ambassadors or the
overcoming resides in the which is historically backward, secretaries of embassies in the children openly support their teachers including making a march
from one school to another to gain support. it shows that
development of the economy. for the benefit of capitalism. past.
The fragmentation of countries But, the interests who think, who
Carter has to go to try to capitalism does not have authority any more. When the Prime
spend his time denouncing the school
leads to the economic development want to develop life and civil- influence the countries of Africa Minister has to
of only a few bourgeois nucleii, isation, fuse with the development and the Middle East to give them children and the teachers it shows capitalism already feels very
of the feudal landlords, who of history, that is to say, the confidence in imperialism in insecure sensing its whole structure is beginning to disintegrate.
dominate and make the alliance Workers States. And the form of general but also to give security The developing left is a response to sectors seeing this breakup
with capitalism and imperialism. developing this lies through to yankee imperialism itself, of the system that can give no more and the example of the
Whilst Federation allows. the centralised planning, with the confidence in its own capacity workers states that show the alternative. The programme
proposing
concentration of the capacity of right to self determination, ethnic and initiative. This shows all the needed for the left is one that responds to this,
production, and of planning and and cultural self d~termination weakness, the fear and the that it is not just Princess Margaret that is of no value but the
eliminates all these sectors by etc., if necessary.
insecurity of yankee imperialism. whole lot of them. The monarchy contribute nothing, so out
with them. A republic cannot be a bourgeois one as capitalism
elevating the population to the
It is necessary to call on .the is collapsing, so it has to be a Democratic Socialist Republic.
Indochina shows this. The
level of leadership. Thus the mass
of the population is elevated. USSR supported Indochina in the Workers States, the trade unions Together with this there needs to be the programme of
Discussion like this is necessary same way as it now supports of the Workers States, the nationalisations under workers control as this is the way to
to be able to resolve the problems Ethiopia. The USSR which workers centres of the Soviet construct it. The only way out of the crisis is to develop that
posed by history. It is necessary supported Cuba, now sustains Union, Cuba, Poland, China, programme, which is also the way to construct a tendency of the
to appeal to the Workers States Ethiopia and the struggle against Yugoslavia, Korea, and all the left capable of developing a workers state in Britain.

Editorial

For the unHica'lion of the Soviet Union and China
The Sino-Soviet dispute is an
element that weighs considerably
against the uninterrupted advance
of the world vanguard in its
political and theoretical
comprehension. The Soviet
Union is seen to be intervening in
support of the world revolution.
It gives aid to anti imperialist,
anti capitalist movements such as
those in Ethiopia or the PLO o~
Polisario while the Chinese
leadership makes agreements
directly with imperialism, accepts
Pinochet and has supported the
most reactionary sectors whether
in Angola or Somalia.
How has this come about?
Why is it that the Chinese workers
state, an example of a planned
economy which has succeeded in
feeding its people who formerly
starved and elevating the whole
economy, produces a leadership
which spends its time attacking
the Soviet Union and associating
with Yankee imperialism?
The root causes of this
aberration bas nothing to do with
the structure or programme of
the workers state i.e. nationalisations, planning and monopoly
of foreign trade. But it has a
great deal to do with the
limitations of the Chinese
communist party, its absence of
political life and absence of
marxist method. The Soviet
Union gains its strength precisely
because its roots lie in the
October revolution and the
triumph of the Bolshevik party.
It has a tradition and the most
historically powerful proletariat
which proved the foundations of
the workers state against Nazi
Germany and the 60 years proof
of building an immense economy
based on nationalisations and
plan~ing. But the Chinese

revolution is of an entirely
different colouration.
For one thing the Chinese
communist party came to power
totally empirically, not until 1947
did it finally call for the overthrow
of Chiang Kai Shek, although the
regime was disintegrating .long
before this. It has no cadres
trained in a marxist Bolshevik
tradition. What education existed
was largely of a stalinist variety
with all the baggage of revolution
by stages, conciliation with the
bourgeoisie, socialism in one
country and above all an
administrative conception of the
revolution and government after
the revolution. Fundamentally
the force which allowed the
Chinese CP to prevail was not its
own initiative but the advance of
the whole world revolution
following the Soviet defeat of the
Nazis.
The Chinese party particularly
after the annihilation of the first
Chinese revolution in 1927
through the massacres of Chiang
Kai Shek became turned towards
the peasantry and its links with
the proletariat hardly existed.
Its Red Army was largely peasant
and petit bourgeois. All this
allied to the backward process of
Stalinism in the USSR meant the
development of a whole series of
conceptions of leadership which
put all the weight of decision not
on a life with the masses, with the
importance of mass organs
independent of the party, and the
army, but on the life of a political
and military apparatus. The
proletariat was subordinated in
the taking of power. A whole
series of conciliations was carried
out with bourgeois and rich
peasant sectors, before and after
the takina of power. The links
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,done to defend the interests of imperialism.
The role of Owen in all this is clear, he seeks
to find a "solution" which will keep Rhodesia
as part of what is left of imperialism and he
works on behalf of yankee imperialism. The
''lntemar' settlement and the "Anglo/
American plan'' are very little different except
that imperialism, which has a little wider
vision than Smith, seeks to incorporate the
leadership of the Patriotic Front into the
attempt to create a bourgeois state with a
black face. Smith, on the other hand, reacts
to his own local interests. In the end, of
course, the decisive factor for imperialism is
that it is preparing war and seeks to create
the best possible conditions for it But the
world balance of social forces does not allow
this. The Labour government may try to
disassociate itself from the murderous
attacks of the Rhodesian army against the
masses in Mozambique and Zambia but it
supporls this,. as it supporls the neutron
bomb, NATO and the preparation for the
war. It is an indication of a great back·
wardness in the Labour Movement, in the
Labour Party in this country that the left
does not denounce the attempts of the
Labour Government to maintain imperiarism
in· Africa and does not associate itself fully
with the intervention of the Soviets, of the
Cuban and the whole system of the Workers
States in support of the revolution in Africa.
There is a differentiation in the nationalist
movement between those who seek some
form of "democracy" whilst maintaining the
system of private property and those who
advance to Socialism. That differenciation
has already taken place in the Zimbabwean
Nationalist Movement with Sithole and
company determined to defend private
property and Mugabe saying that formal
democracy means nothing if the state
remains in the hands of capitalism. In other
words even before the final expulsion of
imperialism from Rhodesia the leadership of
the Patriotic Front is posing the necessity for
Sociarism. This is so because, before Mugabe
spoke about the necessity of taking state
power, of destroying the bourgeois state, he
and his movement had already adopted a
programme for the nationalisation of the
land, the mines and industry. Is this not the

were never fundamentally broken to promote individual interest.
with bourgeois sectors in China.
It produces lunatic schemes to
The Chinese workers state has "modernise" China as a rival to
existed for thirty years during the "super powers". All this is a
which time the "cultural form of Stalinism but it is not
revolution" took place. The and cannot become Stalinism
latter was a form of advance of because the total structure of the
the workers state, a searching for world gives it no room to
a political revolution to remove develop.
internal obstacles, bourgeois and
Certainly some of its features
proto bourgeois sectors from the have Stalinist elements, the
apparatus. It was a demonstration continual purging of sectors and
of the advance of the workers even the use of violence but these
state, but it was also controlled features are very attenuated
by the apparatus and as there compared with the ferocity of
were no continuously functioning Stalinism. This is because China
mass organs involving the cannot be isolated in the same
workers and peasant able to way from the world as happened
discuss everything, it was the
in the Soviet Union. The world
apparatus which decided when revolution develops with
to call a halt.
enormous velocity, world
The absence of continually capitalism is immeasurably
functioning organs means that in weaker compared with capitalism
the course of the continually in the 1930s and the number of
expanding Chinese economy, a workers and revolutionary states
stratum is bound to arise which is constantly increasing. This
seeks to make a usufmct of the does not allow the Chinese
workers state. After all if the leadership to justify itself with
masses cannot decide on all any force. It enters into conflict
questions of the economy and with the workers state structure
society, who can govern decisions when the latter is objectively
over wages and material gains? favoured by world history. The
- only the planners and the present advance of the Soviet
administrators linked to their Union is particularly alarming
allies in the government and the for the Chinese leadership.
army. Thus a whole layer is Kmschev and Pe-ceful co-existence
cemented in the conception that is one thing, Brezhnev and the
the workers state is theirs. With decision to confront imperialism
the massive advance of the world is another.
revolution, the force and decision
The difficulty for the Chinese
of the Soviet Union, Vietnam etc, masses is that their own organs
this sector becomes more and have very little political life and
more terrified of a process which there is no deep marxist tradition
undermines its interests. Thus it in China. Much therefore depends
uses the party to try to extend its on the elevation of the intervention
relations in the economy. It
of the Soviet Union to stimulate
proposes profit as the criterion discussion and to consistently
of the economy and material propose a unification of China
interests generally, it begins to and the Soviet Union on the basis
select in the educational process of a common anti imperialist and
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permanent revolution? And the process in
South Africa which is one of the last bastions
of imperialism in Africa is going to be even
swifter.
The Patriotic Front have made full use of
the divisions which exist in imperialism at
·
th.18 stage of h"istory, ·m d"rscussions
and
negotiations. This is correct but it takes
second place to the necessity to pose the
anti-imperialist, anti-capitafist programme for
the advance of the revolution in Rhodesia.
The fact that the process is not confined
simply to Rhodesia has to be taken into

the United Nations. This is a measure of the
world balance of social forces which is
against imperialism. In the same way that
Africa, Mozambique, Angola, Ethiopia are
expressions of the world confrontation
which exist, a system against system
confrontation. It is not a question of a
revolution here and a crisis there. No, it is
system against system, the Socialist
revolution with the Workers States at the
centre, against imperialism and the system of
private property and exploitation. It is the
stage of the final settlement of accounts.
It is, therefore, not possible to discuss, or to
intervene in the struggle in Rhodesia without
. it as part of .i.
seeing
u1e worid process ·mthe
stage of the final settlement of accounts by
humanity with the system of private

The Labour left has to take this into
consideration. It has to come out openly to
disassociate itself from the government Not
in one or other aspect but the Labour
Government as an ultra-capitalist government
and to confront it with the anti-capilalist
programme. This is not to say that Africa
does not weigh in this country. It does, very
much so, and, because of the old structure of
imperialism, because of the investment of
British imperialism in Southern Africa, the
advance of the revolution in Rhodesia and
South Africa accelerates the total crisis of
British imperialism.
·
The problem facing humanity is not
racis·m, or ...
''"en fascis'm but the cap:...1:
...
11.a .,..
system. And the cap"italist system is not only
in Africa, it is in this country. The struggle of
the proletariat of the masses in this country
is the same - it takes different forms but it
is the same - as that of the masses of
Rhodesia. The enemy is the same and the
process is one of a frantic, rapid, tumultous
confrontation of two social system which
cannot co-exist In such a situation it is not

anti capitalist programme, and
for the elevation of the masses in
the workers states to generate a
real soviet democracy. The
unification of the Soviet Union
and China is a fundamental basis
for the harmonious advance of
the world revolution to
communism.
More and more as the process
develops, it is impossible to
separate the taking of power
from the construction of
communism.
It is impossible to conceive
now of a process of a "deformed"
workers state. There is no basis
for it. The taking of power
involves the mobilisation of the
masses. For the workers state to
advance harmoniously likewise
involves the constant intervention
of the masses. The development
of an anti capitalist programme
can only satisfactorily arise and
be developed on the widest
possible basis in the factories, as
well as the trade unions and the
party. Socialism is for the benefit
of the masses - how come then it
is not discussed with the workers
in the factories?
Those hostile to the Soviet
Union constantly refer to the anti
socialist "dissenters", but no
words about the left dissenters in
China who do not accept the line
of the present leadership. This
shows the need for a more
objective discussion about China
and the Soviet Union in the left
in this country.
The experience of China is not
the deciding experience in world
history. It is completely surpassed
by the experience of 1917 and the
present course of the Soviet
Union, but a discussion of the
experience of the Sino Soviet
conflict contains rich experiences
for the cadres in the Labour
party.
possib,le tor the taboor left, for the Trade
Unions and the movement in general not
to denounce the Labour Government and not
to support the intervention of the workers
states in the process of the permanent
revolution. Above all it means to raise a
programme for social transformations, for
nationalisations, workers contro~ the end of
the monarchy - which symbolises bloody
repressive nature of imperialism - and the
Socialist Republic. It means to put fmward
an anti-capitalist programme which
incorporates within it full support for the
anti-imperialist struggle in the colonial and
semi-colonial countries of Asia, Africa and
Latin America. This is what the Soviet
Constitution contains and, even before the
actual taking of power, the Labour left can
take an example from it
continued from page3 C<\RTER'S
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account; it is a world process and it is a
launch direct appeals as
process in ·Southern
· · Africa. The structure
d · ·of
South Afnca,
Communist parties, as Workers
m
its
economy
an
m
its
. · · of I.ab
• th
· of
d1vis1on
Centres, as trade unions, to the
our, IS e creation
masses of the whole world for the
imperiarism. The economy of Angola,
overthrow of the capitalist
Mozambique, Zambia, Zimbabwe, South property.
system, to reply to the trip of
Africa, Namibia and the rest are all interWe can denounce Owen and the Labour
Carter by means of an antidependent No one country is self-sufficient Government over its defences of imperialism
capitalist struggle.
and, therefore, the purely nationaHst in Africa - and this should be done - but
perspective, even if anti-imperialist, has no they defend imperialism everywhere
J. POSADAS 5.1.78.
future. Indeed it is imperialism which now including in Ireland and in this country.
seeks to use nationalism as a means of - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - " " " " " , . _ . . _ . . . ,_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
continue . rom page J.
divid
· · ing and confusing the forces of the THE HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE OF THE
communists propose and discuss that it is necessary
revolution. It is imperialism which uses ELECTIONS IN FRANCE
for the development of the economy and that
seperatism in Spain, Belgium, Ethiopia and in
capitalism is impotent. Together with this it is
this country. The Bantustans in South Africa not have anything but nevertheless they are necessary to develop workers control, creating
are the crudest example of this seperatism, developing. Mozambique, Angola have nothing factory committees so that the economy is run for
it is an obvious device of the South African and they are developing. What is important about the benefit of the population, not that of the
bourgeois to divide and separate the masses. Angola, Mozambique and the USSR is not that enterprise so that it can sell cheaply and continue to
What is necessary in Southern Africa - as it there are dissidents. There are dissidents who have exploit the workers. Let all the population intervene
is in Ethiopia and in this country - is a social interests and it is a small layer, but there are tlirough the factory councils and workers area
programme for the Socialist Federation of no dissidents in the working class. No one is committees, so that they control the economy and
Southern Africa.
hungry, impoverished, or crushed and they show participate in the leadership, in the discussion of
Imperialism uses all the maneouvres it can, that under the statified economy, there is a price, of cost, of what to produce. Let them form
it uses talks, discussions, proposals for development of the social, economic and cultural factory councils, workers area and school
"democracy" and separatism because it has life of the population.
committees for this discussion. This elevates the
nothing else beyond the launching of the
These are the problems in discussion. It is level of the culture of the population. The better the
war. It is a sign of the immense social, necessary to reach a united front before 11th culture, the more the population can participate in
political and economic weakness of March, even making some concessions to achieve a the economy and the more it can weigh to impede a
imperialism, of the world capitalist system united front to increase this discussion the objective bureaucratic development and the economy being
that it acts in this way. And the depth of this is the social transformation of France. Capitalism run for the benefit of a minority.
is the social weakness which it has; it cannot does not have the strength to onipose either
· any 1onger ·mthe way materially, economically or militarily.
r.
These are the problems which have to be
use the Unit· ed Nations
If it had, discussed.
it did in the Congo or Korea for example. such strength it would have been used.
Imperialism created this instrument and now
•
•
•
J. POSADAS. 26.2. 78
it is forced to vote against its own interest in
It is necessary to increase planning which the
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DEMOCRACY HAS TO BE
THE INSTRUMENT TO
SERVE THE
ANTI-CAPITALIST
PROGRAMME
AH the events of the last period, in this country and on a world
scale, point to one inescapable conclusion and that is that the
capitalist system is in its final and total crisis. This fact manifests
itself in the crisis of the steel industry, in the car industry, in
rising unemployment and in the general collapse of the social
services. Nobody tries to hide the fact that the health
service is in a state of collapse and completely incapable of
fulfilling the needs of the population. At the same time, the
system of private property puts forwards no perspective for
improvement and nobody even pretends that it has anything to
give the masses except a constantly lowering of the standard of
living, repression, terrorism and war. Callaghan, faced with the
certainty of an election in a short period, would have at least
made some promises of improvement if the Labour government
was returned but all he can say is that the standard of living will
have to continue to fall and the mass of the population will
have to accept a lowering of the standard of life. What else can
he sav when it is obvious that the system no longer serves to
advance anything and in circumstances where nobody would
believe him if he said otherwise? The speech of Callaghan is,
in reality, a declaration of war on the masses and the statement
of someone who is prepared to defend capitalism whatever the
cost to humanity. The shootings and assassinations launched
by the "Red Brigades" in Italy and the bombing of "Peace
News" in this country are part of a world campaign of
terrorism by imperialism against the masses.
Callaghan reflects the fact that capitalism is preparing for war
and that we are in the final stages of the existence of world
capitalism. Each struggle, each local conflict is now part of a
world confrontation system against system. In Lebanon Israeli
imperialism makes it clear, in word and deed, that it is prepared
to support the fascist sections and behind Syria in the struggle
with the "maronite" fascists lies the Soviet Union. In the whole
of Africa, the two systems confront each other and it is the same
in Yemen. The advance of Yemen towards Socialism, in the
construction of the Workers State necessitated the clearance of
some of··the more"backward -"end conciliatory"~"eectors ·Of the
leadership. This clearance has led to a confrontation between
South Yemen and all the most reactionary Arab bourgeoises
- supported by imperialism. And who can doubt that the Soviet
Union is intervening to support and defend South Yemen which
is an extension of the world system of the Workers States.
The reaction of the Labour Government to all this is to draw
close to the policy of Yankee imperialism, strengthen NATO by
giving more finance. With regard to Rhodesia, Callaghan, Owen
and company follow the policy of Carter which is to manoeuvre
in order to gain time before the war. When the Labour MP
Faulds says that the assassination of the British missionaries in
Rhodesia is the work of the forces of Smith he is right but he
says it in the sense of a support for the policy of Owen, of
trying to weigh on the weakest elements in the Patriotic Front.
and to try to obtain some support for a policy of defending
private property and the investment of British imperialism in
Rhodesia. It is clear that behind all the equivocation of the Labour
government there lurks the wish to intervene in Rhodesia
as the French did in Zaire. If they do not. it is because they
fear the Workers State and they fear the reaction of the masses
in this country. They see that the Belgium government collapsed
a few days after the intervention of Zaire.
THE LABOUR LEFT DEFENDS ITSELF AGAINST
ANTI-CAPITALIST CONCLUSIONS
In all this process, the Labour left - and the left sectors in the
trade unions - have less and less to say. At best they simply
propose reforms of a system, capitalism, which cannot be
reformed and they ignore the fact that the masses are losing
even the gains, like that of the health service, which were made
in a previous period. The problem is that this left - both in the
Party and in Parliament - have no other experience outside
parliamentary reforms and this means that they are not prepared
to face this stage of history. And this stage of history is that of
the total crisis of capitalism and the final encounter between
the two systems which now hold the world stage. The one
which is going, capitalism, and the one which represents the
road to human progress, the Workers States. In these
circumstances the Labour left seeks to defend itself from the
conclusion that the system of private property has to be overthrown, that there have to· be social transformations - not least
the end of the monarchy - in order to advance. This resistance
is expressed, in a concentrated form, in the support for the
"dissidents" in the Soviet Union and for "free" trade unions. In
fact they are supporting a campaign against the Workers States
on the basis of a defence of bourgeois democracy. It is an
idealism which takes no account of the fact that democracy has
to be for the advance of humanity but the sector which realty
decides is pro-imperialist. This campaign is organised by
imperialism which uses the idealism and lack of understanding
of large elements to the left. including in the groups and the
Communist Party. In reality this anti-Sovietism is a defence
against anti-capitalist conclusions because to reject the Soviet
Union, the Workers States is to reject the anti-capitalist
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THE EXPERIENCE OF CHILE, THE PETIT BOURGEOISIE
AND THE STRUGGLE AGAINST THE ASSASSIN
JUNTA OF PINOCHET
J.POSADAS

21.5.78
The present discussion over
Chile, on the aspects of the coup
and the entry in government is based
on very empirical discussions. The
attempts at pressure on the government are made on very false bases
because they always finish by saying, 'Chile was too hasty'. They
are only declarations. There is no
example of the behaviour of people or
of the classes, but they say simply:
'It was too hasty'. With the same
criterion, with absence of justification, analysis, experience and
historic foresight, one could say:
1
_ .ltwas. notreally quick enough'.
It
is necessary to see the behaviour of
the classes, including the petit
bourgeoisie. The discussion expresses a whote fear of taking the
road of confrontation with the capitalist system. Hence they hide things
and deceive over Chile, so now the
Communists propose: 'It is necessary
to go back with the Christian Democracy, to pose a front with them'.
We ~lso fight for a front with the
Christian Democracy, but not a betraya I or capitulation before the
Christian Democracy, because the
present policy which the Communists
propose - including over Chile - is
a capitulation to the leadership, the
policy and the objectives of the
Christian Democracy, which yields
in the minimal things because it has
no other remedy because that's the
way it is. For them to go to power
to defend the capita list sector which
they represent and to confront Pinochet, they need to confront the masses or to seek an agreement with Pinochet to impede the advance of the
Communists and Socialists and
through them of the trade unions.
Thus, the analysis is made falsely.
There is no scientific criterion of
analysis, simply: 'It was too hasty'.
Why was it too hasty? How make the
analysis to see that it was too
hasty? Who was it necessary to win
in the popular front? The Chilean
bourgeoisie in the Christian Democracy? No, the petit bourgeoisie.
Well, what is the method, the historic
experience which shows the method
to Win the petit bourgeoisie? They
discuss nothing of this.
We pose the example of the popular Unity which triumphed with 36%
of the votes and finished with 44%.
That is to say, they won in a matter
of months. When the petit bourgeoisie saw that the government of

Allende was disposed to advance,
they went towardSit.When they saw it
ini4ecisive, they now lost interest.
This animated the sectors of the
army to feel strong, because they
saw the isolation from the population. If Allende had made the policy
of confrontation, of organising workers control, workers councils in
factories and workers areas, for
workers control, he would have won
a part of the army. Besides the army
was against the coup and broke the
decision of the high command. When
there were reports that the army was
going to intervene, people said, 'Not
likely!' When in Italy they say UMlre
is need for military secrecy, people
say, 'When there is military secrecy
it is against the government.' This
means it is necessary to develop in
the population, among the soldiers,
a denunciation of all this movement
for a coup, that they have to see them
as preparations of movements which
are blows against the government.
Besides one has to promote the poliit is necessary to promote the political life in the army, to discuss
programme, policy and organisation
also, so it is evident that it is NATO
or progress, not NATO and the USSR
but NA TO or progress. The USSR
supports progress, NATO supports
death. Then it is necessary to discuss this, but there is no discussion.

It is necessary to make experiences. The Communists take empirical decisions,based on impressions
and fear. It's from their own fear that
they judge people. People have no
fear of the war of imperialism or of
NATO. Besides, to advance, Italy
has to confront imperialism, NATO
and war. Then imperialism to conceal its intentions in Africa has to
intervene to Mobutu, as if it was he
who was doing everything, because
they realise otherwise the peoples of
Africa revolt. The African masses are
the natural ally of Africa ana, as the
natura I ally, it is necessary to realise that they are going to work
against imperialism, but if there are
no appeals, anti-imperialist mobilisations and appeals, the masses
cannot move. If, on the other hand,
the Communist and Socialist parties
and the trade unions of Italy and
France mobilised against the intervention of imperialism in Zaire, then
they would mobilise and elevate the
political capacity of the Italian
masses and communicate with the
masses of the Workers States, of

Zaire and Chile. On the other hand,
this way it's a case of agreements
at the top that advance, progress or
determine in accordance with the
state of understanding, of fear, of
limitation, and who judge what the
state of the masses is. They say:
'We warn the masses because a coup
is on the agenda', but the masses
show that they are not afraid.
In the guerrilla movement in lta ly,
what did the masses do? There were
many NATOs but nevertheless the
masses overthrew fascism and confronted the nazis who had ten times
the strength of NATO. In proportion
to their strength and daneer. it was
the same as ten NATOs, but the
guerrillas won. The masses do not
have the fears and the timidity of the
leaders. The leaders do not take
account of this. They take their own
understanding and, if they so judge
afterwards, they say to the masses:
'Take care!' But the masses show
that they are not afraid. The leaders
appear as protectors of the masses,
which is false. 'Take care, NATO
can organise a coup'. It comes from
their own indecision, their own fear
and lack of theoretical and political
capacity, because there is no theoretical and political basis to say:
'In Chile, it was too quick'. Thus,
all this is false, because they do not
say .what was said by a part of the
world Communist movement which
met in Cuba and determined that 'it
was very slow', taking the text of
Posadas integrally. Hence, these
leaders demand eurocommunism and
plurality for everyone to hold his own
opinion in accordance with the circumstances of local relations with
the bourgeoisie.
It's false that the petit bourgeoisie is afraid. They are ready to
advance. The present petit bourgeois base, the petit bourgeois sector
which is replacing the proletariat in
the role of production through automation and electronics, does not
have the petit bourgeois mentality.
This is not the epoch of the advance
of capitalism. It is the epoch of its
decline and death in which the petit
bourgeoisie is won to the revolution.
This is shown by all the semicolonial and colonial countries.
There is not a single country where
the petit bourgeoisie supports imperialism or the national bourgeoisie.
They are small sectors which are
Turn to page 2
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maintained by force as in Zaire.
They are maintained by armed force,
not through fear of the petit bourgeoisie to advance, 'but through armed
force.
The petit bourgeoisie receives
the influence of the progress of the
world through the proletariat, and is
influenced and elevates its social
and political understanding. They
take the petit bourgeoisie as if it
was as immobile as a thousand
years ago. It is no longer the petit
bourgeoisie of the epoch of Marx and
Lenin because, during that time,
there was the fluctuation between
capitalism and the advance of the
struggle of the masses and the petit
bourgeoisie was involved in production ~nd socially betwe.e~ the proletanat an_d the bourgeo1s1e. Today
there contm.ues tobe a laye.r ~etween
t_he proletana.t ~nd b.ourg_eo1s1e but the
1m~ense maJontr lies m ~he prole!anat. Its role m produc.tion pushes
1t towards the ~roletanat. and the
development of its consciousness
also, because it sees that the immense advance of science and technol~gy resolves th~ prob~ems of
soc1a I needs. It is against the
system and cann.ot make a career
any. more. Th.e~e is no .care.er for the
petlt bourgeolSle. It IS Simply the
equivalent of what used to be the
workers aristocracy, or the privileged
sectors .of the proletariat. Now it is
· ·1 d
t ·
d t'
th e prm
ege sec or m pro uc ion,
but not socially, because the bourge· · h
th·
t
·
•t Th
o, 1sd1e .ha~ no mg ot gb1ve id.
e
ea ers 1ps are no
ase on a
social analysis, but on the
limitation of their capacity of
interpretation, lack of application of
Marxism. Hence they react immediately against Marxism, against
Lenin and the International, i.e. all
those aspects which unify the struggle of the world, because they unify
the understanding and historic experience like science and technology
and culture and art. Art. science.
culture and technology what are
they? They are the su;erstructural
expressions of the development of
society.
It is necessary to intervene profoundly in all this discussion in
which they are preparing a new Chile
and a new Pinochet. There is no
place objectively for a new Pinochet.
They do not have the strength, but
· the Communists are delaying the
process and are allowing imperialism
among other things, to intervene in
Zaire. That is to say, a centre of
killing of an immense number of
Africans. They have allowed the
policy of blocking and concealing
and not of confronting or overthrowing capitalism. These are the consequences. These are the consequences of Israel, not only of Israel
but of Zaire and also of Egypt. That
is to say, imperialism is based on
the fears of this bourgeoisie, so that
they make centres against the progress of history. The Communists
say nothing, as if it was the natural
thing. It is in no way natural. This
has happened because they did not
take the power. If they had taken
power, this would not have happened.
If the Italian Communist Party, the
Spanish and French parties, mobilised and appealed for a mobilisation
against the intervention of imperialism in Africa, it would have an
immense effect - not against the
Soviets or Cuba, because it is not
the same. One stimulates liberty,
the other goes to crush liberty. One
pushes forward the expressive form

of liberty which is the social, economic, scientific and cultural
development of the masses. lmperia lism crushes. How put them on the
same plane?
Liberty is not an
object. It is an instrument of progress. Then how does this instrument develop? Culture is also an
instrument to allow to generalise the levels of progress in the
form of culture. But culture without
science is a limited, local culture.
It is backward culture. On the other
hand all culture demonstrates that
to ad'vance it is necessary to statify,
to plan and to overthrow imperialism.
They concea 1 this. They are frightened and they do not have the necessary experience. They are not concerned with developing experience
and they have developed, on the
contrary, the isolation of nationalism.
a form of nationalism which leads
them to isolation.

continued from page 1

see the tail of the Workers States,
'look at the dissidents'.

to transform society, to take
the leadership of society, not in the
name of the proletariat, the Socialist
and Communist parties to go to the
government, but the programme and
the intervention in the form of workers councils for the leadership 01
the economy, of society, of the
army and the police. Otherwise,
it's the same apparatus as before,
the same instrument and administrative functioning. Then the proletariat cannot intervene and does not
appear before the petit bourgeoisie
as a leader of society, because to be
a leader of society does not mean to
say what policy to make but what
social and economic measures to
take. In this way the proletariat is
seen before the petit bourgeoisie.
In this way the petit bourgeoisie
judges. It does not judge simply
because they say, 'It is necessary
to do this'. Then the petit bourgeoisie is not going to follow. The
petit bourgeoisie cannot follow it by
political determinants, but through
social determinants and conclusions
of expropriation, of the leadership of
the economy. Then it sees that the
proletariat is ready to transform
society. The petit bourgeoisie know
that it is necessary to transform
society.It feels and sees this.Hence
capitalism does not any more win
the petit bourgeoisie and the deve-

because capitalism is in total
putrefaction, and how believe that if
it is rotten in its political and social
relations in the economy, it is going
to be good and is going to negotiate.
No, there is nothing to negotiate
over. The more stages are gained ,
the less time has capitalism to cause
greater damage. If they had overthrown capitalism twenty years ago,
there would not have been the atomic bomb, neutron bomb, laire.
This is the conclusion. But the
Communists say, 'Thirty years of
peace'. Lies! What a peace! The
preparation of the neutron bomb
shows that there is no peace, the
assassinations of millions who have
been killed, is not peace.

We are not against an agreement
with the Christian Democracy, but
agreements with programme, with
independence of action and with objectives of progress for democracy
which has to advance accompanied
by social transformations, otherwise
there is no progress. Experience
shows that the dictatorship of Chile
did not occur because it was an
enemy of democracy, but to defend
private property and th~ m~st powerThe problem of the left groups
ful sectors. The Chnst1an D~mo
in Chile is not fundamental, but the
cracy proceeds to defend ~ri~ate
experience of the population led by
property, supporte.d by the Socialists
them shows that they eliminated
a~d the Communists, ~ecau~e now
tobacco, prostitution, and the women
Pinochet cannot defend 1t. Pinochet
they gave
up for lost showed
is coll~psi.ng and. for the ~orld plans
that they were excellent milita11,ts.
of cap1ta.hsm, Pm.ochet 1s n.o use,
because 1f there 1s a rebellion, the
They won them as militants. They
first thing they will do will be
eliminated the drunks. Allende was
against him. Imperialism sees, thus,
himself moved once when he saw it
To isolate themselves by saying that that Pinochet is now no use. lmperand said it was clearly a good thing.
there is 'no longer dictatorship of ialism has an interest in Pinochet,
There were no drunks. In Chile,
the proletariat, internationalism', is not in the Communists or the Socianot to have drunks in. a poor area is
isolation from history, isolation from lists but Pinochet is no use because
an immense progress! Doctors gave
science. This all comes from Stalin, he m~ans a crushed country, crushed
free medical treatment and prefrom the epoch of Stalin which completely. In the collapse which
scriptions. Children learned about
medicine in a month what usually
liquidated the instrument of the pre- is occuring, the pretensions of the
lopment of the economy, on the took a year in the faculty. It was
paration of the Communist parties Chilean bourgeoisie are developing
contrary, eliminates its influence the Communist right, the Socialist
and developed the leaderships with and this complicates still further
among
the petit bourgeoisie. With right, which tended to smash and
th• . d' "d r t
f
d the problems of imperialism which
the
increase
of electronic production weaken them. It is necessary to
is m ivi ~~ is ~~ncep ion an is the effort to make use of 'Bolivia
10.ctah 1 cotnhcepf ion.
in
production,
the petit bourgeoisie propose this as an example. But
e\ agrr ~ne and in part of Peru The local
wi ano er otr a ne,ce~si Y 0 mu ~t- inte'rests th~ robbers ~f the Chilean plays the role of the proletariat, the leftist groups have less and
al support, no as a og1ca 1necess1 y
'
.
f
• t f bourgeoisie complicate and make it's the same as the proletariat. It less importance, because the prois an electronics proletariat. Capi- cess is going to be decided on the
of the science o a new soc1e y o
. •'
•
history The proletariat is the con- more d1fftcult the chief plans of !ism does not win them, and in the Spanish model: that is to say, the
structo; It is the class which leads imperialism which needs Chile, not relation of world forces it is the groups are going to have less weight
•
•
• h
t
the new soc~ety. It is the cl.ass with for this but to resist t e masses o proletariat which influences, ex- and importance. Now with the exa class interest, but its class prepare the war.
pressed in the fact that the petit perience of the masses, with the
interest is to destroy. ev.ery class
A new front with the Christian bourgeoisie seeks social solutions concentration of the process which
interest, to develop Socialism. That Democracy which does not include because it sees that in the world the allows the rapid transmission of exis to say, it ~liminates itself as a democracy, democratic rights, with proletariat takes this road. The perience and decisions, the groups
class. Thus, it does not develop a factory councils, workers area proof lies in any part of Africa have less importance. On the other
social economic and cultural and councils, with expropriation, nation- where there are uprisings. They hand, it is necessary to see that the
social interest for itself, but elimi- alisation, workers control, has no immediately take 'proletarian norms' groups are going to attract people
~ates every form of appropriation of value. The conditions are again which means the norms of the Rus- that are most opposed to every
mterest and .property, and de.ve.tops prepared for another coup, and ex- sian Revolution, not of the Commu- type of discipline. A characteristic
h.uman fraternity through the e~imi~a- propriation of the masses. This Is nist parties but of the Russian of the groups, is their lack of dist1on of every form of exploitation. the world relation of forces which Re volution: expropriation, factory cipline and enormous empiricism.
They do not discuss this. They broke Pinochet, not the policy of the council, worker leaders, planning of The individualism, the decentralidiscuss only distantly. Hence the Communists, the Socialists or the production, support to the movements sation of the groups is an empirical
attack which they are making on Christian Democrats. It is the world of liberation. Then the petit bourge- reply to the lack of a Party which
internationalism is
stupid. It is relation of forces, including the oisie sees these movements and it's can win them. If it wins them it
lacking scientific and cultural decision of Cuba, which even if it won. Then, if it sees the proleta!iat would not be like this. U corr~s
sense. They pose proletarian inter- cannot achieve any great thing in making the same economy as capita- ponds to the nihilist movement, and
nationalism as an heroic necessity Latin America, intervenes quite a !ism, seeking to be purer in admini- the former anarchists. What has to
or resolution to support. It is a lot in Latin America. Cuba is a stration, more objective, it does not be emphasised in Chile is not the
scientific necessity of science, as centre of attack on the junta of influence anything because however experience of the groups - although
the science of Pasteur had a trans- assassins, and the relation of pure and objective the proletariat, it is an important experience - but
cendant effect throughout the world. forces of progress of the revolution- capitalist administration has a limit that the masses demonstrated that
Science is a necessity and prole- ary struggle of the masses against a limit which goes from 0 to minus they were capable of influencing the
tarian internationalism is a science. imperialism is the relation of forces 0 because there is no means of Christian Democracy.
From one
election to another, they increased
including Ethiopia. It is not the regulation.
To construct the new society Christian Democracy which has
It is not the problem of the by 8%. This was an enormous
which eliminates capitalism, inter- succeeded in doing this. It is the administration and of purity, because advance in a short time. They
nationalism is necessary, not after- relation of world forces which breaks it is the capitalist system which has reached 44% in a few months. It
wards but now, to develop the Pinochet and the junta of assassins. to be completely changed. Capita- shows the capacity of attraction on
capacity to construct and to organise Imperialism, through the Christian lism can do nothing. Its whole the petit bourgeoisie. All this is
scientific understanding. Rousseau Democracy aims to contain an ad- structure is corrupted, completely going to be discussed.
then, and now Marx, Engels, Lenin vance of Socialists and Communists corrupted. When they make a Water21.5.1978
and Trotsky, were the ones who and then it advances with the gate in the United States, it is J. POSADAS
generalised intelligence through Christian Democracy. Hence t h e . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - •
culture, science and art.
They imperialist assassins who killed
generalised it. It was developed, Kennedy and Allende now denounce
continued from page 1
but not generalised. Thus they those who assassinated them. They
gave it a world centre. Art, culture are no longer of any use and Bosch struggle. There is no other way • and history demonstrates this
fact • to advance to Socialism but through the stage of the
and science can arise anywhere, but is no use to them either.
Workers State which means to overthrow private property,
culture is elaborated. It cannot
These are relations of forces and the bourgeois state.
arise anywhere. The cultural process is elaborated. Hence the bases which change in the world, and
It is important then, that the Soviets now intervene both to the
of culture are not born in the most imperialism feels that Pinochet is no TUC and to the Labour Party pointing out the fact that they
backward country, but the most longer any use, like Israel. Israel are supporting an anti-Soviet campaign and, by so doing, are
advanced which takes from the most is no use and imperialism has to putting themselves in direct alliance with Yankee imperialism.
backward, all the principles and all support itself on Egypt. To utilise This is the result of the lack in the Labour Party, of marxism,
of the dialectical materialist method. It is an idealism which
the progress made. It collects and the weakness of imperialism and the seeks the "middle road" and it does not exist. Either you are on
unites them in the most elevated incapacity of the bourgeoisie, it is one side or the other. Progress or reaction. This is why the
knowledge. Then, how ignore that necessary to weaken and disorganis discussion in the Labour Party - and in the trade unions in as
the Workers States are the basis of their petit bourgeois base and win much as there is much discussion · concentrates on the
The petty bourgeoisie has question of the nature and role of the Soviet Union and the
culture and the science of today? it.
But now what do they see? They to see the proletariat ready system of the Workers States. The intervention of the Soviets,
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which is correct but limited, is to impel the Labour left ana
the left in general towards anti-capitalist conclusions. This is the
significance of the campaign by the Soviets against the Neutron
bomb; a weapon which has no other use but to kill people and
which characterises the nature of capitalism. It means that
there is a process of a return to marxism in the Soviet Union and
that is going to effect the development of the anti-capitalist
left. the marxist left in this country.

THE LABOUR LEFT AND THE TRADE UNIONS HAVE TO TAKE
POSITIONS IN SUPPORT OF THE SOVIEiS
The question of the Soviet Union, as a force for progress in
the world and as an example of the fact that the road of
Socialism goes through the nationalised planned economy, is a
conclusion which the Left has to draw. With this conclusion
comes the conclusion of the necessity for the anti-capitalist
programme and policy. What is the Labour Left going to do in
the electoral campaign which is already beginning? It is going to
say "vote Labour", "Labour is better than the Tories". No, what
the left has to do is to use the elections as a platform to raise
an anti-capitalist programme which is based on the fact that
there is a necessity to plan the ,economy so that it serves the
interests of the population and that the economy cannot be
planned except on the foundation of nationalisations under
workers control. In other words it has to raise a perspective of
the construction of the Workers State, the Socialist Republic
in this country.
The European parliament is nothing but an attempt by
capitalism to try to limit their own inter-capitalist problems.
It has no perspective since the Common Market. on which it
is based, agrees on nothing. The latest proposals to solve
the problems of the European currency is attempted by the
French and German bourgeoisies to compete with and to defend
themselves against Yankee imperialism. The system is
competitive and they can agree on nothing except to prepare
for the war. This is why there is a crisis about the entry of
Spain into the EEC. On the other hand, and the Left have to draw
conclusions from this, comecon advances towards the planning
of a system of Workers States which now includes Vietnam
and Cuba, and which has Laos and Jamaica, among other
countries, associated with it. The Workers States can do this.
and support with military and other aid, half of humanity in its
struggle against capitalism, because it is based on a nationalised
economy. The Labour left, the comrades of the CP and the
groups have to take this example and not that of a few
"dissidents" who are the tatty remains of the old Stalinist
regime and the remnants of private property in the Workers
States. These people are more at home with the fascists than
with any left-wing movement.

DEMOCRACY IS THE MEANS FOR PROGRESS, FOR THE
ADVANCE OF THE ANTI-CAPITALIST STRUGGLE
The coming elections are not the centre of anything but they
are an opportunity for the Left to intervene. There is already
a basis in the struggles which are developing against the
government's "incomes policy", against the neutron bomb and
for the 35 hour week. The Labour left and the trade unions have
to extend these demands to include the demands for all wages
to rise with the cost of living, so that all profits of automation
go directly to the workers, that any factory threatened with
closure - like the London Docks or the steel foundries - are
run under workers control. In an earlier period - after the
electoral defeat of the Labour Party in 1970 - the Labour Party
raised the programme of 25 points which was anti-capitalist.
What happened to it? Why not bring it out. elevate it and
campaign on it? Why not discuss it with the workers, with
the population?
However, as the 25 po!nts shows, anti-capitalist proposals, in
themselves, are not enough. There is the necessity to impose
them and it is clear that little of this can be done through
parliament. The force which has to come to play is that of the
working class and it has to function independently as a
leadership in society. There is a discussion in the NUM
conference, in other trade unions and in the Labour Party on
the question of "democracy". It reflects the pressure of the
working class on its existing leadership but it is not a pressure
for "democracy" in abstract or because the present system is
"unfair" but because the class seeks organisms, leaderships
which express its essentially anti-capitalist nature. Organisms
and leaderships which allow the class to intervene and to
advance in the anti-capitalist struggle. It is clear then that a
discussion in the Labour Party on how MP's are selected
serves nothing except to contain the struggle and preoccupation
of the masses. Therefore, the Labour Left. the Communists,
the left in general has to discuss the question of democracy in
the Soviet Union in relationship to the workers movement
in this country and with the understanding that democracy
is the means to advance the anti-capitalist struggle, for social,
transformations, for the end of the monarchy and for the
construction of the Workers State. The Soviet Union and the
Workers State serve this end and "Labour" does not. This is
the discussion which is necessary.
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FOR A DEMOCRATIC FUNCTION/NG IN THE
TRADE UNIONS BASED ON AN ANTI-CAPITALIST
STRUGGLE
The recent world-wide of plans for the benefit of the
discussion ensuing over the population. However, the
campaign for "free" trade workers state still does not have
unions in the Soviet Union socialist distribution. Inequalities
represents the same type of in all aspects of life exist because
discussion as over the dissidents. there is a bureaucracy which
Essentially the character of such usurps that state. The Soviet
a discussion is supposed to be trade unions have to protect the
the question of democracy. worker from the interests of the
However its motivation is not a bureaucracy which run counter
genuine one in search of to those of the worker. This is
democracy. If this were so, the why the trade unions have to
proposal for "free" trade unions function independently from the
would never have been suggested. state, from the point of view of
In order to clarify what are correcting bureaucratic distribudemocratic trade unions, it is tion and inefficiencies, eliminating
fundamental to look at their role, inequalities by impelling socialist
and structure and functioning.
distribution. This functioning
Trade unions have been includes the right to strike.
The limitations which exist in
organised and developed by the
working class because the the Soviet trade unions are that
workers require a means of there is not sufficient political
fighting against the employers life, there are not enough appeals
who have the state apparatus on and initiatives taken by the trade
their side. The trade unions unions to intervene politically to
were forged directly in the class the workers in other countries.
struggle and represent a Proposing "free" trade unions
necessity of the working class to does not lead to increased
protect themselves. On every democracy, but is equivalent to
important political issue, the proposing to set up new trade
trade unions find themselves unions in Britain, independent
confronting the state apparatus. from all the existing trade unions.
The capitalist state functions in The trade unions are an
the interest of private property, acquisition of the Soviet working
this is what it is there to defend. class in the same way as are the
The workers state is not based on British trade unions; no proposal
private property, it is has been put forward to bypass
characterised by a nationalised the latter, but in respect to the
planned economy. The trade Soviet Union this been put
unions in a workers state do not forward as a way to make the
find themselves combatting the trade unions more free.
state because the workers state
Why is there no campaign
functions in the interest of the about the gangsterism which
population. The workers state exists in the American trade
can be relied upon to guarantee unions, where they are directed
an ever increasing standard of by an oligarchy and contracts
life which capitalism simply are taken out to murder people
cannot do. Under capitalism, who are in the way of the top
the quality of life diminishes. leadership? If democracy in the
The trade unions in a capitalist trade unions is to be spoken of,
state find, therefore, that now then a campaign for full reprethey come more and more into sentation of women both in the
conflict with the capitalist state, trade unions and in conferences
if they are to protect the living and positions should be a priority
standards of the population. in Britain. All these aspects
But with the expansion of the are ignored not through oversight
workers state, the continual but because a hostility to the
planning, the surpassing of state Soviet Union is the prime
plans which is generally the motivation behind the proposal
norm, the trade unions play a for "free" trade unions. Lack of
role, not of struggling against rights in the Soviet Union only
the state, but of supporting the becomes the centre when there is
state to elevate the standard of a conscious, not mistaken, policy
life. In this sense, the trade against the workers states. For
unions in the Soviet Union the trade union bureaucrat in
develop infinitely more Britain, his conception of "free"
"democracy" than in Britain, trade unions means free to
because they are far more collaborate with capitalism. The
effective in responding to the proposal arises when these
needs of the population. It is sectors want to protect thembecause they are structured on selves from the constantly
the workers state that they are increasing influence of the
more democratic. Thus the workers states. It is a carefully
function of a trade union cannot orchestrated campaign but all
be isolated from the state. In to no avail, becuase the Soviet
order to make the trade unions Union has an ever widening
in Britain more democratic, it sphere of influence which cannot
requires a campaign by the trade be stopped.
unions to change the capitalist
state, and to propose a workers DEMOCRACY IN THE
state here.
BRITISH TRADE UNIONS
It is important to consider the
We propose that a way to make question of democracy in the
the trade unions in the Soviet Soviet trade unions, for example,
Union more democratic would be the
need for 'the right to strike'
for the trade unions to function should
be incorporated into the
independently of the state. This Soviet constitution.
Nevertheless
is because it is necessary for the role that the Soviet
trade
the workers to be protected from unions are playing is a progressive
bureaucratic elements who usurp one. Recently, the Soviet trade
the state for their own interests
made an appeal to the
and hence the workers require unions
North
American
against
protection from the bureaucracy. the production ofmasses
the neutron
The trade unions in the bomb. This is something that
workers state have a dualistic never has occured from the
function. Being based on a British trade unions. The
nationalised planned economy, campaign launched in support of
they are involved and have an the dissident trade unions has
interest in developing and many ludicrous aspects to it,
planning the production of the because these so called free trade
state, of ensuring the fulfillment unions do not even exist in the

Soviet Union. A few dissidents
can make a lot of noise when it
is the bourgeoisie in the West
which gives them a megaphone!
But from the rest of the three
hundred million and more people
who live in the Soviet Union,
not a single demand is to be
heard calling for "free" trade
unions.
How can the trade unions in
Britain function more
democratically to respond to the
needs of the population? When
capitalism can provide for the
needs of the people less than
ever before, yet science and
technology are developing
rapidly, it characterises a regime
which has no 'humanitarian•
interest. It becomes more and
more obvious that capitalism
cannot even give certain limited
demands, when its crisis is so
acute. The trade unions require
a political functioning which
centres on anti-capitalist
objectives. Otherwise they
become purely instruments to
acquire wage demands which
constantly diminish. It is necessary
to develop factory meetings
which allow the. workers and the
population to discuss how to
increase the quality of life in
Britain. This type of functioning
should be the norm,· to make
the trade unions "free" here.
Let the working class put forward
their ideas and initiatives and
discuss them all together, rather
than voting without discussion in
some secret ballot. Delegates to
union conferences should be
elected, after such discussions,
on a programme containing
proposals to take Britain out of
a declining economic and social
system. In the trade union
conferences at this moment,
nothing could be further from
"democracy". A vote is taken on
an issue, in which they say,
such and such was rejected by
three and a half million votes to
one and a half million votes.
The disparity between the
number of delegates compared
to the number of workers
represented is gigantic. But the
workers have not been
incorporated into any discussion
in the factories. Who votes for
the leadership in the unions?
With very large abstentions in all
the union elections, the union
leadership certainly is not
representative of the workers in
the union. Who do these leaderships represent then? They
represent the block vote at the
Labour Party conferences and
TUC where one man can cast
millions of votes, they represent
the union presidents who have
disnlissed certain progressive
proposals just like that, they
represent themselves, the union
bosses.
The Soviet trade unions are
based on a state that has the
capacity for constant economic
expansion with all the benefits
that this entails for the people.
In Britain, the trade union
leaderships collaborate with the
same state that is taking away
any democratic gains made
previously, and hence reducing
the standard of life of the people.
The conclusion to draw therefore
is not that "free" trade unions
should be constmcted in the
Soviet Union, but that the trade
unions in Britain should be
playing as progressive a role as
those in the Soviet Union, by
campaigning systematically
for an anti-capitalist programme.
Turn to page 4
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FOR THE INDEPENDENCE OF THE TRADE UNIONS
TO STIMULATE THE ANTI CAPITALIST PROGRAMME
continued from page3

The Labour government is the
instrument that capitalism uses
to apply a capitalist programme
in Britain. The government in
many ways finds this an easier
task than a Tory government
would, because being based on an
alliance with the labour
aristocracy, it can attempt to

prevent direct confrontation
between the working class and
cap it a Ii s m . The Labour
aristocracy plays the role of
shackling the independent
function of the working class,
and by means of the Labour
party and trade union
apparatuses, stifles any

discussions of an alternative
programme to capitalism. The
coming general election already
has provided an excuse for
further calls of unity around
the Labour government in case
of a reactionary Tory return to
power. The present Labour
government is an ultra-capitalist
government. There is not one
single progressive measure that
it has taken. Callaghan has
openly declared war against the
masses with his calls for further

THERE IS NO POSSIBILITY OF
TRANSFORMING THE
CHARACTER OF PRODUCTION
WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF
CAPITALISM

We are in agreement. with the
aim of changing the arms
industry into production of
socially useful goods. The British
masses are short of many of the
basic necessities of life and
production needs to be made to
meet their needs. The Labour
party is discussing the idea of the
reconversion of the arms
industry. The question is how to
achieve this reconversion of
industry. Over the years there
have been demonstrations and
resolutions against nuclear
weapons, but the amount of
weapons increases. This is
because capitalism needs these
arms for its existence.
The economic crisis increases
with all sectors of industry
affected. The only exception is
the armaments industry where
there is a constant expansion.
The exports of arms is expected
to rise to £1000 million for the
year. Whereas there is a decline in
major industries, like the
production of cars, there is no
shortage of opportunities for
capitalism to find markets for
armaments. The reliance on arms
production is not just something
special to the British economy,
it is general to the whole ot
capitalism, with in France twenty
five percent of the armament
production being for export. It is
a very lucrative business with
high profits therefore the big
firms have an interest in this
field. How is it possible to make
them give up this production in
favour of products that the
population requires? If there are
millions of pounds to be made
in guns which of them is going
to forgo that for the sake of
machines for hospitals?
It is a problem that cannot be
solved by convincing one
capitalist or another of the logic
of one sort of production over
another. It is the way that
capitalism functions that is the
cause. If one capitalist stopped
the most profitable production,
another would start it, profiting
enough to liquidate the others.
It is important for the trade
unions to have plans of
production for the benefit of the
population. The question is how
to get the plans applied. The
Lucas plan for alternative
production has existed for a
number of years but the
management have constantly
rejected it. This is not because
in this particular firm the boss is
less open to reasoned arguments
or because the ideas have not
been explained sufficiently. It is
rather that the system of private
property is based on profits and
it is this that decides. There is
no perspective to convince the
firms to act otherwise.
To apply the plan of
production requires the workers
-4

to impose it. The private firm
will not and cannot do it. This
being so it is necessary to
expropriate the firms and to
impose a plan of production by
workers control. Then it is
possible to discuss with the
population the use of the factory
for beneficial purposes. The boss
is not receptive to reason but the
population is. To be able to allow
the population to discuss and
decide, the boss must be got rid
of. The scientists feel that most
of the scientific research is
dominated by the needs of the
armed forces. The knowledge
they have is not directed into
logical directions; increasingly
the scientists and technicians
feel this. It is necessary to reason
with them on the need for
changes, but with the capitalist
it is different, he is not open to
persuasion.
In relation to the products for
war the state plays the role of
purchaser and guarantees a ready
made market. With other
products there has to be a buyer
who consumes the car or clothes.
With armaments the government
is the purchaser. There is a
continual increase in the demand
for arms and the government
pays. There is no corresponding
market for other goods. The
population cannot afford to buy
them so within the market
economy there is no possibility
to change the production.
Capitalism as a system produces
ruthless competition leading to
wars. The world wars were over
competition over markets
between the big capitalist powers.
Capitalism is warlike in its
competition and this state of
relations is reflected in dispute
and wars. The armaments it has
are there for this reason. It's very
nature is warlike and the weapons
are for this reason. Today it is
not able to make open wars
between itself because it faces
the fact that if it did do so it
would be immediately finished by
the revolution. Therefore its
war preparations are directed
against the Soviet Union and the
other workers states. The same
competition between the
capitalist countries exists, as is
seen by the continual disputes in
the Common Market between
the different countries, but they
are obliged to keep the disputes
from breaking out into armed
conflict. Whenever the
bourgeoisie now talk of
'defending Britain' they never
refer to 'saving the country' from
capitalist Germany or Italy as
they used to do in the past.
Now they make the enemy the
workers states. They hate the
other capitalist countries the
same as before, but they fear
the Soviet Union therefore their
main concern is to build up

wage restraint. This is not a
government that can somehow be
persuaded to eventually adopting
a socialist programme, no matter
how much pressure is put on it.
In face of pressure of the world
bourgeoisie, this, and every other
Labour government before this
one has decided on allegiance
with the capitalist system, not
with socialism. It is not a
mistaken policy, it supports the
neutron bomb, NATO, further
increase in armament spending,
cuts in living standards. The
trade unions therefore have to be
independent from the Labour
government, and carry out a
discussion and campaign on
'Where is Britain going?'
throughout the country. This
provides the basis for really
making the trade unions "free"
in this country. Freedom from
the imposition of a Labour
government which says that the
decline in the quality of life is
inevitable. To be independent
from the government means

putting forward a programme
which is opposed to the capitalist
programme of the government.
Whether Labour or Tory
government, the result is the
same, no socialist policy is
applied which could solve all the
problems of unemployment,
housing, pollution etc. The
development of true democracy
in the British trade unions flows
directly from the question of
democracy for what?
At present the whole structure
of the unions is undemocratic,
because it is not a structure which
serves the anti-capitalist struggle.
Democracy has to mean a
programme for social transformation to elevate the standard
of life of the population. If this
is the objective of the British
trade unions, it is necessary to
campaign consistently on this
issue, as part of the role of the
trade unions to impel an anticapitalist tendency in the Labour
Party.

armaments against it.
Capitalism requires the
armaments to oppose the workers
states. However much it is asked
it will not give up the production
of armaments in order to allow
its factories to make hospital
equipment. It cannot change the
way it acts and it will not allow
the liquidation of its means of
defending itself on a voluntary
basis. Capitalism constantly
prepares war and it is necessary
to · take measures against its
preparation. Supporting demands
for trade union rights in the army
and police and making political
appeals to the army. Capitalism
knows the population does not
support it and therefore more
and more of its concentration
goes on arms expenditure. This
is why the Labour government
after discussions in Nato has
accepted the increase in arms
expenditure of three percent.
Proposals for partial state
intervention in these armament
industries is not the solution.
The state is the purchaser of the
arms. The intervention of the
state has therefore to be in the
form of nationalisation of the
firms, but nationalisation under
workers control. For the workers
to decide the plans for
production not as at present
where the representatives of the
government in the form of high
paid bourgeois managers make
the decisions. These heads of
state industries run them in the
interest of capitalism not of the
workers and the population. It
is not socially useful production
that concerns them but the
continuation of the system of
private property.
The struggle against the
armaments has to be seen as part
of the overall struggle for
socialism. The armaments that
the Vietnamese masses used to
defeat yankee imperialism served
for progress. The arms the
Americans used were to try and
halt the progress towards
socialism. In the same way the
British armed forces develops
its weapons to defend private
property, whereas the Soviet
Union and Cuba use weapons to
assist the masses of Africa to
liberate themselves from
imperialism. The opposition to
the armaments of British
capitalism has to be seen as part
of the attack on private property.
To be really in a position to make
decisions about altering the
production of the factories
requires an end to this anarchy
of the system of private property.
To develop plans for changing
production but at the same time a
programme for achieving it by
imposing the plans by
nationalisation with the
intervention of the workers by
workers control.

ON THE POLEMIC OF
ALTHUSSER WITH THE
FRENCH COMMUNIST PARTY
30.4.1978
The intervention of Althusser is
very superficial. It. deals with very
abstract problems but defines some
things well, i.e. 'there is no political
life, Marxism has been abandoned'.
But all that he says does not show
this. There is not one living event.
In this type of polemic the fundamental aspect is to show life going
on. This is not a theoretical discussion, but a precise conclusion of
the lack of life in the Party. Thus
a very superficial polemic is conducted. It is not possible to educate
even saying a very few correct
opinions. In the rest he concurs.
But why did he not say it before?
Then it is a discussion between
leaders who have abandoned Marxism.
The single fact that he refers to
the Russian Revolution and does not
speak of the assassinations by Stalin of the Bolshevik leadership, and
the retreat was due to the elimination of the leadership of the Party, is
an abandonment of Marxism. He
makes a series of criticisms which,
in a general sense, are aimed at a
layer of the intellectuals who commence also to lose confidence in
Marxism, beginning not in the general
method but in aspects. They see the
process of the world in an inexplict"'
able form what is the situation?
what is h;ppening? Then they want
to seek the explanation, 'Marx has
been insufficient'. This is the depth
of all this.
The leadership of the French
Communist Party eliminated the discussion in a drastic form and gave no
cone lus ion, but neither did Althusser.
According to him, 30% of the working
class voted for the Communist Party;
and it's not like this, it has got at
least 70%. His polemic is not contemptuous of the leadership, but it is
important that he decided to write
and resort to the bourgeois press to
force the Party to write. In this
case, resorting to the bourgeois
press, he must explain why he is
going to the bourgeois press and
what he seeks from the bourgeois
press. He has· to explain. The

J.Posadas.
bourgeois press wants this materia I
and publishes it to influence the
lack of confidence in the Communist
Party and in Marxism.
He says he is a Marxist, but the
analysis is not Marxist. He makes
good criticisms on the problem of the
state, because the leadership of the
Party proposes, 'it is enough to
change the leadership of the state'.
On the other hand, Althusser says,
'No, the state continues being the
state it was before'. This is good.
But it is superficial, not profound,
even being right in this. It is not a
discussion which is on the basis of
cadres with sufficient theoretical
and practical preparation.It's lack of
pre~~ratio~.
indicates th! lack of
political life m the Communist Party
and of themselves be,cause Althusser
would ha.v;, to ask, And why do we
allow this.
In the book~ that he
wrote, he .speaks. of. ~talm! co~
~em~s ~tahn.' but JU~hhes him w1~h
Soc1ahsm in a single country •
.
. When .the Co_mm~mst ~arty ab~re.
v1ates d1scuss1on 1mmed1ately, 1t 1s
becaus.e it fe~ls that behind Althu.sser others ~111 go further than h1~,
~ot to the. right b~t to the left. This
1s the 1mpress1on that the Party
g!ves .when cuts short the discuss1on 1mmed1ately. Althusser pro.posed that the Commu~ist ~arty 1s
responsible for not having triumphed
in the elections. He is not right in
this. On the contrary, the Communist Party did very well in discussing
the programme, it had to bring this
into the light. The CP was insufficient and superficial. It did not
make anyone intervene, but now it's
going further.

!t

!t,

Althusser discusses at the
summits of the leaderships, hence
he resorts to Le Monde. At the
same time, he gives to Le Monde
the credit for being a liberal, open
paper which does not fear ideas- It
is a discussion at the summits.
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ESTABLISH NEW RELATIONS
BETWEEN THE LABOUR PARTY
AND THE TRADE UNIONS ON AN
ANTI CAPITALIST PROGRAMME
The way in which Chrysler has dealt with the government, just
taking the subsidies and then, selling itself to Peugeot, shows the way
in which capitalism uses the Labour government to continu its process
of rationalisation, concentration, sackings, and concentration against
the masses and the Workers States. It shows that capitalism has
nothing to give and that the Labour leadership as it stands has nothing
to give either to the Labour base, ie. the working class. In Portugal,
the workers did not rise to support Soarez. There is the need for a new
leadership, prepared to nationalise and plan the economy.
The recent call for the nationalisation of Chrysler by the AUEW
and the Linwood shop stewards, is correct but who is going to carry
out this nationalisation and all the others which are necessary to plan
the
the economy? Certainly not this government. The problem is
construction of a new leadership in the Labour Party; The actions of
the workers in the Polaris bases, show that the workers themselves are
prepared to put the interests of the working class before those of
NATO or of war preparation in defence of imperialism. The rejection
by the trade unions of the new pay policy and the rejection by the
TUC of the call for 'free trade unions' in the Soviet Union, show that.
there is a political elevation of the role of the trade unions, and an
increased intervention of the working class directly against the war
preparations of British imperialism. The Labour left has to elevate its
links with the trade unions, starting with immediate support to the call
for nationalisation of Chrysler, but this having to be under workers
control. And elevating this programme to a United Front with the
Trade Unions, so as to impose such solutions, and extend the anticapitalist programme. It is necessary to call for the closure of the
Polaris bases, expulsion of NATO out of Britain, the struggle against
the EEC/NATO and the war preparations. An immediate step which
the Labour left must take is to call for the independent functioning of
the trade unions from the Labour government. And to oppose the
present link between the Labour government and the trade union
bureaucracy seeking to give another lease of time to the present
Labour leadership through 'The Trade Unions for Labour'. The
solution to the problems of the Polaris workers, of the dictatorship of
the multinationals, the war preparations, is not electoral. It lies in the
elevation of the Labour left/trade union united front and this has to
.J'e £~ll~dJ2r.~~9A.~ii~~ ~I1 ~l~<!t<:>r,aj.<;;~9JP.~l~,. h··· .. . . . .
..
The trade unions have to break the links which unite them at present
to the present Labour government. This government has nothing to
give because capitalism is in total crisis. It has to raise a political
programme, to include the nationalisation of Chrysler under workers
control, the rejection of the new pay policy and the construction of
· new links with the Labour Party on the basis of an anti-capitalist
programme.
NATIONALISATION HAS TO BE UNDER WORKERS
CONTROL
Chrysler had made 'planning agreements' with the government. But
capitalism does not function thanks to the permission of governments
but through the absolute dictates of private property. In front of the
competition of the Workers States which is immense and not just
socially, but also economically, the capitalist world concentrates.
It is not true that the monopolies represent a strength of capitalism.
They represent its total crisis of mortal agony in front of the spread of
Tumtopage2
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THE LABOUR PARTY AND THE SITUATION IN
BRITAIN
31.3.78
It is necessary to realise that just
as a11 the leaderships in the Workers
States and the Communist parties
which have tried to oppose or have
opposed the progress of history have
been smashed, so there is no possibility for British labourism or North
American trade unionism preventing
the elevation of the masses. They
are great impediments but they have
no historic justification. The intelligence of humanity has seen that
in order to live, it is necessary to
eliminate private property and to
eliminate war. Humanity knows this
as d do the North American masses
0
. ..•!i.Q ..........~."$CL .• tlJ.e.... "'rUislt ·masses.
The British masses have an advantage in that they have a tradit1"on
of a hundred and sixty years of trade
unionism in which they have constantly maintained
security in
the aspiration of human progress.
Therefore, it is necessary to consider that the present situation of
the Labour Party is not an express•
f th
L
ion
e strength of the abour
Party apparatus but of the world
relations which still allow the
Labour leadership to maintain its
authority. This stems not only from
a certain economic security - which
deteriorates all the time - but from
the mistakes of the Communist par...
ties and essentially the errors and
mistakes of the Workers States which
do not present themselves before the
masses and North American masses
as the objective leadership of progress from every point of vie.w.
Economically and socially the
masses see progress, because they
see that in the Workers States they
are living better, but they do not see
the participation in society of the
Soviet or the Chinese masses, or the
Cuban masses. They dp not see
them participate, thus they cannot
be influenced. The masses see the
superiority of the Workers State but
they do not see the intervention of
the Workers States masses which
should be the basis of this superiority. Then they do not see the
necessity for an immediate transformation. It is the mistake of the
Workers State which comes from the
epoch of Stalin but, at the same
time, there is no tranquility in the
Labour Party or among the Labour
masses.

J POSADAS

going. Now it's no longer just the logical progress but not at the
title of Trotsky's book. Now the expense of our life, because then
tendencies and efforts of the British it's not progress. If there is an
masses to progress, nationalising, improvement in technology which
statifying a series of enterprises makes printing unnecessary, this is
like the ports and car factories are good; but we must be given the
apparent.
The bureaucracy has equivalent work with the same wage'.
stimulated a tendency for the state This is new. The Italians began
to take the responsibility to pay the this in a very limited form, but the
factory deficits to save the factory, German event is very elevated
so that statification does not take because it imposes on society an
place but a subsidy for private orientation on how to resolve the
enterprise which has failed. This problems which arise from the prowas the policy of the government of cess of technology, of science and
the Labour bureaucracy and the the needs of society. No Communist
tra de union
· bureaucracy, but not of Party .has done this as for example
ttta"nrasses. ··The masses will notw•ttre· G·ermaw·communist Party which
se~ in this a salvation of the capi- is very backward. The only people
tahst system, but the means of a who proposed this was ourselves
superior relation. The effort at
•
nationalisation of the ports was
We propose that technology is
very profound, and this indicates good but not at the expense of
that the British masses had a base humanity. The Italian and French
of understanding that nationalisation Communists say this, but they have
is necessary. Still this understand- had the attitude of the German woring is limited, but there is .a pro- kers. The German experience is not
gress. There are a series of ten- new. Lipp in France is an example
dencies which discuss and speak when they went on str1'ke aga·1nst the'
constantly. They are not lying; it closure, the workers said 'No we
is not a manoeuvre. It is a VitfY maintain this conquest ~f a 'very
limited expression of the possibi - successful watch factory and we
lilies which exist.
have work'· Also, in Italy, there
have been factories managed for a
The Grant tendency is the prin- year by women, and they function
ciple basis of the youth and the very well - which shows that there
Labour Party has to allow it as the is a tendency which advances from
least evil for them, because they the occupation of the factory towards
cannot throw them out. It is the making production in order to mainsame situation in Germany, but there lain the wage, but which also shows
they threw them out because Germany that to sustain this triumph it's
has a more powerful apparatus and necessary to overt.brow the capitalist
more of a bureaucratic base, better system. The triumph of the German
economic conditions, and has four workers is very elevated, because
million foreign workers who work in it unites a development of technoGermany but who do not weigh logy, of science in production, with
socially, electorally or on the trade the human need to live well, or at
union level. But, in Britain, there least as well as before. Thus it is
are fewer foreign workers in corn- necessary to propose: 'Which is more
parison with Germany. In the latter important, the workers, technology
there are four million, so the relation or capitalism'? Technology is good,
of forces between capitalism and the the workers have to live; but the
working class is unjust, because the capitalists are a small group.
foreign workers do not weigh. They
Th is incorporates in the world
work, but they do not express themclass
struggle a series of principles
selves either socially or electorally.
Within a few years, Germany is which are going to elevate the
going to change. It is slow, but the scientific level of the struggle. It
printers strike has an immense irn- comes from Germany in which the
portance. Their victory has a social youth who wanted to give a timidly
significance infinitely superior to anti-capitalist programme were
the wage increases, because they thrown out. Brandt and Schmidt, who
have fought to maintain their jobs twice were able to throw out the
and their human dignity. They have leaders of the youth, why did '1ot
Compared with the position five
they throw out the trade unions?
years ago, there is an increase of discussed with capitalism, telling
discussions on where is Britain them, •we agree with
tech noTurntopage 2
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·This means that the working class
and petit bourgeoisie supports itself
in the trade unions. It is not the
trade union which resolves, it is the
Party, but the trade union is the
point of departure.
The same process is going to
occur in Britain. Then it's necessary to persist in the activity to
write, to publish and to intervene,
giving ideas and winning positions
and increasing the scientific ability
to explain. This is going to help
the vanguard of the youth, the Party
and the trade unicms in the understanding of the need for social
transformations. Hence the need
for the publication of all the texts
on the Workers States, the analysis
on the historic function of the
Workers States, and the fact that the
Workers State cannot be measured .by
the leaderships which are transitory,
but through the function of the
Workers State which the experience
of Stalin showed. Stalin disappeared
and the Workers State developed and
influenced the world. What has to be
discussed is how to elevate the life
of the masses and the British
population. It is a pack of lies that
Britain progresses. There is progress of some capitalist layers fewer and more concentrated as the
process develops - but the British
poputalion suffers more and more a
deterioration in the standard of
living. The increase in wages is
less than the increase in the cost
of living, and it is necessary to
consider these two aspects: the
concrete price of commodities and
the actual conditions of life. There
is a, great deterioration in the environment, increased poisoning of
the environment, of the water and
of the food. There is an increase
at the same time in the poisoning of
raw materials which afterwards are
used to produce chickens, fabrics
etc. This is part of the standard of
living and it is getting worse.
Although they may maintain
wages to meet the cost of food or
accommodatio~,. the level is. low
because cond1t10.ns of t~e environme.nt ~r~ worsening, ~h1l.e !rom the
~c1ent1hc ~rogress which is immen~e
m production - the only aspect m
which ~apitalism. advances - t~e
proletar!at • re~e1ves no. benefit.
Everythmg. is m the s~rvice of -ihe
concentration. o! c~pital.
he
number of cap1tahs~s.1s reduced and
tne stand~rd of hvm.g const~11tly
falls. This must be discussed, not
discussing only the support to
Ethiopia or the programme for
Ethi~p.ia as Gran~ do~s, bu~ t~e
cond1t1ons of life m Bntam.
There is an immense increase in
scientific capaciJy. The Soviets
have an expedition that has been in
space for three months and it's one
of the greatest achievements in
history. The space-ships meet.
The crew go outside, chuck out the
rubbish and go back in. This shows
the quality of human ability, the
conditions which exist to eliminate
poverty on the earth, to eliminate
shortage of food and any other
needs.
Humanity, including the
British masses, see all this. The
British masses see that, when
humanity is capable of this achievement of the Soviets of maintaining a
space-ship in orbit for three months,
it means that it has the ability to
resolve all the problems. Henc~
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the capitalist press is terrorised
because the workers vanguard and
the intellectuals see this. They
see and assess that it is superior
because the Soviets, who have been
in space for three months, help
Ethiopia, Angola and Mozambique.
Thus the power of the most advanced
science helps the most backward
areas of the earth. The earth and
the sky are united through science
and Socialism and the gods look out
and say, 'They are throwing us out
of history'.
The bureaucracy, the bourgeois
leadership of the Labour Party, are
not stronger than Stalin. Stalin was
the stronger. They possess conditions which allowed them to continue
and, above all, it was because of the
false policy of the Communist
parties.
We value the progress made through
capitalism, through capitalist science, or through the science of the
capita lists for the capita lists. We
see it as a contribution to the progress of knowledge and of certain
forms of social relation, but also
the limitation of this progress. At
the same time that the British
created their warships for the accumulation of capital, they killed
children in the factories, killed the
sheep of the peasants to drive them
into the factories. Thus capitalism
showed an historic antagonism with
progress ,
the historic contradictions between its own progress
and the progress of humanit'v. Our
function is to understand that this
is what happened in history, but in
this stage it is not the same situation. The Workers State, in order to
elevate science, has to make it
universal and develop society. It
cannot develop science as a means
of exploitation of society for profit,
it has to develop it to elevate
human relations.
It's been shown that Stalin, who
had the most complete form of control in history and the most complete
apparatus and state, was smashed
by the progress of history and, in
Britain, the same thing will happen.
There is no tradition or knowledge
of the Marxist life It does not exist
in Britain. The British Empire was
able to impede the penetration of
Marxism in the Labour Party, but
not because it was capable or
through its economic power. Comparatively, Germany in 1930 was
more powerful. The Communists and
Socialists had half the popular vote.
Then why did Hitler win? Was it
through the capacity of Hitler? No,
it was through the bestiality of
Stalinism. In Britain the perspective
of capitalism rs for an ever greater
deterioration in living conditions,
and this creates a more receptive
quanli:ty of scientists and intellectuals. It creates the conditions for
a greater diffusion of our publications and activity.
The pragmatism of British imperialism is based on the wealth of
imperia Iism but, at the same time,
on the errors and the capitulationist
policy of the alliance with capitalism
of Stalinism which lasted until
1960. If in 1945 Stalin had to allow
the overthrow of capitalism in ten
European countries, it was because
it was imposed on him, but the
policy of Stalin lasted because he
created the most frightful bureau-

cracies. A proof of this is Czechoslovakia, where he created a
bourgeois leadership allied with a
centrist leadership, and he did this
also in Po land and Hungary. These
were the leaderships of Stalin.
Afterwards they were liquidated
by the uprisings of the masses,
which showed that they wanted to
eliminate the bureaucratic power
allied to capitalism, but without
damaging the Workers State as the
Rumanian masses have just done.
If the proletariat in these countries
has such a conduct, how is it
possible to doubt that the British
and German proletariat cannot get
shot of their leaderships?
It's
necessary to intervene, while expecting this process.
But not
waiting in inactivity, but with the
intervention tO help the scientific
thought of the process of history in
which British capitalism has fewer
possibilities. It has less conditions
to try to maintain the disorientation
of the masses and the bureaucratic
apparatus. The internal crises of
Labourism increase with the constant appearance of anti-capitalist
tendencies. Even though they appear
in a I im ited way, they are anticapita list. A consistent programme
does not exist, but capitalism is
constantly weakening and this is
going to continue in successive
stages because British and German
capitalism have no perspective for
development.

world. It has no idea about any- · is not to give independence, selfthing. It does not understand its determination to Eritrea and Ogaden,
function because it has no notion of but fiFst to unify to determine the
history. It has the petulance, the self-determination which is not
pride of saying, 'We are Communists, separation; that is to say, they
they have to come here'; but the propose in a routinist way the
masses go past them. History goes conception of the programme. It is
ahead of them. Even this Commu- not a scientific analysis. Hence
nist Party cannot continue in this they combine correct and incorrect
way. The Soviet Workers State is positions, with very contradictory
going to intervene because it has an results. First they say, 'It is a
interest in intervening and the degenerated Workers State'. Why
masses are going to correct it. We degenerated? How is the Workers
are seeking how to influence. State constituted? What is the basis
of the existence of the Workers
What is clear and conclusive is State? If there is a Workers State
to see that the present situation in in an economically most backward
the Labour Party, of the dominion of part of the world, it is because
the bureaucratic apparatus, is trans- there is a political leadership which
itory. This is part of the relation of has understood this. They reverse
world forces in which as a relation everything.
of world forces it is necessary to
This is an example to see that
see the erroneous conduct and
policy of the alliance with capita- when these comrades of 'Militant'
lism which the Communist parties take this position, it is because
pushed forward, the weakness of the within their group there are currents
Communist parties, including that of which are in agreement with this
Britain; and the absence of an process, and this is our direct
organised opposition of importance, influence. At the same time, they
corruption and disintegration of the do not feel secure and they fee I the
old Trotskyist movement. Even today. pressure of the Labour petit bourgethey continue calling themselves ois wing, they then combine positions
Trotskyist, like Grant does. Today recognising the Workers State, but
it is not the stage of Trotsky. It is with 'Out with the army._
a different process from the stage of
Trotsky. The principles of Trotsky
In Britain, the standard of living
are valid, but it is necessary to of the masses has declined with the
combine them with an interpretation environmenta I conditions. It is not
of this stage of history which only that the telephones do not
Trotsky could not provide, just as function, but the railway stations
neither Lenin nor Marx could provide are filthy, completely neglected and
it. Hence, In spite of a certain disordered. This is not only the
approximation to our analysis over case in Britain, but also in Germany,
Ethiopia, the Grant group is far France and North America. There
from understanding all this because is a retreat in the environmental
it combines good conclusions with conditions of life which is very
fatal errors; for example, when they marked. The Pakistanis and the
speak of 1freedom to Eritrea and Indians, but also the British, live
Ogaden', 1make Soviets', 1out with in bad conditions. it is necessary
the military'. Thus, it is an analy- also to combine discussions on the
sis on the basis of a process programme and the policy with
already finished, not on a process concrete examples, examples that
which it is necessary to develop, show the need for the planned
and they use slogans which are not structure of production and taking
valid for today. The slogan is not all the measures and examples
that the army should go, but that it necessary to carry this out.
should remai·n because the army has
the correct position, the correct
resolution and force. The problem J. POSADAS
31.3.78

British imperialism has succeeded in maintaining itself on the plane
of capitalist society through the
trade unions and the Labour Party,
through the bureaucratic apparatus
but constantly in the trade unions
and in the Labour Party there is an
advance towards anti-capita list
positions and programme, and
constantly a resistence to the action
of British imperialism. The appearance of groups and the development
of groups is not a sporadic or circumstantial action, but It expresses
a need to give ideas which respond
to the combative will of the masses
and the youth. At the same time, it
demonstrates that when this will
and programme is not consistent it
collapses. But the persistence of
Grant is because he combines an
adaptation to the Labour Party w i t h . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - this programme over Ethiopia. It is
· combined, but it does not have a
future. The experience of the masscontinued from page 1
es is going to go much further than
them. It is a stage of history in
which Vietnam and Laos are closely
associated. The principle leader of
Laos records that in 1930 Ho Chi
Minh had a!ready proposed the need Communism, planned economies and centralised economies in the
world. Chrysler made planning agreements, but there was no one to
for the Federation of Vietnam, Laos force them to obey them. The force for the planning of the economy
~nd Cambodia. Why didn't he say is the proletariat. The workers in this country have been those who
it before? But it is important be- imposed a national health service, substantial nationalisations, and
cause he comes to support Vietnam reforms. It is they who now tackle imperialism and its war
against Cambodia and the reaction preparations directly in the Polaris submarine bases. For all the pious
of Cambodia is like that of a talk in the Labour Party Conferences of 'Getting rid of nuclear
not a voice of support has publically come from the
bureaucratic apparatus, which is the installations',
Labour Party to the action of the workers. However, it is the workers
same as Stalin. It is not with the who took the houses after the war, and housed themselves. It is them
same political position of Stalin, who occupied the Clyde and imposed that there should not be the
that is, it is worse or equally bad, sackings which capitalism wished to make. And it is them again who
but it is defending an interest. It is foresee that the Chrysler /Peugeot merger is for rationalisation,
the same social interest, the socia I concentration of capitalism, and sackings. In front of the crisis of
bureaucratic interest of a camarrilla. agony of capitalism, the workers are those who know, foresee and
allied to capitalism, which is afraid struggle for nationalisation. They see capitalism mortally wounded
of the progress of the revolution preparing war with the nuclear submarine and neutron bomb against
them and they are those who take action. It is them and only them
where Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia who can impose nationalisation under workers control. The AUEW
represent progress. We were the hascalled for the nationalisation of Chrysler. But what is needed is
only ones who proposed this, we nationalisation under workers control. The reason why the Labour
proposed it four years ago. The
government does not embark on this road is first that it is not
progress of South East Asia cannot interested, and secondly that this would have in this stage, the effect
be done without a Federation. of taking Labour onto the path of wholesa.le structural changes in
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ownership, control, and state. This is what the left of the Labour
This is going to weigh in the Party has to discuss.

world Communist movement aod
even in the British Communist Party CAPITALISM HAS NO SOCIAL SUPPORT
which is one of the most backward
of all the Communist parties in the
The action of the workers at the nuclear submarines, shows that
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they do not think that the bourge<;>is 'natio.n'. has to ~e ~e~ended at
their own expense against the 'russ1ans'. This is the ob1ectiv1ty of the
proletariat, raised at this level by the world balance of forces, by the
intervention of the Soviet Union in Angola and Mozambique. When
Cuba intervenes in Africa, the British proletariat creates all manner
of difficulties to British imperialism. It is because in a diffused but
profound way, they also defend Angola: .And it ~s ~atu~al tha! is
should be so. This means that the total cns1s of capitalism is not ~u~t
economic, - it will not re-employ the unemployed for example - tt 1s
social because the masses are not smashed by the prospect of war and
struggles including nuclear. The proof is in the Polaris strikes. The
workers have not made a single demonstration against Angola, or for
troops to go to Rhodesia, or against the Soviet Union. There has not
been a single demonstration in the stree.ts . supported by trade
unionists, or otherwise, in support of the d1ss1dents. But yes, there
has been the intervention of the Polaris workers, who are not
vanguard sectors of the proletariat far from it. When it is so, it is
because the vanguard itself is already prepared to support the
Soviet Union and the trade union bureaucracy knows it, and dreads
it. This is why the AUEW leadership comes out against the Soviet
Union.
TRADE UNION DEMOCRACY FOR WORKERS CONTROL
The crisis in the French Socialist Party comes from the fact that the
bourgeoisie seeks to pressurise t~e Radicals !1,11~ the right ~ing
Socialists to support it. The campaign for the d1ss1dents ~~against
the Soviet Union is in part for this. To carry on existing as a
progressive party, the Socialists have to propose the nationalisatio~ of
the economy and this brings them into alliance with the Commumsts
and the Sovi~t Union. Portugal shows that if a Socialist Party does not
ally itself to the Communists, its right wing brings the whole Party
into the defence of capitalism which after having used them, then
destroys them. This is the nature of the crisis of all the Social~st
parties. The alliance with t.he Communists - however eurocommumst
the Communists may be - mean to envisage the struggle for
nationalisations through workers control and not through 'planning
agreements' and the bourgeois constitution. T?~ Laboi;ir Party,
suffers precisely from this. But the total cns1s contmt;tes, as
exemplified now by Chrysler, the collapse of the Health Service,
A long term solution to the crisis has to be found and we are
witnessing the collapse of all the short term solutions. 'Planning
Th~s is .why sectors o~ the AUEW
agreements', 'imports control',
leadership now talk about national1sat1on, and national Shop
Stewards Conferences.
The break of the AUEW leadership from. the. Soyiet Union is
because the Soviet Union is more and more antt-cap1tabst. The Trade
Union base will now seek fresh links on a new basis, to re~olve the
problems posed by capitalism. In fact it was only 3 peopl~ m th~ so
called "democratic" AUEW who have brok~n from the Soviet !Jmon.
But the Soviet embassy in London has rece1v~d man~ delegations of
trade union leaders who came to greet the Soviets, wh1!st we have ~ot
seen a single substantial mobilisation of workers agamst the Soviet
union. On the contrary, even the TUC le.adership,. has r~fu~ed t.o
support the campaign for 'free trade unions in the Soviet Umon ! This
shows the actual support which the Stalinist bureaucracy of the tra~e
unions actually receives. On the other hand, the workers of this
country intervene against the nuclear manoeuvres of NATO? and
impede the functioning of nuclear missiles. This shows how womed of
the 'russians' they are.
The Labour left the Communists and the groups must base
themselves on this 'reality. Democratic rights is the right to have
houses, employment, to have industry functioning for needs, to st<?P
the immense pollution, poisoning of the atmospher~, . de?reas~ m
quality and health of the food, increase of chemical inJect1ons mto
foods to keep them sellable, dumping of Asbestos and nuclear
wastages in the waters and ii;t t~e air, etc .. The La.hour left have. to
campaign for these democratic nghts. It will have m the proletanat,
in the base of the trade unions, in the technicians, the women, the
masses an immense support for these things. The Labour comr~des
must c~me out in the electoral campaign with such things, conclud1~g:
Out with the Polaris bases, with the nuclear dan~er over us, o~t with
the war preparations, out from NATO, down with NATO! This does
not mean to support Labour governments but .to supp.ort. progre.ss.
And to unify the trade unions with Labour against cap1tal1sm which
provokes all this.
The miners who die in accid~nts, ~he
workers in the Chrysler factories, the mothers of the Thahd?m1de
children all know that the capitalists cannot be more huma~e. It is also
necessary to elevate the discussion ~fall this ~n the trad~ umons and t?
seek to unify the trade unions nationally with an anti-nuclear, ant1capitalist, programme, demanding nationali.sations under w?r~ers
control and that Labour supports it. Down with the nuelear missiles,
with the nuclear installations, for actions to be spread over the whole
country to throw NATO out, to impose that arms exp~nditures be
changed to expenditure on hospitals, houses, better q~ahty of food,
protection against nuclear wastage, the transformation of nuclear
energy, human labour, and technology like th~ microtechnology for
the infinite betterment of the life of the population. For that, one has
to make a Labour left with an anti-capitalist programme and prepared
to apply it by means of mobilisations and workers contro~. We call for
this to be discussed in the Labour Party, the trade umons and the
Communist Party.
12.8.78

PORTUGAL, THE FALL OF SOAREZ AND
THE IMPOSSIBILITY OF REFORMING
CAPITALISM

The sacking of Soarez as the prime
minister of Portugal and his replacement in
that post by a more direct representative of
the bourgeosie, da Costa, is not a defeat for
the Portuguese revolution. Neither does it
mean that the capitatist system has any
strength or perspective, nor that there is "a
danger of a return to fascism". The process
of history the world balance of forces which
is in favoor of the revolution, the existence
and advances of the system of the Workers
States and the consciousness and struggle of
the world masses ensures that capitalism
cannot tum the tide of history back. In reality
what has been defeated in Portugal in these
last days has been the policy of trying to
reform capitalism, of trying to develop the
economy on the basis of private property. It
is a defeat parliamentary, reformist "road to
Socialism". It is a proof - if further proof is
needed - that "eurocommunism" bears no
relation to the reality of the class struggle
which is the motive force of history. The
reality is that capitalism, the system of
private property cannot develop the
economy, cannot fulfil even the ba~ic ~e~s
of the masses of the population. Capitalism 1s
in total crisis and the gains of a previous
period in housing, education, employment
and wages are being eroded. It is the system
of the Workers States which is advancing in
every aspect.
The fall of Soarez and his government is
matched by a crisis and a series of divisions
and resignations in the Sociafist Party of
Portugal. In a very real sense that Socialist
Party of Soarez was an invention after the
overthrow of fascism in 1974, an invention
which was intended to maintain capitalism
on the basis of the "mixed economy'', on
trying to reform capitalism and to give it a
new lease of life once Portugal was free
from both the monbund fascist regime and
the colonies in Africa. The hope was to be
able to develop the national bourgeoisie
and the internal capitalist economy in
Portugal. Demonstrably this policy has fail~.
as it is failing everywhere else - not least m
this country - and the Socialist leadership, in
its present form, has reached the end of the
road. In the same way "labourism" in this
country has no perspective. If it still
maintains itself it is because the labour Party
apparatus, and bourgeois .st"!cture. and
conceptions had a longer period m which !O
develop and were based on a certain
strength of British capitalism. The
Portuguese Socialist Party had none of this
which is why its rise and fall is much more
rapid.
We have to take into consideration that
the lack of previous formation, the lack of
the marxist method in the Communist Party
of Portugal was a contributo" factor in this
process. After the overthrow of Caetano in
1974 at its first Congress, the Portuguese CP
dropped the dictatorship of the proletariat
from its constitution and it was among the
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most vocal in insisting on parliamentary It is stage of history capitalism had to tackle
elections. In other words it failed to and'solve this problem. Now it is not capable
understand what "time of day" it was. The and the collectivisation of the land is, in fact,
submission to the elections - which was by the only solution. And Soarez has discovered
no means complete - meant that the that between the interests of private
Communists did not take full advantage of property and the development of the
the fact that they were the leadership of the economy there is a very large chasm, down
trade unions, of the proletariat which is which he has now fallen.
about 17% of the population, they did not
It is impossible to avoid making the
base themselves fully on the occupations of comparison between Portugal and
the factories, of the banks, of the factories, Mozambique and Angola. In the period since
steel foundaries and shipyards. Above all 1974, it is Mozambique and Angola which
they did not fully take advantage of the fact have advanced in the process of the
that the army had been won to the revolution construction of the Workers State much
completely. The soldiers had organised the more rapidly than Portugal; and these
SUV's which were a soviet form of ex-colonies of Portugal had a very backward
organisation and the army had given economy and a very small proletariat. They
independence to the colonies in Africa, to also have to face the armed intervention of
Mozambique and Angola. And this, as imperialism but they have leaderships which
Comrade Posadas analyses, was not did not carry over the conciliatory, reformist
determined by Portugal but by the world conceptions of a previous period in history.
process. And if the army can be affected in And they were open to the interventionof the
this way, what possibility is there of a retu~n Workers States, of Cuba and the Soviet
to fascism? And the Communist leadership Union. The Communists and the Socialists
did not have the means to take this have to draw conclusions from this.
favourable world balance of social forces determined fundamentally by the Workers
Another non-perspective, non-policy which
States - into account. It is true that Cunha! is clearly revealed in these last days in
and the Portuguese CP have taken very good Portugal is that which they call plurafism.
positions, are in support of the Soviet Union Portugal is not another Chile, nor is it going
in general but they did not fully understand to be but it is a similar process in which the
that the direct intervention of the proletariat bourgeois have removed one government
as a leadership in society weigh much and substituted another without the bother
more than its votes in elections. B,ut, at the of elections. Indeed they are not at all certain
same time, the Portuguese CP haS' advanced that they would win an election. It was
in the sense that it has defended easier to throw Soarez out and bring in
revolutionary positions as opposed to da Costa who is more directly representative
"eurocommunism". In reality it supports the of the bourgeois interest but the threat
dictatorship of the proletariat even if it is not which the bourgeoisie makes of "accept
in the party constitution and even if it does da Costa or fascism will return" is a wish of
not express itself fully in the form of an the bourgeois than a possibility and, even if
anti-capitalist programme and strategy for the army could be used in the interest of the
Portugal.
bourgeoisie, it would only be for a short,
transitional phase. However the basic
The overthrow of Soarez is a logical analysis remains that in the process of the
conclusion of all this policy, in the sense that class struggle if you leave the bourgeois
the more he tried to develop the capitalist state and private ownership intact. then the
economy, the more he was submitted to the bourgeois will use every means to impose its
bourgeoisie directly and the more his base of control and it is not submitted to the
support - such as it was - in the masses electoral process or to the constitution of the
was destroyed. And the more the Socialist country.
Party disintegrated. On the other hand,
The Communist comrades and the labour
despite the fact that some capitafist property left have to analyse and draw conclusions
was restored, factories were handed back, from this process in Portugal which forms
there is no possibility of going the whole way part of the world process of the revolution
back. The proof of this is that the crisis and weighs in this country. It is not enough
which finally brought the removal of Soarez to simply see a parliamentary struggle or to
was on the question of the demand for the say that da Costa is better than the return of
sacking of Luis Saias, the minister of fascism, or that we have, at all costs, to
agriculture, and the restoration to private avoid the return of fascism. It is precisely
ownership of the land expropriated by the this policy which has led to the present crisis
peasants and agrarian workers. This the in Portugal. No, the conclusion is that we
government of Soarez could not do withou~ a participate in elections but that it is an
direct confrontation with the masses, with inferior method of intervention compared
the trade unions and the proletariat, and with the direct intervention, on the basis of a
the left in his own party. Also for the programme of nationallisations and workers
development of the economy the problem of control, of the proletariat and the mass of
a backward agriculture had to be solved. the population.
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right who enter into conflict
with the new stage in the
Soviet Union. Sakharov is a
good example of this sector.
They are from the bureaucracy
but they do not correspond to
the new stage in the Soviet
Union. Sakharov as revealed
in his writings confirms the
character of the dissidents. 5.4.78
Some are ultra right and
Led by Yankee imperialism, administration.
openly against Socialism to
world capitalism has
Contrary to the crude the extent of allying directly
orchestrated a whole conceptions of the bourgeoisie with capitalism. to overthrow
The discussion going on in China is whether progress should advance
campaign against the Soviet adopted by their apologists in the Soviet Union. Sakharov
Union on the question of the the Labour party, the Soviet does not take such direct to Socialism or towards polttical and economic measures which develop a
trial of the so called Union and the other workers positions; Nonetheless his layer of bureaucrats, as in the epoch of Stalin. This is what the dis"dissidents'~ Ifs a means of states are very dynamic preoccupations shows the cussion is about. It is very important that there has been such a reaction
appearing to be "democratic" societies in full collision with conservative face of sectors against this regime after the repression in which they have shot many
in front of the petit bourgeois
the limitations of bureaucratic of the bureaucracy and their people. It also indicates that there is the will to oppose the measures of
masses, while the preparation functioning. At the same time desire to change the Soviet conciliation ot bureaucratic tendencies a!lied to capitalism that exist in
for war against the workers the differentiation in the Union not in a revolutionary
states continues clandestinely bureaucracy is profound and soviet direction, but in what China and outside China.
because capitalism does not prepares the ground for the he regards as the Khrushchev
The events in China are most important in order to understand the
have the means to justify such re-acceptance of marxist position of the "liberalisation
world
process and the effects it will have in relation to the world class
a war.
method in the world of the regime".
struggle, although these will not be directly or immediately felt. The
The objective of the cpmmunist movement.
His essays published as
process in China forms part of the relation of forces In the world. It
campaign is a vain effort to
The Stalin regime was an "Progress, co-existence and
discredit the Soviet Union as extremely perilous stage for intellectual freedom" are favours capitalism and, at a certain moment, favours it considerably uStalinist'~
It has already the workers state. The policy characterised by a total fear but it does not have the strength to decide. The reactions in China indifailed because the conditions of Stalin opened the way for of the nuclear war and the cate that the situation profoundly affects sectors linked to the leadership
of the world process do not tendencies whose logic would need at all costs for an of the Party, the state, the army and the workers. The students are not
allow an organised world have led to the restoration of agreement with the United separate; they are part of the strength of the revolutionary leadership which
opinion against the Soviet capitalism. Only the masses States. This of course cannot
Union. Ifs not possible to and their sense of the historic be described as the present does not have the capacity or the means to oppose the reformist developorganise any mass support for acquisition of the workers position of the Soviet Union ment of this leadership in China.
such a campaign. It remains state saved the Soviet Union whose intervention in Africa
The leadership of the economy is reformist and their policy is counterpurely at the level of the from destruction at the hands to aid the construction of new
bourgeois organs of opinion, of the nazis. During the period workers states is not revolutionary. Even if their policy supports some aspects of the revolution
press, television, journalism. of great purges the dominated by fear of Yankee it is counter-revolutionary. It is allied to world capitalism against the
The workers organisations in bureaucracy made its peace imperialism and the nuclear USSR, and it prevents the development of support in China for the revoBritain,as also in part the big with elements originally war. He is in favour of the lution of Angola, Mozambique and the other countries in revolution. For
communist parties in France hostile to the revolution. Even
"correct system of market
and Italy, have leant them- so the purges involved process" in other words it is important that, in spite of the iron leadership that reprr&ses aII
selves to this campaign. There smashing all elements of combining "socialism" with attempts at a revolutionary policy, there are reactions. It means that
is no formed left in the Labou1 opposition to the bureaucracy the capitalist market. there are forces which are against what is happening, and that the present
party. What exists has been and its precarious balancing Naturally he is against the leadership of China does not have all the means, or the leadership, or the
permitted by capitalism and between world capitalism and Soviet intervention in authority, in order to impose this policy on the population; which is a
fear of the gigantic shadow of the world revolution. The
Czechoslovakia and believes policy of alliance with capitalism, whether economically or socially·
the Soviet Union, fear of the empirical and cannibalistic there is no need for a
disintegration of capitalism, nature of the Stalinist revolution in the United
For a few days there was a protest in the form of large letter posters,
leads some sectors of the bureaucracy mean left, right,
States. According to him but also of circulars and articles which were against the programme of
"left" to ally themselves centre even pro Stalin capitalism has proved that it
directly and consciously with elements found themselves in has the means to improve the university studies. This leadership eliminated the regulation imposed by
the Cultural Revolution, that 40% of the students must be of worker origin
imperialism. They speak in the great camps.
standard of living of the
and
consequently the state had to support and finance them and give them
the category of bourgeois
masses. In toto this expression
facilities
so that they could study. This regulation did not mean a retreat
democracy as opposed to the
The complete change in the of the dissidents comes from
"totalitarianism" of the Soviet world balance of forces which the heart of a bureaucracy of culture or learning, in any way. But the workers who did nor have time
Union and the other workers favoured the workers state developed under Stalin but to dedicate to study were enabled to do so because the state supported
states.
liquidated the bases of one which now disintegrates them and, at the same time, maintained their political activity. Thus they
It is important to see the Stalinism although not the under the pressures of the developed the understanding that the university study had the political aim
objectives of capitalism in the bases of the bureaucracy. The structure of the workers of developing Socialism. This leadership has overthrown all this, which
campaign that it is launching, destalinisation of Khrushchev state. A sharp differentiation
but at the same time it's was an attempt to establish in the bureaucracy, takes is a reactionary and counter-revolutionary act. It is making a selection of
fundamental to analyse the new balances in the place between those who students which is not determined by better intelligence or capacity, but a
character of these "dissidents" bureaucracy but also the adapt themselves to the selection on the basis of who is able to study; in other words, those who
because it is essential for any rightward drift of the regime- situation and in part recover a have the means. That is the bureaucrats, the functionaries of the state
progress of the Labour left to selling of tractor stations to communist consciousness apparatus, this is how it is. It is not an impelling of those who are infree themselves from the the collective farms, break and others who reject the new telligent or who study. No. It is a support to the apparatus against the
crassly simplistic analysis of with China, climb down over conditions and try to maintain intervention of the workers who study and develop university studies, and
the Soviet Union that makes Cuba-prepared new crises for the old policies of collaboration who come from the families, the centres, the life and activity that impels
it "Stalinist" full stop. The the bureaucracy. It was a with capitalism and internal
Soviet Union is certainly led transitory regime which plundering of the workers the revolution and the world revolution. Study and politics were for this.
by a highly privileged showed that much more state. Now it takes the form Now they have eliminated politics and study. This does not add anything,
bureaucracy with art and profound external and internal of "civil rights" in which no it does not facilitate, or develop ability.
On the contrary, it diminishes the scientific
science submitted to it, but changes were necessary. constructive ideas are offered
this bureaucracy has to More and more the security in to transform the workers and technical capacity, because it makes careerists who function determrespond to the needs of the the world revolutionary state save those of the right- ined by individual interests. ·Then the capacity to think, to reason and to
nationalised economy, the process effected the relations " Ii be r a Ii s m ", market be useful by studying is determined by the interest that the student has.
structure of the workers between bureaucracy and economy, peace with On the other hand, with the intervention of the workers, study is deterstate. Stalinism in essence masses. Sectors of the capitalism.
mined by the necessity of the Workers State, the development of the world
was a regime of collaboration bureaucracy began to
revolution,
the support for the world revolution, as was done, in its time,
In
the
period
prior
to
the
with imperialism based on conciliate with the masses.
process
of
partial
by
China.
This
is not the case now. Now, there are sectors who are dedsmashing revolutions abroad Ineluctably the new world
and assassinating the conditions meant that the regeneration, Trotsky icated to study. It means that they do not see beyond study, which does
revolutionary forces within inevitable collision course described the sectors who not mean that others do not study but that these selected sect ors have
the Soviet Union. The between the two systems of exploited the workers state the means, because they come from the bureaucratic layer. They develop
"dissidents" come from this property, nationalised and for their own objectives as an the interest of the leading caste in study, which later on is expressed in
structure. Stalin was the private could not be contained. excresence on the workers the organisation of the economy, of study, politics, the army and planning.
arbiter of the bureaucracy but This means a series of internal state. The dissidents are the
the enormous increase in the crises which are continuing. expression of this. Now the
This reaction is very important, therefore, because it indicates that it
number of the workers states Sectors of the bureaucracy structure of the workers
is
necessary
to expect new struggles and that this bureaucratic counterstates
in
open
rebellion
following on the crushing of wedded simply to the inert
the nazis turned the relation regime of usufruct, con- against the bureaucracy revolutionary sector has not succeeded in crushing the opposition. This
of world forces to favour the servative, and localistic enter promotes the disintegration is also indicated by the struggle between Hua Kuo Feng and Teng Peng.
structure of the workers state into conflict with the more of the old united front of the There is a struggle between them in which the educationa I struggle forms
army, part of the indirect support to Hua Kuo Feng. It is r.ecessary to follow
and to disfavour the aggressive foreign policy of bureaucracy-party,
bureaucracy. (defined the Soviet Union and also trade union. Thus layers of the these discussions in order to be able to understand and dominate the
elsewhere by Cde Posadas as with the more and more bureaucracy most sensitive to course of the process.
partial regeneration). This has pressing needs for a national the new pressures launch
led to a permanent dis- use of the resources of the struggles against a whole J. POSADAS
5/4/78
obstacles
the advance
of._....______________________________________________
_
of to
interests
that are
equilibrium in the bureaucratic economy particularly, as range
strata of the Soviet Union. predicted by Trotsky, over
The process is not completed, questions of the quality of the workers states.
and it is very empirical production which cannot be
Historically the dissidents
because the bureaucracy of solved with a bureaucratic are of no importance. They They are closer to capitalism. dissidents are excludea from
itself cannot think consistently. functioning. In this process find no response in the We do not idealise the present history because they are
A whole series of struggles lies the grievances of the masses of the workers states, structure of the Soviet Union against communism and
take place in the army, the dissidents, who belong for the simple reason they nor the character of its against constructive criticism
party bureaucracy, the essentially to the Stalin have nothing good to say bureaucracy but the Soviet of the Soviet Union.
- 4 ________________________________
_..of
_____________________________________________________________________
__
factory
and trade union period. They are sectors
the about the workers states. Union is advancing. The
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REGIONALISM AND THE
ANTI-CAPITALIST SOLUTION

In the most recent stages of capitalism a whole series of movements have .
appeared putting forward separatist claims. It has occured in Britain but also
- within Europe - in Spain and Belgium. Lavish claims are made for
"national independence" and the possibility of achieving greater progress
freed from the "central power". In the time of Lenin and Rosa Luxemburg the
national question weighed heavily in the workers movement because the
progress of capitalism did involve wholesale suppression of national
groupings and the subjection of one bourgeoisie to the other i.e. Russia,
Austria and Hungary, the national "minorities". Furthermore there was no
concrete example of a workers state existing which had solved these
"national problems".
Now the reassertion of the "national" question takes place in somewhat
different circumstances. The use of the "national minority" issue has for less
historic justification. The bourgeoisie have always exploited the issue to
defend bourgeois interests and to uti6se the popular masses for their own
objectives. "Nationalism" has always had two faces - opposition to
imperialism oppression but at the same time preparation of continued
repression through the continued regime of private property. Now two social
systems confront each other one of which has solved the problem of
nationalities (the workers states) and the other which through its own crisis
consciously uses the "national minority" issue as a means to cut across the
concentration of the masses to get rid of capitalism by suggesting there is
another road. The inability of capitalism to solve the problems of separate
cultures and uneven economic development is now used as an excuse to
advance on the basis of decentralising society and the economy.
It is true that traditionally the line of capitalism has always been one of
''balkanisation" - as was shown in the wreckage ensuing after the collapse
of the Austro Hungarian empire and the substitution of a mass of small
nations exploited and smashed down by imperialism. The capitalist solution
had no justification then. It has even less now particularly when the
perspectives for the development of capitalism do not exist and when the
centralised economies of the workers states can progress without oppressing
nationalities.

but it would be absurd then to separate the economies of Britain and Ireland
which only plays into the hands of decentralising the masses in their common
fight against capitalism.
It is true that British imperialism functioned completely empirically and
Scotland and Wales suffered from the predatory character cit the system.
They suffered from the uneven process of capitalist industrial development
but what future has a regionalism in the epoch of multinationals whose
technological investents eliminate manpower and develop countries not in a
balanced way but simply in accordance with their own profitability
requirements. What regionalism can solve mass unemployment? There is no
such programme. Objectively now British capitalism. is decaying. Its crisis is
continuous and the question that is raised is the need to transform the
functioning of the whole of the economy? How does decentralising the
economy put an end to the problems of the whole capitalist economy? Its
the same mentality as goes with sett management - putting one factory
against another instead of joint planning to prevent the waste caused by
private competition.
Recently the Scottish nationalists have suffered a dec6ne because their
protests do not conclude with a viable historic programme. But their
existence can continue until the forces of the left in the Labour party develop
a coherent attitude towards the problems of separatism and instead of
modifying the existing system with regional assemblies, actually state as a
method of replying to regionalist conceptions used by the bourgeoisie "yes
we guarantee room for cultural autonomy within a federation but on the
basis of maintaining the gains of centralisation on a socialist basis".
We do not accept centralisation under the union jack but under the socialist
republic, yes and without the monarchy which oppresses the whole
population. When capitalism has to use the separatist card as in Spain,
Belgium and Britain, it is because it can only play a game of diversion but
not provide an historic perspective.

In Britain in particular, the cult of separatism is largely a recent invention
utilised by the local bourgeoisie who take advantage of genuine needs of the
oppressed areas to propose a non existent perspective. It is one thing to
reject the centralisation around the union jack it is another to reject the
claims of a unified socialised economy joining different regions together
in the name of a specious separatism.

It is necessary also to use much more the experience of the Soviet Union
whose inheritence from the Tzarist regime was much more formidable than
the problem of regionalism in the British isles. There a vast number of
nationalities have been totally integrated within the federation of socialist
republics and the most backward areas benefit from the progress of the
economy as a whole. Those who put forward "nationa~st" views in the
workers states are those who reject the whole functioning of the workers
states ·and want to break up the centralised structure in favour of local
interests.

The development of local national assemblies, what does it benefit the
mass of the population? How does the existence of local parliaments assist
the masses when the property relations of capitalism are retained. It is true
for example that Scotland and Wales show all the signs of
underdevelopment-depopulation, serious unemployment, bad housing and the
lack of any dynamic development of the economy to replace the older
industries that no longer thrive. But this also applies to areas of England
i.e. the North north west and east. What is at fault is the functioning of
capitalism. There is no programme of the regionalist groupings that
transcends the functioning of the capitalist system. It is also the case with
Northern Ireland that its unification with the south is an objective necessity

Marxism does not make a cult of regional peculiarities or "national
traditions". It rejects suppression and repression of such cultures, but the
way to progress is to unify populations with a collective economy which in
this way overcomes the limitations of national and regional cultures.
Resistance to progress by artificially cultivating local dialects or dying
languages is simply used by the bourgeoisie to complicate the anti capitalist
aspirations of the masses. Regionalism is an effort to contain objective
discussion in Britain on the way forward. But it should be discussed in the
Labour party as part of the discussion on the need for social transformations
for a Socialist basis of the centralised economy and within that local
autonomy if that is desired.

