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Britain
Imperialism has been incapable of intervening either directly or
indirectly in support of the assassin and counter-revolutionary
Pol-Pot leadership in Kampuchea, even in spite of the immensely
forthcoming Chinese leadership! Yankee imperialism fears
confrontation with the Soviet Union because it knows it will lose.
This stimulates the anti-capitalist struggle of all the world and in
Britain. It stimulates in a permanent and powerful way the need for a
programatic and political left to organise itself in the Labour Party.
The elevation of a sector of the Labour Party to impel the whole Party
to come out with an electoral programme of the 35 hour week and
nationalisations 'under democratic control' for Europe, is an
expression of this. It shows that there is the need for the Labour Party
to adopt a programme
and to act in
united front with the trade unions for its implementation. The left in
the Party has also to pose the need to elevate democracy in the trade
unions so that th¥!y help the Labour left to adopt a programme for
social trans!ormations.
THE STRIKES IN THIS COUNTRY EXPRESS THE MATURITY
OF THE PROLETARIAT OF THE WHOLE OF EUROPE
The strikes have objectives which capitalism cannot give. The
reduction of the working week and the increase in salaries without
sackings are heavy blows, for a weak capitalist system such as the
British one in front of the competition of Japan, Germany and the
US. The workers of the public services take quite firmly the attitude
that those who wreck the economy are the employers and the
government; and beyond this, they incriminate the system and not
themselves for the lack of services. They also pose in this way, that
they are those who decide how things should function, ie, the public
services should be run for the benefit of the population and the
workers. The intervention of the Leyland workers is part of the
offensive of the working class against policies which are intended to
make them sujfer for the crisis of capitalism. This would not be
possible in the same way if the British working class did not receive
the influence of the world process, the influence of the masses of Iran
for example, who threw the Shah out, made Khomeini come back,
and now impel a programme against Yankee and British imperialism.
The decision of Bakhtiar for example to suspend the arms trade with
Britain shows the weakness of the bourgeoisie and Bakhtiar cannot
alter this fact. This is a direct blow at British imperialism. The
proletariat of Britain receives the world influence of the revolution
and that of the European proletariat in particular.
The massive intervention of the Communist base of Italy at the
occasion of the burial of the Communist Trade Union leader
assassinated by imperialism, shows that the Italian proletariat impels
the Communist leadership into breaking the former links with the
Christian Democrats of Italy. The new links - however conciliatory
still - will have to be on the basis of change in Italy, and change in the
policy of the Communist Party. This type of process influences
Britain. The workers see that they can deal with their leaderships, and
advance against capitalism. This confidence has been expressed in the
instance of the flying pickets of the lorry drivers, the secondary
picketing, the strike committees, which have all gone against the trade
union leadership and forced that leadership to change. The same is
happening all over Europe, as exemplified by the workers of Lorraine
who - with their children and families - show to capitalism that
they simply will not allow themselves to be all unemployed. If one of
Turn to page 4
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The discussion on the European
Common Market is very profound
and it cannot end here. Our texts
now exist on these problems, but
the differences between the Communist parties of Europe are deepening a great deal. This ls expressed and can be seen very
clearly in the declarations of
Marchais. These try to explain to
the Party and to win a part of the
petit bourgeoisie, above all in the
countryside, but also in the towns,
i.e. the technicians. He warns
and suggests by analysing that the
ECM is against the natural independence of France, against the
capacity er the freedom of France
as a country. The principle which
they establish is true, but the conclusions are not, because they
should say that, within the capitalist system, this is inevitable.

with 1967. The ECM of 1967 was
dominated almost completely by
the Yanks, and Britain from outside
could exert a pressure. But now it
is Germany which has developed
and dominates Europe. At the
same time, Europe as such In the
capitalist world, cannot advance if
the ECM does not advance, that is
to say from the capitalist point of
view.

One must intervene in this discussion, not to criticise but to
understand that to intervene on
these problems, one cannot hope to
go to government, to take power
and then to make a policy. It has
to be done now! The march of
capitalism, through the ECM, is
unflagging. Without U capitalism
cannot live. Thus one has to adopt
positions on this. I believe that
our principal article written hi
1967 was 011 this line. We were
against the ECM, and for a Socialist Europe. Now it is the same
problem with a difference compared

We have to consider that, at the
same time as it is necessary to
intervene now in politics, in the
trade unions, in the economy; at
the same time as rejecting the
ECM, it is necessary to intervene
not Just saying the ECM is harmful
and that there Is no possibility for
the development of Europe In the
European Common Market. but only
for the development of big business
at the cost of the rest. It is
necessary also to intervene, proposing, at the same time as being
against the liCM, measures of
criticism, of opposition, of orientation in this policy which the
bourgeoisie proposes. We do not
leave the matter by saying, 'We
have nothing to do with it', but
adopt positions which show that
orientate the understanding, that
the harm comes from the fact that
measures which they take only
benefit capitalism. What do we
propose in relation to this?
As part of this one proposal

J . POSADAS
which must be made, is the united
front and the search for the unification of the trade union and political movement of the working
class. A programme must be elaborated, the programme of the working class for the development of
Europe, not saying, 'It is necessary to enter to oppose', but proposing to enter into discussion,
not rejecting the entry into the
European parliament but making the
programmatic criticism, the social
criticism of class opposition. We
do not simply say, 'We enter to
denounce', but 'Parliament is 110
use, and we are going to do this
and this'. This is how the Bolsheviks acted in the Duma·
FOR A UNITED FRONT ·
OF THE TRADE UNION CENTRES

One must intervene and, at the
same time, criticise. We present
ourselves in the elections as a
way to be able to participate and
Intervene. We cannot stay outside and, especially because In
the leaderships of the trade union
and political movement, there is
no understanding of this process.
They believe that it is necessary
to Intervene in ihe parliament and,
through this, to advance when this
is totally false.
Turn to page

• Dear Comrades of the National Front for the
Salvation of Kampuchea,
• Dear Comrades of the Vietnamese
Communist Party,
• to the masses of Vietnam and Kampuchea,
The British section of the Posadist IV International
salutes the victory of the F.U.N.S.K. over the regime of
Pol Pot, and salutes the support given by the Vietnamese
leadership and people in this task.
We salute this event as an essential part of the
construction of the Socialist Federation of lndo-China
which is a necessity for the full planning of the economy
for the benefit of the masses.
The defeat of the Pol Pot regime by the Vietnamese and
Cambodian masses, is a blow at all those leaderships in
the socialist countries which - by allying themselves to
imperialism - seek to impede the advance and progress
of the revolution and humanity to Socialism. It is then,
part of the advance towards the reunification of the
Soviet Union and China, the unity of the World
Communist movement and the construction of the mass
Communist International for the construction of
communism in the world.
22.1.79

See article on Vietnam - Kampuchea on page 3

Women comrades of the National United Front for Salvation In Kampuchea (FUNSK) in Phnom Penh.
after the overthrow of the Pol Pot reg lme - 7th January 1979.
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Meanwhile it is necessary to
advance, trying to seek to regulate
the laws, denouncing the laws,
exposing the business deals of the
capitalists and, at the same time,
making other proposa ts whiith tend
to confront the policy of the
bourgeoisie in the ECM.
One must intervene on the entry
of Spain, Portugal and Greece into
the ECM, on the monetary system,
in which, at the same time as
denouncing the sense of the ECM
which Is planning to maintain the
structure of the capitalist system
to compete with the Workers States
and to resolve the problems of the
crisis of the capitalist system,
we explain also that there is a
logica I need, a tendency of the
economy, even in the capitalist
system, for the unification of
Europe.
One must intervene in the discussion on how to Improve, to
elevate the conditions of the
countdes of France, Italy, Portugal, Spain and Greece, in the European Common Market, at the same
time as analysing that there Is no
solution in propitiating within the
present capitalist system measures
which might be less harmful for
these countries. One must show,
analysing what would be less
damaging, that what is less damaging Is not possible to achieve
because capitalism had no interest.
It is guided by those who dominate
the economy, not by the system as
a whole. Those who dominate the
economy are those who determine
the course of the total capitalist
system. Thus this Intervention Is
very important, and It is necessary

to discuss and develop all this.
Above all, It Is necessary to make
courses to discuss, because all
the Communist parties are involved
in the policy and take it as a
policy, as If the European Parliament was a means to change the
ECM· They take It as a conclusion that this is the road, the
third road or the pluralist road,
and they take it as a logical conclusion. It is not the same In all
- the Communist Party of Portuga I
is against that policy, and has the
best position on the ECM.
A very important aspect is how
this Is expressed In the trade union
field. There it is necessary to
propose as a minimum an immediate conclusion, that theymust make
the unification, the united front
of all the trade union centres of
Europe, and to unify the conquests
or, If through different developments of the economy, they cannot
propose the same as In France,
they have to propose the same
levels: that is to say, to make a
struggle with capitalist Europe,
showing that the programme to develop Europe is not the ECM· The
capitalist economy develops, which
means at the same time more unemployment, more sickness, and a
decline in the life of the workers.
The progress which has been made
is greater life span, a greater
prevention of accidents at work
etc. are conquests .that have been
made, are through struggles made
by the workers parties, by the Workers States and by the struggle of
the masses. It is not the result of
capita list civilisation, but a result
of the struggle of the masses and
of the Workers States which compete with capitalism.

IT IS POSSIBLE TO GO MUCH FURIBER THAN THE SPANISH
CONSTITUTION

But It Is presented as if there
were a greater life span of 70
average as a conquest of capitalist
clvlllsation. This is a lie. It Is
a conquest of the struggle for
progress which the masses have
made and, since the existence of
the Workers States, a very great
accent on the Increase in the standard of living has developed. But,
even so, it is not the same everywhere. In Bolivia, the average
life span is thlrtythree and miners
after this age are exhausted. It Is
the same in Africa. There, it is
not through the absence of capitalist development but the absence
of Interest from the capacity and
objectivity of capitalism. It was
capitalist Europe which dominated
Africa, not the Workers States.

It Is necessary to discuss the
ECM and that the monetary system
that the Germans are proposing Is
a swindle aimed to sustain the
capitalist system, to impede the
crisis of the system which. could
become uncontrolled and, at the
same time, to make Europe depend
on capitalist Germany. This is an
aspect. The other aspect is that
the ECM has, as a characteristic,
a planning of production which is
going to result in an Immense number of unemployed, even in Germany. Hence, more important than
whether Spain enters of not, is the
immense unemployment, the Immense repression and deaths produced by capita list production. In
this., then, the entry or not of Spain
has an importance, but it could be
far superior if Spain entered the
Soviet Socialist United States of
Europe.
On this basis, it is
necessary to make courses and
discussions to prepare to intervene
in the concrete cases.

For example, a series of measures which go against the poorest
countries of the ECM or against
the economic relations of capitalist
France with the capitalist world,
is going to have a repercussion on
the masses, and thus one must be
against both measures In the same
way as we defend or support a
series of laws and measures within
the capitalist system. But with
the difference that the laws are
individual aspects of each country,
of an aspect of society, but th Is
Is the structure of the system.
Then it Is necessary to Intervene
as this is the question of the
structure of the system.
For example, now in Spain they
have a new constitution and they
advance it as if It were a great
conquest. This is a lie. The first
thing which has to be discussed is
that there is a progress with respect to Franco indubitably, but
this progress, from where does it
come? It Is not a progress as an
expression of the maximum which
could be obtained.
On all these aspects, courses
are going to be necessary and
discussions, because it is a new
condition. In the epoch of Lenin,
this problem did not exist. It had
the same root, hence Lenin proposed the Soviet Socia list United
States of Europe. But then, there
was not the problem of the big
Communist parties who can decide
history, but approximate to the
capita list system, in this aspect.
In another, they struggle against
the capitalist system. At the same
time that they propitiate the entrance in the ECM by proposing
better measures, they continue the
struggle to transform society.
Then it is necessary to see this

as a struggle against social democratic movements. But the Communist movements seek social
transformations with a political
line which is erroneous. What
has to be modified is the erroneous
political line, not the objective.
But the Social Democracy has to
be changed. It is opposed to the
objective.
For example, it is necessary to
intervene not on monetary measures
which they are going to take which
affects indubitably more backward
countries through 'snake' . This
is going to favour the strongest
countries. It is a measure which
means that, In the currency problem, thrY allow an expedient so as
to avoid devaluation. It allows
them a margin of flexibility to
maintain the value up to 6% in the
case of Italy. But this is In the
form. In the real situation, this 6%
is discounted just as the capita list
accepts sending troops into a
country and pays money so that
the revolution does not advance.
But they are measures to defend
the system of production, the
relations of production, which Is
expressed in a greater dependency
of some capitalist countries of
Europe on the great capitalist
countries - Germany, France and
Britain. If Britain Is opposed, It
is in the form not In the depth.
It Is because It fee Is that It does
not have the leadership In the
economy. Now, its currency Is
not the essential currency but It is
the main, and after the Franc.
Hence the attitude of Britain ..
If It were its currency, It would
accept the 'snake'. All this shows
that the crisis of capitalism has no
solution In any of these measures.
Thus it Is necessary to intervene,
to oppose these measures which
aggravate the economy of every
country. But it Is necessary to
explain that capitalism is incapable of defending the economy.
We have to advance to power to
defend the economy. It is necessary to propose that the European
Monetary Systam is a measure of
the relation, of the structure, of the
development of the functioning of
capitalism, and then, while we
are not in power, it has an effect
now on the life of the country and,
while we struggle and denounce,
rejecting such measures, we propose and develop the programme of
the necessity for social transformations. It Is necessary to unite
Europe. It is a concrete and determined fact, a thing which did not
exist in the epoch of Lenin. But
Lenin, foreseeing this process,
posed the United Socialist States
of Europe. This is going to be
posed again shortly.
One must discuss also the new
constitution in Spain. Doubtless
there is a series of progresses with
respect to Franco, but the problem
is how Franco was defeated. Why
did not capitalism maintain Franco?
Because it had to make concessions. Does this mean, as Carrillo says, that the king has been a
fundamental factor of Spanish
democracy? What factors? Wl1at
ideas did he give? What position?
What strength?
He Is a pole
around which the bourgeoisie
moves. He is no factor. Carrillo
says, 'The m·onarchy was a decisive factor'. That is not the case.
He was not an important factor
because it is not the economy
which allowed them to do this. It's
the impotence of capitalism which
could not maintain Franco. It
could not be done because the
Workers States and the struggle of
the proletariat flushed Franco
down. Thus Carrillo's attitude is
to pose an aspect which gives a

false perspective, a perspective
dependent on this process •
But, at the same time, this
demonstrates that this constitution
in relation to Franco is a progress,
but it does not indicate what could
be done and It ls possible to
achieve infinlteJy more. It Indicates, at the same time, that there
Is an Immense factor of crisis in
Spain, a very grave crisis which
Is regionalism, which has created
an obstacle to the economic development of the country. If the
bourgeoisie through Its interest
centralises production through the
centralisation of capital, the division of Spain into regional Interests creates difficulties and obstacles for the process of the
economy, science and culture and,
above aII, develops a factor of
social antagonism, of social disputes and holds back the most
important factor of history, the
advance of the class struggle
which is more important than the
whole economy of Spain. Above
alJ, one must intervene and one
must mature and develop capacity
to do this. These are fundamental
themes.
One must intervene, not accusing Carrillo or Felipe Gonsalvez,
but making ana lysls which helps
them to understand and foresee
what is going to happen - in a
few years if there is going to be a
war, much sooner. Spain cannot
advance on the regional road and,

if Spain advances, it is not as the
result of the manoeuvres of the
bourgeoisie, but through the necessity of the bourgeoisie to develop
the economy, but the masses are
going to advance very little. Then
is it only this way that one can
continue?
The division into Catalonia and
Basques and Galicia is a factor of
immense division. Even if economically, the bourgeoisie is
centralised for the investment of
capital, in the same way as Yankee
imperial ism has as much interest
in Germany, as the German bourgeoisie. In Spain it's the same. The
big bourgeoisie of Madrid, of CataIon ia and of the Basques has an
interest in the rest of Spain, but
maintains the division, the federation, the nationa I div is ion to ma intain social dominion over the
masses. Such a partition has no
other economic effect against the
functioning of the economy but, on
the other hand, it maintains alive
the class struggle favourable to
the bourgeoisie. It is not a stimulant, a necessity to develop Spain,
but to maintain the class struggle
in clrcumstance~favourable to the
bourgeoisie,
making
regional
interests clash. Then this makes
the class struggle difficult and
makes the proletariat of one region
clash with the proletariat of
another region. The proof is that
today the Socialist parties of the
different regions of Spain clash
over regional interests.

SPANISH CAPITALISM IS VERY WEAK

You have to discuss a programme of discussion of political
preparation because these are the
essential problems which have to
be discussed now, to understand
and thus not to be sectarian or
adaptive. But they are new problems and they are delicate. For
example, the Communist Party
cannot say, 'No, it's no use, we
have to wait'. It has to intervene
now and has to denounce that all
this is going to favour German
capitalism and goes against France
and against the masses of France,
but French capitalism does well
out of It. Hence, to a certain extent, the criticisms of Marchais
are based on real facts but their
conclusions are false. One has to
say that it's good that they denounce that it is all for the benefit
of Ge:man and French big business
as French big business is united
to this.
Another aspect to intervene on
Spain is another tactic which is
very important because it reflects
the wish of the Spanish Communist
Party to advance, because it hopes
it will mature and improve. They
propose that the Socialists enter
the government with Suarez because they say that this will allow
a democratic development. The
depth of the Communists' policy
is to pass through the stage of
democracy to develop the Party.
It does not do it with the objective
of benefiting capitalism, but as a
stage which will allow the development of the Communist Party
because, at the same time, they
hope that the Socialist Party will
burn up, because it is going to
compromise itself with capita !ism.
It is not a correct policy and it is
necessary to intervene in Spain
without entering into confrontation
with the Communists and Socialists
but to reason that the better policy
for Spain to advance is to show the
balance of class forces. Capitalism had Franco and he died, but
the dictatorship should have remained. But why did not the dictatorship remain? It has to be
shown that this shows the weakness of capitalism in Spain and the
world.
Franco appeared not because

Spanish capitalism or Spanish
fascism was strong, but the world
relation of forces was favourable
to capitalism, which Included the
criminal policy of Stalin. Today
this situation does not exist. One
must discuss with the Spanish
Communists that what they want
cannot be achieved by this road.
One must propose the increase for
example of a series of demands
which have been quite limited in
the new constitution, enormously
limited. There is a whole series
of limitations on the workers movement which are quite considerable
and limitations, also, on the right
of women - as, for example,
abortion - and the same on divorce
in which they have made a concession to the Church which is
very great.
One must show how to unify
Europe on the basis of the very
great conquests which have been
made and the very greatest conquests are those in Yugoslavia,
Hungary, Rumania, not in the nine
or the eleven. These are the
problems which have to be discussed and in depth. Although
the new Spanish constitution is a
great conquest, a retreat and a
defeat of capitalism, it is limited
by a half of what could be achieved
becaose capitalism is weak. They
had Franco, and they had to retreat.
Why? It's the world relation of
forces, including the Workers
States, which killed Franco and
that have made Spanish capitalism
retreat. We have to be based on
the world relation of forces, not to
wait on events but to make the
political calculations to see the
limitations of the capitalist system. As a consequence, the conquests of the new constitution,
being a very great progress aod
very favourable, are less than what
could be obtained. This can be
achieved now, on the basis of the
class struggle.
As part of this, capitalism, together with the new constitution,
accepts the federation with the
Basques and Catalans and it is a
very great blow at the unity of the
class struggle to transform Spain.
Now everyone is going to want his
Socialist Spain, that is, it intro-
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duces and develops a weapon of
cultura I and scientific backwardness which favours in consequence
1ocal interest and weakens, delays
and creates obstacles for the class
struggle. It does not favour the
more advanced level of culture and
of the science which is the class
struggle, because it allows a limitless base for progress: the rest Is
a limited progress.
The new Spanish constitution
is a proeress, a defeat of the
bourgeois[e. But It's the least
evil for the bourgeoisie. It has had
to yield, to impede great later
movements. It is a concession
which they have to make, a product
of the relation of world forces and
a relation of the Spanish proletariat and the petit bourgeoisie in
Spain. It has had to make concessions to avoid worse evils, that is
a considerable radicalisation of the
class struggle. Thus it ls necessary to propose that this indicates
In Itself a great conquest of the
proletariat, of the Spanish petlt
bourgeoisie and the peasants, as a
consequence of the relation of
world forces. One has to be based
on this conquest, which has to be
elevated, to show the weakness of
capita Iism in order to go much
further. To go further means expropriation and planning and proposing the problem of discussing
the agreement between the different
regions to develop the economy,
culture and science, to develop
life in Spa in. Life in Spain de-

velops with culture, science and
the economy, and not only the
economy. They have to see on a
world scale the basis of present
day culture, of the economy and of
science, which Is the march of
Socia list measures. Then it is
necessary to see that the problems
of Spa in are provoked by backward
regions which the bourgeoisie has
maintained in that state. The
single fact of the existence of
Franco, who was around for thirty
six years, shows the backwardness
to which Spain was submitted.
After thirtysix years they threw out
Franco and they had to throw out
fascism. It shows that capitalism
has no solution, and no exit
through Fascism.
Fascism was an instrument of
a short duration for a particular
aim, war. To save the capitalist
regime with war was also a failure.
That is, it is not a regime or a
political leadership which is based
on the problem of the economy,, to
develop the economy, even from the
capitalist point of view; but quite
the opposite. All this has to be
discussed and to see the case of
Germany and Italy who were all
reactionary regimes. I believe that
it is necessary to lend a great deal
of attention to this, and not to propose simply that the constitution
is backward.a fraud. No, it is a
great conquest but, in order to
contain, and much more could have
been achieved.

FOR AN ANTI-CAPITALIST PROGRAMME
TO UNITE THE WORKERS PARTIES OF EUROPE

It is necessary to discuss in
Europe now the necessity for the
trade unions, the 1,Yorkers centres,
the workers parties, to make a
programmatic united front on hours
of work, to reduce weekly hours
of work on the same salary, a plan
of production, so that the workers
parties may intervene In the ECM
with such a programme, I.e. the
Socialists and Communists of all
countries, with a planning of production. not leaving the control of
the 'snake', the currency under the
control of the capitalists, because
they determine In accordance with
the interest of profit, not of production, of profit. Thus they produce if there is profit, otherwise
they don't. Otherwise they liquidate an enterprise and concentrate
capital in another, because that
yie Ids more profit, at the cost of
the life, of employment, of hygiene
and health, because they produce
in a form of produ~tion which kills
people. It is necessary to make a
united front of all the parties Communists, Socialists, of the left
groups, of the wor~ers centres, the
trade unions, with :a programme of
production to meet ~he needs of the
people and, at the same time, of
wages, a minimum basic wage to
confront the cost of living with a
proportional increase in the cost

of living and a reduction of the
hours of work to thirtysix hours.
The progress of technology and
science in production has such a
nature that, today, production is
achieved in half the time that it
was done thirty years ago. What
benefit does the working class get
from this? It is the bourgeoisie
which profits. Discuss this. There
is a progress of technology and of
science, but the bourgeoisie benefits. Make a united front of the
Communists, Socialists, left democrats, and appeal to the left of the
Christian Democratic parties, of
the petit bourgeois sectors who
exist even in bourgeois parties,
to appeal to them for this programme which is the programme of
the common progress of Europe.
At the same time, struggle in every
country without waiting for the
total result. But let them make now
a common programme, all the
European countries. That is the
Common Market of progress.
Another aspect is a discusslori
in which the petit bourgeoisie is
included and the peasants, the
teachers and the students. A discussion must be developed through
out Europe by the trade unions and
the workers parties on what Is the
future of Europe, how to develop

IThe Victory of the Vietnamese and Kampuchean I
masses show that there cannot be Socialism in one
country. Forward to the unification of the Soviet
Union and China!
The victory of the Kampuchean masses and of Vietnam
against the Pol Pot clique - and in part against the Teng
Siao-Peng leadership in China - is not the result of any
invasion. If there was an invasion it was that of progress, to
wipe out backwardness. The masses are not Kampuchean or
Vietnamese, they are the protagonist of progress against
backwardness. It is a sign of the death agony of capitalism
when all it could hope for to prevent the spread of
communism in South East Asia, was to rely on a leadership
such as the Pol Pot one, which it had previously opposed for
being the Khmer-Rouge movement, that is, of the Communist
movement. The defeat of Pol Pot is not simply a blow to a
leadership which - like the Chinese leadership - was allied to
imperialism in the sense that it assassinated the Communist
Vietnamese and Kampuchean vanguard. It is a fundamental
blow to those leaderships in the Communist movement who
try to prevent the advance of the Workers States to
Communism, to the Socialist Federations of the Workers
States and the unification of the USSR and China. We are no
longer in the stage of Stalinism. But leaderships like Pol Pot
and Teng Siao Peng use all the assassin methods of Stalinism,
not so much to make their countries return to capitalism this is now excluded - but to prevent the elevation of the
Workers States to Soviet Democracy, which would throw all
these leaderships out. The process in South East Asia shows
that this stage is not for local assemblies, local solutions,
regional or even national solutions, but the stage of the
construction of Socialist Federations and that only the
Workers State can do it. This applies to Britain as a conclusion
because it is the world balance of forces and the materialist
process of the economy and of human intelligence, which
decide in Britain, and demands the Socialist Federation of
England, Ireland, Scotland and Wales.

THE WORKERS STATE IS THE ONLY FORM OF STATE TO
UNIFY THE ECONOMY AND INTELLIGENCE
The Workers State has eliminated the fundamental
antagonism which exists in capitalism which is that of the
incapacity of capitalism to use technology and intelligence for
the benefit of all. The Workers State through the nationalised,
collectivised economy, transforms the advance of technology
and intelligence, in the continuous elevation of the· 1ife and
culture of humanity. Capitalism can only use these for the
retention of its power through war preparations and counter
revolution. The victorv of the Kampuchean masses is a
fundamental stage in the struggle for Socialist Soviet
Democracy in all the Workers States. Without the Soviet

Union, and without the elevation in policy of the Soviet
leadership as over Ethiopia, Mozambique, Angola, there
would have been no such process in Kampuchea. This victory
of the Kampuchean masses is a victory of humanity. We call
on the Soviet Communist Party and leadership and trade
unions to proclaim that there is no such thing as 'export of the
revolution', but that socialism is a world system and cannot be
built in one country, and to show Kampuchea-VietnamLaos and South East Asia as the example of a single country,
a single people, a single future in the Socialist Federation,
which capitalism had divided in national boundaries in order to
compete in markets and divide the masses. We call on the
Soviet leadership, CPSU and world Communist movement,
on the Vietnamese CP, and the British Communist Party to
explain that there is no such thing as 'interference or non
interference in other countries' affairs, or 'national roads' to
socialism. There is a world struggle which demands the
unification of the struggle against what is left of private
property in the world, and in the end, a world Party, starting
with the unification of USSR and China and of the World
Communist and Revolutionary movement on a world scale.
Kampuchea shows that there is no such thing as
'hegemonism' as an abstract conception. There is either the
invasion of progress or the invasion by imperialism. It is a
system against system struggle, which demands an elevation
of theory in the CPSU, in the Soviet Union and in the world
Communist movement. The Chinese leadership also accuses
the Soviet Union of hegemonism in Czechoslovakia, in
Angola, in Mozambique and Ethiopia. It accuses Cuba of
hegemonism. What the present Chinese leadership means is
that it sides with NATO, Mobutu and Pol Pot because this
allows the Chinese leadership to usurp the workers state
and contain the revolution in China itself towards
communism. But Czechoslovakia so-called 'invaded' is
developing constantly economically, socially and culturally.
It supports the struggle of the masses against imperialism in
Zaire, in Israel, in Nicaragua and Iran, whilst the Chinese
leadership and such people as Pelikan and Dubcek and the
"dissidents" do not say a word against Mobutu of Zaire, or
against Somoza in Nicaragua, or against Pinochet or against
Ian Smith, or even the immense quantity of murders
committed by the Shah and Bakhtiar against the Iran masses.
The Vietnamese leadership supports the Kampuchean masses
and this is why it has such an authority. There would have
been no military triumph of the Kampuchean masses in 10
days over Pol Pot without the massive intervention of the
Kampuchean masses; and this uprising of the masses against
Pol Pot is due to the social - not military - authority of the
Vietnamese Workers State over the Kampuchean masses.

the economy, science, culture and
the life of the people as a whole,
to develop science and culture for
the benefit of the population for
this, Thus they must diminish
hours of work, the brutality of
work, and to progress consequently
for the benefit of the people, for
the masses, of the progress of
science, of technology in production and in human relations; and
also to show that it .Is an anticapita list progress. This is the
programme of the struggle, together
with the objective to eliminate the
capitalist system, and In the
schools, in the secondary schools,
a programme should discuss these
problems so that science, study,
education, different careers should
be for the benefit of humanity, and
then this unites the students to the
workers
movement, otherwise
science is to strengthen the exploitation of people and to prepare
the war. Then with the programme,
the students develop together with
the workers movement and study
to develop the population, to
beautify life which is to put scientific knowledge at the service .of
science, of technoleg)',, in the
service of the well-being of the
population and of human relations.
This is an immense step towards
the unification of the struggles, to
the objective unification of the
objective of Europe, towards seeing that progress is united to the
struggle against capitalism.

J. POSADAS

4.12.1978

The Soviet Union and the Vietnamese Communists must
come out openly saying: We have expelled backwardness.
Invasion is what capitalism does, to crush life. The
Vietnamese and Kampuchean masses are a single people, they
do not recognise the boundaries of imperialism and they
belong to the masses of the world, the proletariat of the world,
of which they are a vanguard. The Soviet and Vietnamese
comrades must also say: The way to unify the Soviet Union
and China, is through the masses of China receiving the social
superiority of the Soviet Workers State, in which they must
see the independent functioning of the trade unions, of the
Communist Party, and the direct intervention of the masses in
the leadership of the Soviet economy and society through
Soviet functioning. The comrades must pose immediately, the
slogan for the Socialist Federation of South East Asia on the
basis of Socialist Soviet democracy. This is what the struggle
of the Kampuchean masses means, and this is what is going to
be achieved. This is what has to be posed by the world
communist movement.

THE UNIFICATION OF USSR AND CHINA IS A CONDITION
FOR THE TRIUMPH OF HUMANITY
We appeal for a discussion to be elevated in the world
Communist movement and in the Communist Parties,
including the British Communist Party, of how does one go
from the taking of power in a Workers State to socialism.
The fact that there could be a Pol Pot in Kampuchea or that
there is a Teng Siao-Peng in the Chinese leadership needs
explanation. It is necessary to say that the Workers State is
the path to progress but that it contains contradictions,
bureaucracy and sectors with an interest in private property,
which continue to exist because of the continued existence of
imperialism on a world scale. The Communist movement must
have a programme for the elimination of all bureaucracy,
privileges, regional and local interest, individual interest, by
means of both Soviet democracy in the Workers State, "to
each according to his needs", and a planned and homogeneous
anti-imperialist and anti-capitalist programme on a world scale
to finish with private property in the rest of the world. The
victory of the Kampuchean masses is not just a blow at
capitalism, but at the sectors in the world Communist
movement which seek a national, or regional or local
development through technology only. Technology exists in
capitalism, and it does not elevate social relations. But
intelligence exists in the Workers States, which shows that
the planned, collective form of property, allows one to put
technology at the service of humanity and elevate social
relations. The elevation of the human relations in the World
Communist movement and the Workers States
guides
Ethiopia in transforming one of the most backward part§! of
the world, into one of the most advanced culturally, socially,
and to advance also the economy. So, the Kampuchean
victory shows to the world Communist movement tlie need
to plan the elimination of private property on a world scale,
without the conception of 'invasion', or 'export of revolution'
or 'interference in other nations' affairs'. The nations as they
exist have been created by the competition of various
capitalisms and they do not have any necessity. There is the
need for the unification of USSR and China, and this cannot
be done otherwise but on the basis of Socialist Soviet
democracy in both USSR and China.
Turn to page4

--~~~~~~~~~~--~--~------~------~~----------------------~~~~--a--

Vietnam and Kampuchea
continued from page 3

THE LIMITATION IN THEORY IN THE WORLD COMMUNIST
MOVEMENT MEANS A LIMITATION IN ALL WORKERS
PARTIES
The economy of Britain has developed to the point that it
will no longer be able to function on a regional or local basis
again, because of world competition. All talk about 'regional
assembly', 'Scottish or Welsh assemblies', or even opposition
to the EEC without posing the Workers State in Britain is an
impossibility because the structure of the economy demands a
greater centralisation, on a European and world scale, which
capitalism itself can only answer to by the multinationals,
which is no answer, because of their competitive and war-like
nature. The Communist comrades must oppose the notion of
local assemblies and regional ones,
Not only does this not correspond to this stage of the victory
of Kampuchea and the construction of Ethiopia and
Kampuchea, but it does not even correspond to the
possibilities of the economy. It is necessary to help the Labour
Party elevate the grasp of the nature of the Workers State, the
role of the working class in all the parts of Britain, and to apply
these conclusions to pose: forward to the Socialist United
States of Europe.

conrmued from page 1

the two - capitalism or the workers - is too many, then, it is
capitalism. All this expresses itself in this country, and it is a striking
feature of the situation that the demand for the 35 hour week is now
the demand of practically all the trade unions of Europe. This is
because there is a maturation of the anti-capitalist struggle all over
Europe, due to the structure of the economy and of production now
centralised internationally and objectively demands this planning for
the need of the masses. Capitalism cannot do this. It has neither the
interest nor the possibility of doing this. It is the working class which
is the protagonist of progress in this stage of history and this
internationally, and not just nationally. This shows that the
construction of the Labour Party/trade union united front has to
become part of the problem of the construction of the socialist
europe.
UNDER CAPITALISM THERE IS NO PERSPECTIVE FOR A
BETTER STANDARD OF LIFE

To any objective observer
Britain appears as a decrepit third
rate capitalist power. In the
recent negotiations at Guadeloupe
to attempt to plan how to
confront the workers states, it
was the United States-German
axis which determined the
meeting. Even compared with
ten years ago Britain has fallen
continuously in political weight.
It is characterised by a state of
inertia and stagnation which
constantly poses the question,
how to come out of this
comatose condition? It is clear
that the bourgeois leaderships
live from day to day. They
anxiously watch the reports of
the latest economic forecasters
and their perspectives are
confined to discussions about
"interest rates", capital
movements and public spending.
The trade unions and the working
class are attacked with ferocity
but there is no sense of any
programme or policy to emerge
from the mess. One has only to
listen for a few minutes to
broadcasting of the debates in
parliament to realise the state of
buffoonery and absurdity of
British capitalism. The capitalist
class has lost any sense of what it
is doing or where it is going.

system up, it does not lead to
any gains for the masses to any
improvement of the possibilities
of life.

BRITISH CAPITAUSM CAN
ONLY POINT TO DEFEATS
The whole infrastructure of
British capitalism and all the
social services are steadily
sinking and declining. The main
cities present a picture of squalor
and decay which corresponds to
the ineptitude of capitalism. The
health services are in constant
crises over staff and facilities.
Time lost in work through
sickness has increased by a
quarter since the Beveridge
report and the major diseases of
the pre Second World War
period are the same now and life
expectancy is no greater now
than at the end of the war. On
the other hand there is a constant
deterioration in the environment
from pollution, the disposal of
nuclear waste, lead poisoning,
pollution of the oceans etc.
Capitalism has shown that it has
neither the interest or the
resources to be concerned with
these problems. The recent case
of the Birmingham Smallpox
case is an example of the total
lack of interest in the health of
the population - indeed as far
as capitalism is concerned, it
would be more convenient if a
large part of the population just
disappeared, i.e. the
unemployed for example.

The reception of the Ennals and Callaghan given by the workers
reasons for this situation
in various places show the rejection of this government by the trade areThe
linked obviously to events
union base and indeed the population. This is best expressed in the outside this country. Thus the
fact that whilst Callaghan has to keep 'consulting' the trade unions, whole
world capitalist economy
these through the TUC however limitedly, have given to the is in crisis
decline and on the
government the following message: "No wage limits". This is a fact other hand of
the economies based
of life for the government and an expression at the same time of the on nationalisations and centralised
enormous weakness of capitalism in Britain.
planning, the workers states
The masses see that in the 'developed' capitalist country of advance in all aspects. The result
All this total and growing
Britain, the standard of life of the people constantly decline, that there is that British capitalism is faced
are many machines to produce plenty but that they are used to make with a profound intensification of shambles makes nonsense of the
people unemployed. They see that there is great technological and inter capitalist competition and old arguments about Britain
scientific knowledge but that this is used for the destruction of human on the other hand, there are no being somehow unique. Britain
health and for the destruction of human beings as with the neutron areas in which it can expand as the "home of parliament"
bomb. They see that in Vietnam people who have nothing, re-educate where it does not find other and more capable, more democratic
prostitutes, re-educate the previous bourgeois, spend time and money superior competitors. In the than anywhere else in the world,
in an enormous social care for people. They see that in Cuba, the nineteenth century, for decades has no basis in reality anymore.
health service is free, that everyone has for his needs, and that the it could do what it liked on the Not only has the Empire gone,
dispute of one against the other has ended. Whereas in Britain, we world market. Now it is hopelessly but nothing has taken its place.
have to strike to live, to feed the children and pay the rents. confined and subject to superior Now capitalism cannot suggest
Callaghan tells us that we are going to have inflation again with competition. The decline of the Common Market as giving a
double figures and the balance of payments will go in the red. Britain has been continuous, new perspective because
But what elevation in the standard of quality of life of people has thus the share of Britain in the manifestly it may have benefitted
taken place when both the balance of payments and inflation were aggregate general domestic a few big multinationals but the
so-called 'put right'? None. On the contrary, the economy simply product of the imperialist British masses have gained
stagnated, productivity increased, workers were sacked and the economic centres dropped by nothing. All this is a sign that the
masses pay with diminished quality in everything they buy. The almost 40% - from 8.6% in system is totally exhausted. It
workers reject all this. This the significance of all the strikes which 1950 to 5.3% in 1976. The full cannot point, as can German
have posed all over the country: 35 hour week for £60 is something effects of this were partly capitalism, to a certain economic
capitalism can only give with difficulty but the workers have the concealed by the continued dynamism. British capitalism has
decision to go forward. Their decision is a blow at the norms of economic expansion of no success anywhere to point to.
capitalism i.e. the attitude of the ambulancemen, hospital workers etc. imperialism throughout the fifties
Furthermore a society is
and sixties, but now with the
When the Labour Party puts forward a manifesto for the overall downturn in the economy, judged not only by its level of
European elections which includes the demand for the 35 hour week this type of decay is going to production and productivity but
and nationalisations under 'democratic control' in Europe it shows weigh more and more. Finally by the quality of its imagination
that the struggles in this country are expressed in a political and the development of the workers and its contribution to culture, its
programmatic level. We do not agree with the Labour comrades that states economically and socially sense of perspective. There is
this can be obtained through the European parliament and already, competes with imperialism and always a fund of creative
their call for the unity of the socialist parties and the trade unions in prevents any means of capacity available, but if the
social relations are degenerate or
Europe points to another form of organisation to obtain such overcoming the crisis.
empty, no matter what the
demands. But it is necessary to discuss however, that if we could
There is not one aspect of the capacity, nothing of much value
ameliorate capitalism just through parliaments, then the Italian
government would have kept some of the promises it made to the life of the country where it is will be produced. The immense
Communists, and ameliorated the condition of the Italian workers possible to speak on any major conservatism of British
progress. North Sea Oil has not imperialism led in any case to
through reforms.
proved to be of any importance in
little being produced We appeal for a united front of the trade unions and the Labour meeting any of these problems. very
nothing of the force of a Balzac
Party to struggle for a 35 hour week, a basic minimum wage to rise At the same time as capitalism or even a Zola. Shelley and
with the cost of living, all wages to rise with the cost of living on the
boasting about North Sea Dickens were the last writers of
basis of decisions taken by popular committees, all the profits of was
Oil, unemployment has increased some historic force. Now there is
automation to the workers, for a workers plan of production to dramatically.
The incapacity of nothing, but an interminable
eliminate unemployment, factories about to be closed to be British capitalism
is such that it twitching of total mediocrity.
nationalised under workers control.
has to be helped along by huge There is no major artist who
The development of an anti-capitalist current in the Labour Party amounts of money taxed from responds to the stature ot the
is a protracted process but the decision of the low paid workers is a the masses and canalised into epoch and nothing that can
basis of support against the system. Capitalism throughout this crisis capitalism via the National justify capitalism. It is a total
has shown a total impotence socially and politically. Callaghan has Enterprise Board. So much for zero - a sign that one epoch is
been repudiated in a way that shows a total loss of authority by the initiative of private capitalism finished and another about to
capitalism. The next election will be a crisis of the system and has no - sustained by subsidies. This begin.
wealth of course simply props the
relevance to the population.
4 - 2- 79
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A NEW TYPE OF DISCUSSION
BEGINS IN BRITAIN
Marx, in one of his generalisations about the character of
capitalism, said that its general
law was the law of absolute
impoverishment - the rich richer
and the poor poorer. The Social
Democrats denied this, and like
the Stracheys and the
Crosslands, pointed to the
welfare State as means by which
capitalism could constantly
ameliorate, ameliorate. But what
now? Absolute impoverishment
is not simply whether one has a
car or a house - in fact bare
subsistence now - but whether
there is work, or working
conditions are good, or hours are
not too intense or the
environmental conditions are
good. The contempt for the
environment by capitalism is now
not only a case of impoverishment
but of actual destruction of
human beings by capitalism.
The old social democratic
conceptions have nothing on
which to base themselves and
this means the possibility for a
much more profound theoretical
discussion on the programme to
get Britain out of the mess of
capitalism. Workers co-operatives
were a device of small groups
accepting the capitalist framework
and it is not possible to develop
alternative production with a
system whose arms exports have
at least quadrupled over the last
ten years. Social revolution is
fundamental because the system
has no possibility of reforms of
any weight and it is not going to
go on the basis of a reasonable,
logical debate.
In other words, the special
conditions which were given to
"explain" Britain, no longer exist.
It is not possible any longer to
overlook Marx simply because he
did not have the fortune to be
born an Englishman. Fabianism
is buried even if the society
trundles on. Social democracy
means giving. It cannot exist
when the situation is "from him
who has nothing, it shall be taken
away". The Socialist International
now criticises the fact that the
market economy cannot solve
basic problems and the menace
of pollution, but provide no
programme. On the other hand,
the Communist parties do not
develop on the lines of "euro
communism" and "pluralism",
but on the lines of confrontation
with the capitalist system. The
Social Democracy has now a
world competitor, the
Communist movement and
hence it has to loosen its ties
with capitalism.
The discussion on the future of
Britain is in its beginnings but the
impact of the workers states, the.
closing of the roads. qf
conciliation between capitalism
and the communist parties, plus
more direct collisions between
the western proletariats and
capitalism, gives the basis for a
new type of discussion, in which
demands such as out with the
monarchy, nationalisation of
key industries and the banks
under workers control, for a
planned economy and the
workers state are going topay a
determining role.
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AU the most recent events in Britain confirm the total incapacity of
the capitalist system to solve any of the problems of the epoch, to
elevate the economic and cultural life of the population. When
capitalism speaks of the need to control inflation and tries to impose
control over wages, it is preoccupied with its need to reduce costs and
to compete successfully in the world market. The rebellion of the
lower paid workers in the last period, and now the civil servants is
symptomatic of the continuous disorder now typical in all aspects of
capitalism. The Callaghan government has no authority and no
programme or perspective to propose to the population other than
more austerity. The force that maintains the capitalist system is not
the capacity of the leaders of capitalism but the collaboration of the
trade union leaders and the absence of anti-capitalist leadership in the
Labour party. It is true that the trade union leadership is not as it was.
It lacks the authority of the days of Bevin, but its object is to maintain
the workers movement at the level of trade union dispute and wages.
The recent pact between the union leaderships and the Labour
government is nevertheless a f*1BSco because the working class has
broken the wage limit and it is not possible for the union leaders to
provide capitalism with any guarantees. The most pernicious feature
in the situation continues to be the structure and functioning of the
Labour party and trade unions which impede discussion.
The structure of these organisations however, can contain but
cannot determine the character of the process. A current is developing
in the Labour party which is manifested in various ways. The electoral
manifesto of the Labour party for the European elections proposes
nationalisations - if undefined - as one of its objectives and in
general now, the social democracy admits to the failings of the market
economy. At the same time, the Benn tendency raises issues such as
the function of the army and the fact that it is uncontrolled and that
the Times could be placed under some form of state control outside
the direct operation of capitalism. AU these proposals are very
general, and suggest anti-capitalist measures without directly clashing
with the system. The demand for the 35 hour week is the most
concrete demand of the NEC of the LP. AU this indicates that a new
·process is at work and· this Is tct be expected; ·because the norm$ ·of
capitalist functioning are failing socially, politically and economically.
We can foresee an inevitable tendency to profounder and more
concentrated discussion in the social democracy.

A DECISIVE NO TO THE REGIONAUST CARD
At the same time as the debacle of capitalism manifests itself in
every way in unemployment, higher prices, more exploitation of the
masses in the form of productivity deals, pollution of the environment
and deterioration in the conditions of life, capitalism realises that it
needs to divert a real discussion of issues by inventing imaginary
solutions. This is the significance of the whole artificial game over the
referendum for the Welsh and Scottish assemblies. Capitalism has
invented regionalism. At the very time that it is decomposing and has
no answers to any problems save war, suddenly as if by magic behold
"local autonomy, new assemblies and more decentralisation". In the
middle of strikes and the bmtal incompetence of the capitalist
economy, the referendum on the assemblies takes place. The whole
idea is to suggest that there still lies within capitalism the possibility of
new solutions. "More democracy" at a "local level" will somehow
make people "more in control" and thus life will be better. In all this
the apparatus of the Labour party and the trade unions have been
heavily involved. It is the attempt to seek other ways than anticapitalist ones. Similarly the Communist party has been committed to
this line. Partly this is due to the normal adaptation to capitalism but
partly it is also due to great confusion on the perspectives in Britain.
The resnlt of the referendum has been a heavy blow at the regionalist
card. Abstentions were 400/o in Scotland and over 400/o in Wales. The
vote for the yes to the assemblies was only thirty two percent in
Scotland and less than 12 O/o in Wales - a catastrophe for this
particular manifestation of the tactic of capitalism. There were heavy
abstentions in the workers areas. The working class vanguard saw the
discussion as primarily a bourgeois discussion in which their interests
were not discussed. Other sectors of the working class voted no to
express their rejection of the attempt to regionalise their countries and
develop a mass of competing separate interests. There was no real
discussion of the issues of regionalism save within the capitalist
framework. But even so the masses have shown that they have no
interests in the divisive tactic of capitalism. There is a dispute within
capitalism but the supporters of the no among the bourgeoisie are not
averse to using regionalist conceptions. There may be internal disputes
over particular aspects of regionalism but capitalism has an interest in
keeping the issue alive and returning to it. The balance of the whole
process has to be drawn in the LP, the trade unions and the
Communist party. It is necessary to repudiate regionalism, to realise
that the "democracy" of regionalism is altogether unreal. The mass of
the population are no more involved in decision making than is usual
In capitalist society and there are no perspectives to develop the
economy or meet the needs of the population because without a
programme of social transformations society cannot advance.
Capitalism has nothing to offer. It is necessary to see that t.he
Turn to page 6
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THE RELATION OF W;ORLD
FORCES AND THE PROCESS OF
SOCIAL REVOLUTION .IN IRAN
J.Posada•
The developments in Iran are a
new phase of the process. Independently of what happens on the
day of the arrival of Khomeini, it
is necessary . to make a programmatic tactic of agreements and
political alliances. One has to
record that Trotsky was criticised
when he suggested the possibility
of uniting with Stalin again. He
said if it was necessary he would
do it. Then he said, 'I will unite
with the devil whoever it is, if It
Is convenient for revolutionary
policy. One must see what the
revolutionary poJlcy ,is.
In the case of Iran, if certainly
Khomeini Is not a devil, those who
surround him are quite devilish, an
ancient inferno, in fact. But they
are going to be confronted with a
problem which they do not understand. It~ surpasses them completely and,' at the same time, Iran
does not have a bourgeoisie. It is
a catastrophe for capitalism.
Nicaragua has Somoza who is a
bourgeois, multiplied by thousands
and boss of everything. But, in
Iran, there is no bourgeoisie or
it is the weakest bourgeoisie there
is. The bourgeoisie has no social
weight and it has not structured a
bourgeois clique.
The bourgeoisie exists, but it
has no social weight. In the fundamental aspects of the economy,
it is not the bourgeoisie which
determines, but the state. The
bourgeoisie has weight and exists
as a class, but it does not have
social weight and it does not have
the initiative of the economy; it is
the state which has. This is a
very good opportunity to make a
programme of the development of
the economy. The Muslim leadership is going to have to do so,
otherwise the movement will go
with the masses. Now among the
religious leaders, someone is going
to arise who is going to go towards
the revolutionary side and, very
consciously, who is going to find
that it Is logical to co-ordinate
with the Soviet Union more than

with any other country. The logi- . of the Shah is to escape and· the
security of Khomeini is to come.
cal and natural aspect is this coordination. Hence Carter did not Otherwise he will also be thrown
out.
want the Shah to live in the United
States, because otherwise both
The necessary programme has to
fall.
be based on the fact that it is necessary to make a front with tile
In speaking of the bourgeoisie
movement of the ayatollah Kho..:.
one is speaking of the bourgeoisie .. meini, criticising the aspects
which has a role in the economy,
which it is necessary to criticise,
not the politicians but the bourgebut making the united front. This
oisie which has a role in the
is an evident force. Khomeini does
economy, promotes and develops
not come from now.
They have
it.has
Its own initiative in the
been struggling for fifteen years.
economy. This creates a. structure
linked to it and provides Its justification because it promotes the
Khomeini does not represent the
economy. In Iran there are no great
most reactionary wing. Moreover,
private industries and thus there
there cannot be a totally reactioncannot be a big bourgeoisie. Thus
ary wing ,because
there is no
bourgeoisie. A structured bourgethe army is the representative of
oisie does not exist. The lrantan
the ruling class and it's no use
bourgeoisie is very weak. Thus it
like this. Whatever time there is is necessary to make an agreement
and there is not much - the army
with Khomeini to cal I elections,
cannot substitute for the ruling
to develop the economy of the
class or represent the ruling class.
country, to develo!J the leadership
If the army ends ·government, what
of au the nationalised properties
are they going to say in the first
and to plan production with steel.
month? What are we doing? They
petroleum and the development of
do not have ideas. They have to
statify everything. That is to say,
the countryside. The Shah made
it increases the anti-bourgeois
no agrarian reform. What he did
weight.
Hence the bourgeois
was to create an internal market;
sectors are desparate, aIthough
but it was so small it was scarcely
we say they are not a real bourgeoperative. It is not possible ta
create an internal market if there
ois class, because they have a
series of positions which do not
is not an industria.1 market. The
structure bourgeois thought.
Shah wanted his own version of the
bourgeois revolution. The bourgeThus it is necessary to seek to
ois revolution expelled the peaunderstand that this process is not
sants and created labourers, but
going to retreat. The security of
it made industry. The Shalt exthe Shah and the security of Kho- . pelled the peasants and did not
meini are different. The security
give them work in the factory.

THE PROCESS WILL DEVELOP A NEW LEADERSHIP

Thus there are possibilities
for a profound agreement and for
quite a long time. An agreement
of all the tendencies on the basis
of the creation of trade unions, of
workers centres, of workers parties
and the groups. The groups in
Iran are of a different function

than in Italy, in F.-ence or in other
countries. In the conditions in
Iran an enormous quantity of
groups are forming who are born,
die, are reconstituted, recomposed,
and divide. They are groups which
arise through the need of actiol).
Turntopage 2

Down with the counterrevolutionary attack by the Chines.e
leadership on Vietn.aJD!
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SOCIAL REVOLUTION IN IRAN ...
continued from page .t

They express a need but they do
not provide a programme. One can
compare them to the groups of. the
first stage of 1968 and the first
stage of Portugal. They have this
similarity: the will for anticapitalist combat. They are disordered, but they are antica pita list. They reach agreements
as happened in Portugal which
afterwards weakened because there
was no political or military centralised leadership, and thus the
groups degenerate. But it is presented as if the degeneration of
the groups is the consequence of
their nature, and it is not like this.
If there had existed a leadership,
it would have been won because
their will was against capitalism
and not against progress.
In Iran this is the situation, and
It is very important now to intervene. The Shah is not going to
return, unless they return him in a
steel coffin. Imperialism itself
has no further interest in him.
They see he is dead. One has to
look at the stage that is coming.
The army is not a social leadership, but an instrument for
social leadership. It can give a
blow, but in the name of whom?
In the name of the bourgeoisie
which exists linked to imperialism?
In these three months the
army has already seen where the
strength is and the fear. When
capitalism Is not animated to use
the army, it is because they fee I
that for everyone ready to shoot
there are eight ready to desert.
Hence we made the comparison
with 1905. 1905 prepared 1917,
but this time there is not the distance. Lenin made the synthesis
in the programme of 1917. They
now have the programme.
It is necessary to intervene
considering that this process will
not retreat. They can make the
1905 type of massacre. They can
repeat it or make many killings,
but killing does not intimidate
because people have already gone
through the experience. There is
no bourgeoisie, no power, no
ability to lead, and people feel
- ordinary people - that they can
decide. They are going to intervene and one must be prepared
for this process.
The Soviet Union is not going to
intervene directly, but indirectly.
It is intervening every day. Even
when they broadcast music from
the USSR or programmes from Radio
Baku in the Persian idiom, they are
intervening.
The Yanks also
broadcast music, but then they turn
off the radio. On the other hand,
they listen to everything of the
Soviets and to Afghanistan also.
One must intervene now. There
is no programme and no leadership.
Th~re is an immense will to combat.
The Communists are reanimating and emerging, but now
there is a movement of a very great
weight in which the Communists
are not the driving force. In the
Muslim leadership there is quite a
sensitive political criterion. They
cannot be reactionaries. They are
not going to impose Allah. If they
impose Allah they will be pushed
down. Undoubtedly, there is a

reactionary wing, but it is not the
one that is going to decide. The
Iranian masses have learnt in these
last two years, but particularly in
the last five months, the equivalent
of twenty years. It has been a
very rich experience. It was not
just marching through the streets
making demonstrations and meetings, but above all the masses
communicate the invincible will to
overthrow the Shah and to make a
democratic regime and one of freedom for progress, not freedom in
the abstract, but freedom for progress. They see the Soviet Union
and Afghanistan. On the other
hand, they see Saudi Arabia and
what a place that is!

able to smash the unarmed masses.
This is the relation of forces. The
strength of Iran is that the USSR is
at its side, otherwise none of this
could happen.
The Iranian Communist Party
has to adopt more consistent revolutionary positions. At the same
time that the USSR feels that it is
not convenient to go further in Iran
because of the Yanks, socially it
is convenient for them that Iran
advances much further and also
economicalllf, because the IranUSSR planning of petroleum and
gas would mean one of the greatest

resources of the economy. Iran
has no other alty than the Soviet
Union.
A programmatic discussion has
to be stimulated. Not democracy
in the abstract, but what programme. Alliances have to be
made with all the religious sectors
that are in agreement with a programme. Also, it is important to
develop a logical political reasoning which means that in Iran there
is immense wealth to develop, and
it is a lie that in twenty years aII
the oil will be exhausted. There is
oil for quite a time.

cess will be resolved because the
masses want a republic. 40% are
indecisive, but 60% now know what
they want and have chosen a solution of progress, which only the
Workers State can provide. To
develop Iran can only be achieved
through the Workers State.

It must be clear that, whatever
the interlude between this state
and another, between this situation
and the effective proclamation of
the revolutionary republic, the
process is going towards that.
The revolutionary republic leaves
open the conditions for a Workers
State or a Revolutionary State,
which
means that the experience
THE IRAN REVOLUTION IS A PROFOUND SOCIAL AND MILITARY
of people shows that the capitalist
BLOW AGAINST IMPERIALISM
The situation in Iran shows the
economy of private property must
bankruptcy of capitalism. The
not be created. Still it is not neStill there is not a structure
takes into account in every thing, cessary to
masses who are moving in Iran are
propose
the
made in Iran politically. There is
that Iran has repercussion in the expropriation
an effect of the world process of
of
all
a great number of petit bourgeois
United States. But the Soviets the private property, for example,
the relation of forces favourable to
of the vanguard, which are there
are not afraid of repercussion in the great bazaars. Their exproprithe revolution. The natural ally
the Soviet Union.
of the Workers Stat es is the pro- without knowing what to do. It is
ation is not now, but the exproprnot excluded that a left Socialist
gress of history. This is a process
iation of the big enterprises and
All those people who say that agrarian capital is necessary. In
Party may be formed, because the
in. which the women make enormous
the Soviets are afraid of the de- any case, the agrarian reform
advances in the history of human movement is going very rapidly
velopment of a Muslim movement
civilisation. They break the sub- and the Communist machine is very
which the Shah made has produced
are
stupid. In the Soviet Union the a group of very rich peasants who
very
slow.
From
the
first
demonmission to man, but mankind is not
Muslims are not Muslims but Soviet are the only ones who have gained
displaced in this rupture but under- strations until now, there has been
citizens, who are still a little from this agrarian reform.
stands that it was a relation im- an enormous elevation of the population. The intervention of · the
Muslim, but they are based on
posed in other conditions, but now
statified property, on the immense
both forces join against the Shah. young people has involved thouA revolutionary republic is
sands, showing great courage. progress which exists in the Soviet necessary to make social transThe child who in such a society is
Union. The Yanks are afraid, formations and the form to do it
totally despised emerges to fight They are shot and people pick
proceed with caution, In part is a Workers State, a Socialist
for progress. In a society In which them up, and they continue demonthere were no organisms where strating. This is animmense will of through the fear of Soviet reaction. country, even 'non-aligned'. It
But, partly also, it is because the
progress. This is a will that it Is
people could develop the capacity
can be non-aligned, but nonAmerican masses are watching. aligned does not mean indifferent.
for struggle, when there is such a going to be expressed also in poliImperialism feels the question, and
movement, it is because th.e Iranian tical support.
If it is indifferent, it is in the air.
after the war? Every war they see Thus it is •non-aligned', but it Is
masses have mind and eyes. The
is the revolution. Trotsky posed
seeking to align itself. It is the
lranlan masses are an expression
All this is going to be a heavy
in ten years millions and millions aligning of the non-aligned~
of the world process of the perma- blow for them, leading to a profound
will know how to move heaven and
nent revolution which has been
demoralisation and pessimism.
earth - and they moved heaven
These problems did not exist
expressed in this form.
The top military chiefs, who
in the epoch of Lenin. In the epoch
and
earth,
but
this
time
they
are
appear to be immutable, also renot going to move heaven and earth of Lenin the relation of forces and
The 'ten days that shook the ceive this blow because they see
social maturation were very inbut they are going to move the
world' was repeated in Iran with such a1 formidable apparatus that
world. Heaven and earth are united. ferior to the situation as it is now.
the characteristic that now many they cannot use, ibecause they see
They are new problems and it is
days shake the world. Thus the that the masses impede them.
The process in Iran is similar necessary to resolve them. Now
Iranian masses now know how they There is not only their fear of the
to 1905 because in 1905 many
the tactic is not as in the time of
must move and how to intervene. Soviet Union but they see that the
people were conscious that they
Imperialism has shown that it has
Lenin. The historic basis of Lenin
North American people are looking
no strength; if it was strong,imperwere going to be killed, but they is - let us yield at Brest Litovsk
at Iran. The Yankee leadership
went to the demonstration. There
ialism would not let Craig go to
to keep what we have, and aftersees that the North American
they saw that this was not the wards we not only take Brest
Iran, the man who had said 'let's
people is looking at Iran, that the
get out of Vietnam because we are
road, that they had done well but Litovsk but the rest. Now there
French people look at Iran and see
losing'. He said the same over
this was not the road to follow. are twenty Workers States. If the
Korea - 'let's not intervene in the conduct of the capita lists who
Lenin also saw that this was not Bolsheviks had not yielded at
Korea, we will lose it'. The Yanks act like generals. But the Soviets
the road but another, above all
Brest Litovsk, they would have
support movements of progress,and
decided to put Korea under control the Islamic movement demands •out because it was not the moment. In
nothing now. This is the most
Iran the masses saw that 1905 was elevated ability of the tactic.
and they went from Korea. Now of here' to the Yanks, not to the
they send Craig to Iran and he is a Soviets, not to the Communists, joined to 1917, came out into the
streets, and did not go back and
defeatist; that is to say, an accep- but 'out of here' to the Yanks.
DOES NOT DECIDE
were not overthrown or defeated. RELIGION
table person because, on the other To the Marxists, Khomeini said,
IN IRAN
hand, he says to the Yanks, 'we 'I am not Marxist, but they can be
Iran cannot progress if there are
must get
out'.
Marxists'. The North American
not social transformations. The
people see this, and are learning. Shah took out an enormous quantity
In Iran the discussion of the As the Iranian people received
of mQney, but natural wealth, minprogramme a:mong the masses has this influence of the world, they
The process in Iran is going to
eral wea Ith remained behind. One
not begun. It is discussed among now influence others. People are
last
for a time, above all because
has to see that, if the Shah could
the groups, but the masses still do in bad economic conditions in Iran,
there is no leadership and no promake use of all this money which
not discuss programma.tically, but not tragic, much better than in
he
took, the new government can gramme. The religious leadership
policy or leadership. But already Ital¥. A number of people live
propose an international order for is not all reactionary. Khomeini
all those who are the base of the
better than in Italy, because there
expropriation, supported by all the has ideas which are very progresmovement are beginning to move. is a prosperous bourgeois base.
Workers States and more than half sive and convenient, and they are
The Iranian proletariat is maturing In the United States, although they
the Revolutionary States and many going to be obliged to make agreein one day whereas before it cost do not have important economic
capitalist countries also, who are ments because the crisis is now
years, and besides the family is needs, politically, they are distant
going to have an interest in re- going to develop among the relimaturing. This is the moment to
because they do not have a Party.
maining on good terms with the new gious sectors. A sector is going
give a programme and policy and There is no leadership, no trade
to see that it has to develop, and
government of Iran.
construct leaderships.
union movement which develops
thus it will have to appiy measures
the struggle for progress in the
which neither Allah or Mahomet can
Neither the Shah nor Yankee United States, and there is a
One has to prepare to intervene provide.
imperialism can return to Iran: completely reformist movement.
in Iran in a process which can last
This process in Iran is going to But they see lran. The United
because there is no leadership.
It is necessary to intervene in a
have an enormous effect on the States is like Iran. Iran shows
In accordance with the will of process which is going to last for
Yankee military. With all the ato- what is going to happen in the
people, the capacity and decision some time and where it is necesmic armament, they have not been United States and why imperialism
of the Iranian population, the pro- sary to learn the tactic. There are
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tion of forces. Without such a
relation the masses would not be
able to do half of what they are
doing.
These uprisings are not made
through a religious struggle, from
the appeal of Khomeini or from any
religious movement. It was the
natural objective of the struggles
of the masses and, particularly, of
the Workers States, of the Socialist
countries, and of Italy and France
In particular; also in part Germany
wh ichhas influenced this process
and unleashed among the masses a
political, not a religious, process.
People ar-e moved, not in the name
of the ayatollah, but in the name
of progress. They want progress.
They do not have a centre, and
thus they find in Khomeini a centre
which has the capacity to organise
and the strength to organise. But
the political influence ls the world,
the revolutionary struggle of the
masses of the world and of the
Socialist countries on the Muslim
masses. It is a movement which
moves millions, and what preparation was there? None. Before the
appeals of the Ayatollah, people
had- been moved on other occasions.
There were antecedents when
Mossadeq was not ayatollah, and

there was complete support for

Mossadeq.

THE SOLUTION FOR IRAN IS THE WORKERS STATE

The movements of Iran must
demand support, solidarity, united
front of the Communist parties,
Socialists, the nationalist revolutionary movements, Muslim and
Catholic and Jewish left movements
for the social progress of Iran.
It is not simple to win a sector
of the army because resistance Is
very great, but a sector can and
must be won. One must be based
on the process of the progress of
the revolution, giving confidence
to the masses with the need to
create organisms of the masses,
of the base, organisms of discussion, proposals and programme,
and to aim at the soldiers and the
officers, appealing to them to make
a great Iran in social and
economic development on the basis
of the development of the population. The stages have to be prepared for. The Muslim masses are
going to learn. The process is
going to develop their experience,
their understanding and intelligence on the need for socia I
transformations, and they are going

to know how to find the means to
overcome the massacre which the
army is going to make and are
going to count on and see the
support of the world in this
struggle.
One has to expect quite a lengthy process of struggles and resistQnces, although the perspectives are not those of fixing
present power but of development
towards popular power.
It is
necessary to develop popular
power, workers' power for social
transformations. The progress of
the population is social progress,
economic power of social relations
in which it is necessary to make a
relationship which determines
these human relations, that is, the
social relation of democratic
rights based on the development
of the economy and management,
leadership of the economy by the
population in the form of organisms
which have to be created. Appeal
to the soldiers, to the officers, for
this task. Appeal to them so that
they give arms to the population,

which are arms paid by the population, bought by force, sacrifice
and the wealth of the country and
the work of the population. The
struggle of the working class is
fundamental. The Iranian working
class having little real weight, has
enormous weight because it represents objective interests, objective
capacity and the objective thought
of the objective social development of Iran. Hence it has authority through its weight in the
economy, because it determines
the functioning anyway of the
small industrial apparatus which
exists and, through its capacity
and objectivity, receives and
transmits objectively the necessity
of the life of the masses, all the
progress necessary to make and to
receive from the world the influences that impel the world.
At the same time, capitalism is
not in the conditions for a direct
intervention in an immediate form •
This is part of the relation of
world forces in which the Workers
States have a vital interest in
maintaining Iran, in developing
Iran outside the dominion of imperialism as a minimum. Outside
the dominion of imperialism, there
is no other solution than a development towards a Workers State.

It is necessary to make the trade
unions interve_ne more, weigh more
and aim more at the population In
democratic discussions so that the
population can learn to reason and
can weigh. It must aim at the
Muslims, at all the Muslim currents
discussing on the need for social
transformations and to win the
army. The heroism of the masses
is shown daily. Reaction kills
and assassinates dozens, hundreds
and thousands. The Shah, the
army and imperialism in Iran have
killed more than two hundred thousand people, and the masses do not
limit themselves and are not int.nidated, do not let themse Ives be
smashed and maintain constantly
the vigour, will and resolution for
combat. That is to say, the world
influence on the masses iinpe Is
them to progress. It is not due to
a religious movement. They do not
act in this way for religion but for
social transformations.
The
imnense majority of the MUsllm
masses do this in the name of the
progress of society, not religious
submission. It Is not the stage of
history in which humanity can be
subjected to a religious current.
Humanity can only be so linked if.
united to the progress of society.
J. POSADAS
29.1.79.

Down.with the counter-revolutionary attack by
the Chinese leadership on Vietnam - For the
unification of the Workers States in a
United Front against imperialism
The counter revolutionary attack by the Chinese bureaucracy on
Vietnam has been made in alliance with Yankee imperialism. All the
workers parties and trade union centres particularly those of the world
communist movement and the workers states have to condemn this
invasion and appeal for mobilisations of the Chinese masses against
this sinister war. The Chinese leadership wishes to smash Vietnam with
the idea of preventing the spread of the revolution throughout South
East Asia, and removing the social weight of Vietnam in China which
is a constant affront to the degenerated Chinese leadership and its
plans to regulate the Chinese workers state for its own privileges and
interests.
The existence of Vietnam is has not hesitated to stimulate the
particularly odious to the unification of Vietnam, Laos and
bureaucratic caste which forms Kampuchea as the logical
the basis of the Chinese leadership. conclusion of the struggle to
Vietnam has made a continuous eliminate capitalism and to
advance since the ignominious construct socialism. The whole
defeat of Yankee imperialism. It activity of Vietnam is to place the
has entered on the road of the country in the service of the
construction of socialism with a world revolution. It is a
process of continual rectifications repudiation of the whole mentality
against bureaucratic elements. It of the Chinese leadership of
has continued the social revolution constructing "socialism in one
eliminating all the vestiges of country".
capitalism and at the same time it
THE CHINESE LEADERSHIP QUAKES IN FRONT OF THE
WORLD REVOLUTION
The process of the world revolution is constantly accelerating and
poses a constantly more profound crisis for the Chinese leadership.
Their policy of linking with Yankee imperialism is governed by the
fact of their panic fear of the effects of this world advance within
China. For example the Chinese leadership directly tried to sustain the
Shah. The Iranian revolution threw out the Shah and is an example of
the constant maturing of the capacity of the masses to advance even
without an adequate or representative leadership. Iran is an example
of a process totally disastrous to the Chinese leadership. What has
made everything worse for the bureaucracy is that Vietnam gave full
support to the insurrection of the Kampuchean masses against the
sanguinary Stalinist regime of Pol Pot. It was a political social
revolution which demonstrates the isolation of the Chinese
bureaucracy. It is almost completely alone and to maintain itself allies
with Yankee imperialism. Undoubtedly the attitude of the Chinese
leadership is a weight on the international workers movement but it is
not decisive in history. The basis of this criminal counter revolutionary
invasion launched by the Chinese bureaucracy against Vietnam is
precisely that the world revolution is on the road of more and more
centralisation around the leadership of the Soviet Union and the other
workers states. This massive process of centralisation provokes and
deepens the total crisis of the capitalist system and also undermines all
those sectors in the workers states i.e. the Rumanian bureaucracy and
the international communist movement who seek national, regional
and local solutions. History now is decided globally and those who
resist this are irrevocably pushed aside. They have no future and
objectively are imbeciles.

THE INVASION OF VIETNAM WILL SHARPEN ALL THE
CONTRADICTIONS WITH/NCH/NA

of resources? How are the huge
loans to be paid back to
capitalism? Why facilitate links
with capitalism when the logic of
development demands unification
with the other workers states to
dynamise economic development.
The Chinese bureaucracy is
trying to encourage material
stimulus, differentiation among
the communes and the right for
pro capitalist sectors to intervene
in the workers state.
In this situation when the
British communists try to draw a
distinction between a
''progressive,, internal policy and
a backward "external policy,, of
China it is incorrect. The external
and internal policies are governed
by the same principles - alliance
with the most counter
revolutionary sectors against the
progress of the world revolution
and against soviet democracy in
China. What is this "democracy"
of which sectors of the
bureaucracy speak. Where is the
mass democratic discussion?
Where is the right of the "gang
offour,, to speak? Workers have
been shot what sort of
democracy is this? The
"democracy" is democracy for
the bureaucracy and its capitalist
friends.

The explanation of the character of the Chinese leadership and its
action in Vietnam relates to the origins of bureaucracy in the workers
states. The problem essentially arises from the lack of political life in
the party and the unions thereby allowing the development of a caste
which essentially as Trotsky analysed and Lenin foresaw, tends
to deprive the masses of any direct intervention in the functioning of
the workers state. But the Chinese leadership does not represent the
overall character of the workers states. The dominance of the
bureaucracy is not permanent. Stalinism has died in the Soviet Union
whose policy is one of encouraging world revolution. But such a
process is not uniform and China is an example where Stalinist
education and the absence of a Bolshevik tradition has led to the
criminal situation today. The bureaucratic caste can realise the value
of the centralised economy as opposed to the incompetence of
capitalism but they also see it as a source of personal power and
.agrandisement. Communism to them can only mean themselves
directing and distributing. It is a contradiction which can only arise in
the absence of a vital and living party. The Bolsheviks could have no
such conception. Communism is social re/ations,not simply a superior
economy.
Inevitably in the course of the Yankee imperialism in order to
development of the economy and stop human progress.
consequently its social relations,
Whereas Vietnam closes the
the contradiction between the door on capitalism the Chinese
masses and the· caste grows. The bureaucracy releases capitalists,
most extreme example of this was builds them up and follows a
the period of Stalin, but also that policy of "modernising,, China
could only have historic results in not on the basis of plans and
a hostile world environment that policies discussed with the masses
is the ebbing of the revolution. but on the basis of bureaucratic
The counter revolutionary fiat. We are all in favour of
actions of the Chinese leadership modernisation but who is to
are taking place in the reverse decide the plan and the allocation
situation. Thus they are
responsible for actions worse FOR MASSIVE DEMONSTRATIONS IN THE WORKERS STATE
than Stalin but historically with AGAINST THE CHINESE INTERVENTION
far less effect. Stalin perpetrated
The intervention of the Chinese bureaucracy against Vietnam has to
the appalling disaster of Germany,
laying the bases for the second be seen in the perspective of the final encounter between the forces of
world war and the testing of the the workers states and world capitalism. Yankee imperialism is on
workers state in the worst the defensive historically. It has suffered a catastrophic blow in Iran
circumstances. The Chinese are but it will not surrender. Constantly it prepares and perfects its
worse than Stalin. They actually arsenals for war. It is at moments such as these that the complications
attack another workers state, and between the workers states are utilised by imperialism as a cover for its
are directly allied with imperialism. war preparations and coming attack on the workers states.
But in doing so, they are laying
We call upon the Labour party states on the basis of the anti
the bases for their own destruction and the Communist party and the imperialist, anti capitalist united
in China itself because Stalin trade unions to condemn the front appealing for the
could at least justify himself by attack by the Chinese bureaucracy intervention of the Chinese
saying "we are very weak,,. The on Vietnam and to demand the masses against the war _with
Chinese leadership speaks immediate cessation of that Vietnam and impelling the
abstractly of "hegemonism,, and attack. The world communist currents in China agains_t·. the
directly conspires before the movement has to intervene for counter revolutionary line opthe
whole world with decrepit the unification of the workers present Chinese leadership.
1

--------------------------------------------~----~------------------------------~------------------ 5--

Editorial
continued from page 1

problems of all the regions and not just Scotland and Wales cannot be
solved without the statification and the centralisation of the economy.
Any desire for autonomy should be within this perspective, that is, if
necessary a socialist federation of England, Wales, Ireland and
Scotland on the basis of the centralised socialist economy. ·

THE MONARCHY IS A FUNCTION
OF IMPERIALISM.
FOR A DEMOCRATIC SOCIALIST
REPUBLIC!

THE ANTI-CAPITALIST CURRENT IN THE LP IS AIDED
BY THE ADVANCE OF THE
SOCIALIST
REVOLUTION AND THE WORKERS STATES
The process in Ir.an bas the greatest significance not simply because
of the events there but because it shows the reality of the world
situation. World imperialism, particularly American and British
capitalism, has suffered a disastrous blow. The Yanks have lost a
whole army trained as part of the counter-revolutionary strategy
against the Soviet Union. They have been unable to divert or throw
back the revolution and on the contrary the latter advances and opens
the way for a statified economy moving within the orbit of the
workers states. The revolution in Iran is characteristic of the present
stage of world history in which the masses intervene directly and even
without a leadership, advance towards the construction of a workers
state. Iran reflects the balance of world forces favourable to the forces
of socialism and unfavourable to capitalism. All this is a blow at
British imperialism as well. The Callaghan government supported the
Shah, and the Shah was smashed. The British masses have seen a
revolution in action and their imperialist government beaten. The
forces of .the left have to base their security on this world process. The
Qlllaghan government, its policies, external and internal, are
immensely backward compared with Iran. Iran is more advanced than
Britain in some aspects despite religious forms. Moreover Iran would
not have been possible without the existence of the Soviet Union. AH
this has to be assimilated by the left in the Labour party and trade
unions as a means of seeing the immense scope for the affirmation of
a consistent anti-capitalist programme and policy.

THE POLICY OF THE CHINESE LEADERSHIP IS NOT THE
RESULT OF THE WORKERS STATES
At the same time, capitalism tries to use the policy of China in
attacking Vietnam as a means of injecting confusion in the workers
parties and vanguard. They try to suggest that this behaviour is
inevitable and that socialism is a fantasy because disputes like this will
break out. In reality the Stalinist policies of the Chinese leadership,
their chauvinist line of "putting Vietnam in its place", is the logical
consequence of the absence of a party tradition, the absence of a party
with a strong political life and in close relationship with the masses. A
separate interest is created which becomes frightened of the advance
of the revolution so they defend their~.bureaucratic positions by linking
with capitalism against the revolution. When people like Allaun
criticise the policy of Callaghan sending arms to China it is an echo of
forces in the LP who reject the policy of aiding the Chinese
bureaucracy against the Soviet Union and the advance of world
socialism. Without doubt the policy of the counter revolutionary
Chinese leadership is a weight on the world revolutionary vanguard,
but at the same time, it does not determine history. It has to defend
itself by associating with the declining forces of Yankee imperialism.
Iran represents the dynamic of progress. It represents the world. The
Chinese leadership represents the backward consequences of the
former period of Stalin.
The crisis of British capitalism increases in a world environment
which does not allow recovery. It has nowhere to go. The loss of
markets in Iran is an example of the lack of perspective to develop new
fields for the accumulation of capital. lntercapitalist competition is
increasing and at the same time the workers states weigh more and
more socially. The masses see another horizon outside the perspectives
of capitalism. When the German social democracy has to balance
between the workers states and capitalism by suggesting. that the
military resources of the Soviet Union are purely for defensive
purposes and other sectors say that it is not sufficient to be the repair
shop of capitalism then it is clear that the world environment is
entirely favourable to the elevation of the forces of the left in the
Labour party towards a programme of nationalisations, workers
control and centralised planning.

The trip of the queen to many of the States of
the Middle East is a profoundly reactionary one.
She has gone representing the interests of
British and Yankee imperialism to try and stop
the revolution in the Middle East. Her mission is
not to give support to the people in Iran who are
emerging from centuries of oppression. It is to
try and give support and confidence to the most
reactionary regimes, which would have
included the Shah of Iran had he not already
been thrown out. The queen of Britain hence is
not associated with any progressive role. She
represents British and Yankee imperialism who
want to sustain these countries against the
revolution. Her trip is to try and shore up and
encourage them so they continue to be bases
for imperialism, for counter-revolutionary
purposes. The countries she is visiting have oil
resources, but apart from that they are very
undeveloped. They do not have significance in
influencing world affairs or of being of decisive
economic importance. On the other hand, these
sheiks continue with traditions and customs
which are the most oppressive, for example, in
relation to women, and their role in society.
They believe in keeping the women absolutely
oppressed and without any rights to participate
at all. This is what imperialism through the
queen, is going to try and preserve. Meanwhile,
the Middle East is in turmoil. Iran is making the
earth tremble even more for the bourgeoisie.
There have been very great advances in that
area recently, and as it is one of the major areas
for oil resources and of significant military and
political value, the bourgeoisie are desparate to
contain the revolution. The queen's trip has to
be seen as having this objective.

THE QUEEN'S TRIP SHOWS THE WEAKNESS
OF BRITISH IMPERIALISM
The British monarch used to rule over a vast
Empire, but now the decline of British
imperialism is accepted. British imperialism no
longer has the power to decide events. It has
suffered a heavy blow with the throwing out of
the Shah of Iran. It is a desperate monarch who
goes to sustain these numerous countries of no
value. Queen Victoria would not have dreamt of
having such a role. It is not very good for. the
authority of the bourgeoisie for the queen to be
seen going to prop up countries which feel
threatened by the throes of revolution. Before
British imperialism would have sent in troops to
areas affected by revolution and rebellions
would have been put down. Now imperialism is
thrown out of Iran, the troops cannot be sent in
because of the Soviet Union's presence, and
the queen has to go to the Middle East to give
confidence to the losing side. Hence it is a failed
policy of imperialism. The impotence of the
monarchy to stop the revolution in the Middle
East is an expression of the weakness of
imperialism.
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The queen represents everything that stands
for oppression, privilege, inequality; then it is
really one of the first demands to be raised in
the struggle for socialism.
The monarchy rarely makes statements
relating to the daily situation and to the political
problems in society. This is an attempt to give
the impression to the petit bourgeosie that the
monarchy is above such matters. The queen
has been making quite a campaign about the
virtues of family life recently, but she gives no
ideas at all about how to make Britain come out
of the stagnation and to progress. Then what
role does she have, what value is she for the
population? It is to appeal to the petit
bourgeoisie and to backward layers of the
population and hence to try and maintain a
centre which supports private property and the
bourgeoisie. This type of policy finds less and
less success. The petit-bourgeoisie is greatly
affected by the political situation and is not
turning to family life as a .solution or a
perspective. It is turning to the trade unions.
The petit bourgeois unions are showing an
enormous growth, they are more and more
active and more militant than before. The
monarchy, although having an effect on some
backward sectors, cannot mobilise the
numbers of middle class sectors it could before.
It begins to feel weakened, when imperialism
feels weak. This Is why Prince Charles has
made an attack on management and not the
workers. The monarchy he represents senses
the way things are going and so tries to contain
it by criticising the management that the petit
bourgeoisie are attacking. This is a sign that the
monarchy is threatened and fearful of both the
internal situation in Britain and the external
defeats of imperialism abroad.

The bourgeoisie are anxious to keep the
monarchy in Britain because it is supposed to
have the role of being above society, above all
the disputes and the class struggle, as
something which is neutral and which stands
above all the problems. But this recent trip
raises questions for the workers movement
about the function of monarchy. Is it that this
trip is just a mistake of the queen, and that at
other times she has been to progressive
countries to give them support? Only recently,
she went to Northern Ireland to support the
repression there, and later she went to West
Germany, to give support to NATO. Are these
errors of the queen? Or is it that she represents
imperialism? She goes on a trip to sustain
countries which are amongst the most
reactionary to be found. She would have gone
to sustain the Shah. Then it is impossible to
envisage that the queen is going to remain
neutral when the workers in Britain take over
factories and nationalise them under workers
control. The abolition of the monarchy is part of
the programme for social transformations.

25 Bedford Row, London W.C.l.

DEVELOP A CAMPAIGN AGAINST THE
MONARCHY NOW
There have been signs of sectors which are
anti-monarchist in Britain, but it is fundamental
that a current is formed on a basis of a
campaign against the monarchy as part of the
programme of social transformations in Britain.
It is the first time that any member of the royal
family has intervened to criticise management.
It is not that they believe this is the solution to
the problems in Britain. it is a game they play to
try and maintain some authority. That is done,
not because they feel strong, but because they
feel the traditional grounds to deceive sectors
of the petit bourgeoisie are diminishing. It
shows that conditions exist which allow a basis
for an anti-monarchist current to develop itself.
To campaign against the monarchy is to
campaign against capitalism. To raise the
slogan of the Republic represents a· big change
for a country which has had the monarchy for
so long and whose institutions are entwined
integrally with everything that capitalism
stands for. To pose the Republic is to raise,
what sort of Republic? A capitalist one or a
socialist one7. In Iran, the Republic will be
achieved, but the Iranian masses are not going
to make that the only conquest they attain.
It doesn't solve their problems alone. It opens
up the road to the question how is the country
going to be organised? The monarchy was the
centre which prevented progress. Now it has
been finished with, all the stability of private
property in Iran has ended. Everything is being
questioned. This is why, when the Republic is
raised here, the same type of situation arises.
We propose that conditions exist which allow
a compaign against the monarchy to be
developed. The bourgeoisie are not going to
want this, but the workers in Britain are. Then it
is necessary to develop a life in the trade unions
and the Labour Party which takes as a natural
part of the campaign for a socialist programme,
the abolition of the reactionary institution of the
monarchy which has no value for the progress
of the population, and to campaign for a
Democratic Socialist Republic. The Labour
Party and trade unions should denounce the
queen's trip as a thoroughly reactionary
intervention against the influence of the
Iranian revolution!
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The collapse of the Labour government of Callaghan and the forthcoming
general election form part of the total crisis of the capitalist system. The entire
process surrounding it does not express the will of a class, of a system which
has any historic perspective, or that feels that it in in control of events.
Both the Labour government and the Tory party (or any possible Tory
government) represents tendencies of the bourgeoisie, i.e. trying to defend
capitalism. They have differences of emphasis on how to confront the working
class and the masses in general in Britain, and the system of the workers states
on a world scale. Neither of them have any ideas, or interest, on how to
advance the standard, the quality of life of the mass of the population, on
how to develop the country and the economy for the benefit of the
population. The Labour government bas been defeated but not by the Tories,
or the parliamentary manoeuvres of this, or that MP. The Labour government
has fallen because it has been defeated by the actions of the working class and
other sectors of the population which, in one form or another, in the breaking
of the 5% wage limit, in the defeat of the policy of regionalism in Wales and
Scotland, have repudiated the capitalist policies of this government. In a very
real sense the decision of the Labour Party and TUC conferences to oppose
the 5%, a decision which was itself determined by the actions of the working
class, was a sizeable nail in the coffin of Callaghan. Now the various
tendencies and groups within the capitalist structure and apparatus of the
country have to try to find some solution to a problem which has, within the
context of the capitalist system, no solution. This is the meaning of this
forthcoming election and we cannot expect anything which is of the least
benefit to the working class and the mass of the population to come out of it.
This total crisis of capitalism is a confront the masses with a greater,
world process. In every major more direct repression. By this
capitalist country the level of terrorism, they hope both to be able
unemployment is increasing and the to impose these measures and, at the
general standard of living, all the same time, to stimulate the
social services, housing, conditions bourgeoisie itself, sectors of which
of work and quality of food declines. become more and more defeatist.
The scientific and technical capacity This is the way in which capitalism
to advance the economy and, views democracy. This is the way in
therefore, the life of the population which they carry out their own
exist, factories can be automated internal struggles. This is what lies
and, virtually, run by themselves underneath the struggle in
without the need for repetitive work parliament, in the electoral process
which, under capitalism, is which the bourgeoisie call
destructive to the human being. democracy. The Soviets are correct
But capitalism is determined by when they say, as the Posadist IV
profit and competition and not by International has said, that the
the needs of humanity. All the intervention of British imperialism in
discussions iD parliament, in the Ireland, the repressfon and the ...
bourgeois press, in the Labour assassination are a preparation to
Government have been, and are on confront the masses in the rest of the
bow to make British capitalism British Isles.
competitive in the struggle for profit
What then can this forthcoming
in a world market which, for
capitalism, is contracting because of election solve? It cannot resolve any
the extension of the Workers States of the problems faced by the masses
and countries which develop and it cannot resolve the vicious
themselves in relationship to the internal struggle of the bourgeoisie.
Workers States and outside In a sense it is like the referendum
capitalism. The productivity of for an "Islamic Republic" in Iran,
labour is increasing and the result is which, since it is not based on any
a rise of unemployment. The steel programme for the transformation
industry is an example of this, with of society, means nothing. Whatever
massive unemployment in France, the government, the working class
Germany, Belgium and Britain. Thus will still have to face all the problems
in the context of the system of private created by capitalism. The record and
property, technical and scientific policies of Callaghan speak for
advance leads to a wholesale collapse themselves and they have been
of the standard of life. In France this repudiated by the masses. There is no
takes a very concentrated form at this basis for the Labour Left and the
moment but, in Wales for example, it trade unions to support this
government. What has to be done in
is no different in its effect.
the process of the electoral campaign
The use to which capitalism puts is to use the ambience created to
scientific and technical advance can raise a discussion which can be
be seen in the leaking, over a wide expressed simply in the form of
area, of radiation from the nuclear "where is Britain going"? What
power station in the United States. policy and programme are necessary
And it can be seen in the to confront the total crisis of
assassination of Airey Neave. The capitalism.
·
bomb which killed Neave was
In
a
sense
the working class is
extremely sophisticated. It showed a
technical knowledge which .could not posing this question through its trade
be within the capacity of a small union struggle.
It is a political struggle
terrorist group. The assassination of
Neave is part of the process of the in the sense that it questions
disintegration of capitalism, part of capitalism and, in demands like the
the same process which is expressed 35 hour week, there is the recognition
in the fall of the Labour government, that a transformation of society is
the capitalist class cannot agree necessary. On another level, this is
,6among itself because there is no expressed in the programme of
solution to the crisis .of the system. APEX, and in the recent statement
It is capitalism which has carried out of Jenkins of ASTMS, which pose
this assassination using, as it uses that the unemployed should be paid
elsewhere, terrorist groups which full wages. The implication of the
exist or inventing them where they discussion by the "Times" workers
are not sufficient for the purposes that capitalism is incapable of
of imperialism. We have seen the running its most important
same process in Italy, with Moro, in newspaper, or the Lucas shop
Spain, in the assassination of the stewards on "socially necessary
British ambassador in Holland. production" are the same; the
They are murders which form part necessity for social transformation.
of a world policy of Yankee
All this forms a basis for the
imperialism, in collusion with the discussion, the programme for this
repressive apparatus of world electoral campaign. It is clear that an
capitalism. The assassination of election which decides nothing is not
Neave is a provocation which serves democracy. What has to be posed is
the interests of that tendency of another form of democracy which is
capitalism which wants to a discussion on programme and
turn to page4
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This meeting is a national and
intellectuals and the Communist
We extend and deepen in this
international meeting of the Inter- Party; the discussion between the European conference the nature of
national. It is necessary to answer Workers States and the Communist this stage, even without a special
with the organisational dynamism parties; the discussion in the
political preparation, but there has
of our function, the dynamic objec- Warsaw Pact; the development of been a very profound political
tive movement of the process of the wing for alliances with capi- preparation which corresponds to
history. Before, events extended
talism in China, which puts the the dynamism of history. This is
over years; afterwards, months, existence of the Workers States at the objective of this meeting.
weeks and now hours. The events risk. It does not place them in
which are essentially the most danger, but it creates risks and
This is a scientifically preimportant in the dynamism of this facilitates the task of world imper- prepared meeting, scientifically
process are the crises in the Com- ialism. They are all problems and seeking the objective to elevate
munist parties, which are crises tasks which have accumulated, the ability of functioning and the
of growth, and the crisis in the which have not developed at one ability of leadership of the InterSocial Democracy expressed in the moment and that our sections must national. It is not an improvisameeting of Vancouver~ Thi~ is a live. We are going to discuss all tion, but it was a necessity·
process in which the course of this.
history is determined by events in
the Communist parties and, to a THERE IS A CONSTANT ELEVATION IN THE
much lesser extent but with some DISCUSSION IN THE WORLD COMMUNTST MOVEMENT
importanceJn the Socialist parties •
The preoccupation develops now
instrument, it is not just an inBut It is essentially the Workers
in
a
more
and
more
uninterrupted
strument
of a factory function,
States which decide.
form of theoretical and programbut is an instrument like the Party
to change society. Although this
The process daily advances, matic conclusions. There are new
extends and reaches immense experiences and events in history. may not be strictly in their prolevels and immense profundity. It The discussion is undeveloped, but gramme, already in the trade
transcends aII the aspects of the one which it is necessary to have unions the programme is being
movement, all the scope of parti- in the world Communist movement. posed to intervene to transform
cular measures, and achieves a One must intervene in this discus- society. The trade unions in Italy
constant plenitude, a constant sion on the problem of eurocom- have, in their programme, a very
impulse to make the leaderships of munism, of pluralism, China etc., great basis of dual power which is
history understand, or oblige them and all our sections have to parti- that in every agreement they discuss with the management where it
to understand, the character of cipate in a much more profound
invests and what it is going to
present reality.
This happens way in this necessity. For this
invest, placing every investment
daily. Before, what could be done reason, frequent meetings are
in a Congress every two years, now necessary and the need for th is under the control of the workers.
It is a basis of dual power. The
has to happen in a Congress every meeting is to compensate for the
week. The most important and lack of maturity of the sections in bosses are terrified. This corresfundamental aspect of this is the the dynamic, very dynamic process ponds more or less to what Trotsky
preparation, the development, the which demands daily a greater posed: the opening of the books,
nationalise the factories that do
ability of our cadres to lead and to theoretica I and political ability
and organisational development to not function.
In lta ly, before
understand so as to lead.
intervene, in which no country is nationalising, the workers impose
where they have to invest, because
This meeting is aimed to elevate isolated or blocked.
this is necessary to the country.
the life of the lnternationa I in th is
understanding and to elevate the
The discussion in the world It is not convenient to the manage.organs of leadership not to feel Communist movement is superior, ment, but it is to the country. It
small through numbers, but to feel infinitely superior, to all the is a dual power, which is what we
it is a leadership which has ability aspects of the struggles of strikes propose.
- the greater the number the better and stoppages. It is completely
it would be, but it is not funda- superior to all this. The discusAll our proposals are being
menta I.
sion in the world Communist moveaccepted. The other aspect is
ment develops the bases, the form,
that the bourgeoisie fabricate
the leadership, to resolve all the
'there is a crisis'. How is there
a crisis? There is no crisis. It is
At the same time, it is neces- rest and to unite all the great and
the crisis of the bosses who do
sary to respond to and develop the small strikes in the objective of
capacity of leadership on the prob- social transformations. There is
not want to produce houses, cars
and hospitals. Berlinguer now
lems which are posed continuously an ever greater maturity in the
and which are elevated in the world Communist movement begin- proposes this: how is it not possstruggle between capitalism and ning with Italy, partly in France, ible to invest? It is perfectly
Socialism, in the struggle for the less in Spain, and much more ele- possible to make transport, houses
construction and development of vated in Portugal. The maturity is and hospitals. That is to say,
the Workers States, as with the expressed in the fact that the trade although the Communist Party is
discussion in France between the union is not seen as a partial still not in power, it proposes
turn to page 2
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ation. We have to compensate for
this in the meetings.

continued from page 1

programmes of power. In these
conditions a much more elevated
dynamism of the life of the International is required; the life of
cadres and functioning. Although
the whole movement does not reach
equality or similarity, it is necessary to seek to orientate in this
process, which is going to take the
whole world with it.
Germany is not paralysed, no
country is paralysed. There is an
upect of the crisis of the Communist parties which is not brought
very much to the light, which still
does not emerge in great depth
because the forces which intervene
are sma U. Thus the Portuguese
Communist Party, although small,
has had the dignity and the resolution to sustain isolation, and
with our support. We had discussions with ex-comrades who, to
support the leftists against the
Communist Party worked in the
presidential elections. We proposed that it was necessary to
support the Portuguese Communist
Party and not the leftists of
Carvalho.
The Portuguese Communist Party
is a very elevated expression of
the political security, a considerable polltica I security. It is not
right in everything, but in the
majority it is. It has a very great
security in its movement, so that it
intervenes as much in the discussion in the world Communist
movement as it does in Portugal.
This shows a very important
aspect.
Another aspect is the changes
in the Italian Communist Party
which are very important. Without
being complete changes, they are
very profound and will lead to
complete changes. They say that
the crisis of capitalism is total,
that it is necessary to make social
transformations, otherwise there
will be no advance. The Communist Party, they say, has to go to
the government for social transformations, democratically in the
bourgeois constitution. But the
basis is social transformation, not
democratic changes. If the objective to be reached is social transformations, the democratic bourgeois method is a road, but if it does
not pass through that, then the
objective is going to be to find
the road. They are going to find
the 'democratic road' does not
work.
It is the quality of the leader
to understand that the objective
demands a policy and that what
they have is no use, but the objective is necessary. Hence this
first European meeting has been
called in accordance with the
dynamism of the epoch.
This meeting organisationally
has been very well prepared. It
has been made with all the texts
- including the one on Algeria.
It has been made with all the texts
through all the political life. Thus
we are going to find a much better
level of activity. As part of that,
the discussion in France, Spain
and Italy is very rich. They have
different levels and consequences.
But with an identical concern.
Also, although they do not mention

it, there is the discussion in Portugal. Although the Party is small
the discussion Is very great, and
they discuss very well in Portugal.
The Portuguese Communists have
a very secure position. They have
not yielded in any way and, on the
contrary, they increase in quality;
not only quantity, but quality.
This also increases in the army,
which it is important to see. This
is the objective of the meeting
which was organised in an ordered
form. It was done very rapidly, but
in an ordered way.
The Communist movement has
made an immense progress. It fs
an instrument of history. Although
it is an instrument, one must realise that it is an instrument under
construction. Thus, one cannot
expect a logical programme, but,
yes, a logical function of history
which afterwards determines the
logical programme. It is not first
the programme and then the leadership. The leadership makes the
programme. We are educating a
leadership, and doing it very well.
The analysis which we made in the
conference in Iran with respect to
Italy that the right is going from
the Communist Party and the left
is advancing, is confirmed every
day and the Communists confirm
it. This shows the crisis of the
world Communist movement, of the
leaderships of the right and also
of the Socialist parties. It is
necessary to intervene, and this
conference is to elevate, unify and
centralise the. functioning of the
sections in Europe with this objective in a better political understanding.
Centralisation and
knowledge exist but the daily
process, weekly, fortnightly, demands more frequent meetings to
elevate a better centralisation.
Events influence the whole world,
but there are centres which decide
and order the functioning. They do
not dictate but regulate the functioning through ltle balance of
forces. Among the aspects of the
very great progress of the Italian
Communist Party is that every
time they speak of the re.lation of
forces, the leaders say, 'Italy is
an expression of the world relation
of forces
The polemic with the intellectuals in the French Communist
Party is empty.
Both sides
do not know what to do. Neither
know what they want. They do not
have a solid theoretical base.
Marchais is the most secure,
because he knows more what he
wants, and he wants to advance
but does not have the security and
comes from a Party which has developed a very weak structure of
thought. It's a thought which is a
mixture of dialectical materialism
and idealism, and is expressed In
points of programme not in concrete analysis, where they are
better.
One point of the
programme, for example. The Party
does not know what to say over
the Spaniards entering the European Common Market. Instead of
attacking the Common Market they
attack the Spaniards. We are going
to intervene in this. The Communists do not have a method of
dis cuss ion.

THE SOVIET UNION PREPARES TO
CONFRONT CAPITALISM
At the same time as this discussion, there was the sudden
outburst of Brezhnev before the
Yanks in which he declared 'within
a few seconds that it is communicated to us that an atomic attack
is coming, then the United States
will disappear' • This is not an
abstract declaration.
He said
this to the commission of North
American senators who had gone
to the Soviet Union. He would not
have declared this unless there
was a real danger of war, and he
is showing the Yanks that 'we are
ready to go where we have to', or
'we are not going to stop because
of threats'. This is a very firm
resolution. This is the value of
the Soviets - not the rows of the
dissidents from the Workers States.
This does not mean to share or
sustain or allow the policies of the
bureaucrats, but the forces that
determine are not the bureaucrats
but the course of Socialism and
capitalism, one of the two. These
are the instruments of history.
The world Communist movement
discusses the line of the programme, the tactic to suppress
capitalism, which they still do
without discussing war. Now they
are beginning to propose this.
The programme which should be
discussed in the world Communist
movement amounts to this: capitalism gives no/ solution to the
problems which it has posed, that
is the crisis. The programme of
capitalism poses that in five years
there will be 3% higher unemployment in France, Italy and North
America. It is not a cruel determination of a bad capitalist who
dismisses workers, but it is the
fact that to live they have to sack
workers to concentrate and elevate
productivity. They have no other
way out.
'Capitalism is war,
Socialism is peace'. This is expressed in a conclusive and decisive form.
The programme of
French capitalism means the dismissal of 500,000 workers in a
short time, and similarly with the
Italians and the Germans. It is
not the same throughout capitalism
because some benefit from the
weakness of the others, such as
Germany, and the fragility of
capitalism is less in evidence.
But, even German capitalism which
is powerful and can, to a certain
extent, contain the deterioration of
unemployment, collapses if it does
not find a ready capitalist market.
It is necessary to take into
account the progress in the Workers
States. Within three years. In the
Soviet Union nobody will be withaut a house. This is a blow at
the capitalist system, like the
conclusions of the spacecraft, the
conceiving of the human being
in space.
This is not now a normal crisis
of the capitalist system. The
Communists now discuss this. It
is a crisis of the system, not of
production. This is our influence.
This is being discussed in the
world Communist movement and we
influence internally more .and more.
We have to intervene at this level.

Besides, our progress is very great
within the world Communist movement in which there are countries
which now admit us as part of the
world Communist movement. They
accept us as forming part of the
Communist parties, of the world
Communist movement. The comrades have to be based on this.
Capitalism has no solution.
The declaration of Brezhnev
that 'a few seconds is time enough
for the US to disappear' is an
attack, a threat, which is not a
one-off affair. It is not done to
win time or win votes within, but
because the Soviets see t.tiat capitalism can launch the war and, al
the same time, it's made as part
of their own preparation. They
are secure in where they are going.
The Workers State through Brezhnev is saying 'a few seconds is
time enough for the United States
to disappear', which means the
disappearance of the capitalist
system. We have to take account
of the level at which we have
arrived and where we can progress
more.
A level has already been reached in the world Communist movement where the discussion has led
them to programme the substitution
of the capitalist system. Not to
replace it, not to overthrow it, and
hence . they have .. no programme;
they do not have the Party prepared for this. But this allows a
programmatic discussion, a political and organisational discussion
which the Communist Party sees
as necessary. The preparation of
the Communists is very wealc, but
we have the preparation. They
also have a Party not prepared for·
this activity, but there is a renovation in the Italian and the French
Communist parties.
This discussion with the intellectuals is an empirical beginning of renovation. One of the
bases which influence this process
is the Portuguese Communist Party
which received recently a very
high commission of the Italian
Communist Party, when earlier
they had abandoned the PCP as
a distant Party. The Communists
do not have a programme or policy,
nor do they have consistency; but
we do. Thus, we have to elevate
our function and the preparation.
Our participation is aimed at a
movement which is maturing in part
through our participation, not exclusively but in the fundamental
points this is the case. It's not
the Soviets who have made them
mature but our intervention. Our
texts are aimed at them. They are
aimed at this function and the
results are evident. It is necessary to consider then that it is a
movement which grows daily by
leaps, and we have to respond to
this growth by leaps. We do not
wait as before with every two years
a Congress or an extended meeting.
Now it is necessary to have meetings to compensate for the lack of
maturity of our leaderships which
are very well intentioned and concerned, but do not have the matur-

OUR INTERVENTION
IS INDISPENSABLE
I believe that all this must be
taken as a necessity of history,
that we intervene better. I have
referred a lot to China. It is interesting what Is happening there
now.
They have established
people who have not a bad tradition. They have put them in the
leadership again. But they have
lost somewhat the confidence in
the Communist programme which
was not completely that of Mao
Tse Tung, but he represented it in
part. Outside of ourselves, who
intervenes in this discussion?
The 'Gang of Four' were hell,and
paradise those who denounced
them. Suddenly they have stopped
being hell! Now they say, 'enough,
it's over'. Posters appear that
were not in the official programme
of the leadership in which they
say, 'Look out, we are not going
back on the conquests that have
been made'. This shows that there
was a reaction which could go
further, and they stopped it. It
means that it is a leadership which
has no authority or force. Its power
is in the apparatus, and it is a life
of the apparatus.
We must intervene, helping the
Communist parties to understand,
otherwise there won't be a change.
If there is a firm leadership, there
is no doubt or agitation. It is a
leadership which is navigating
with borrowed oars, not its own ..
It does not have the programmatic
capacity, the political capacity,
with which to advance; but it advances in a bureaucratic process
in which individuals of bourgeois
origin are given position and who
have thoughts of alliance with
capitalism.
This leads to the
depth where Stalin sank, of alliance
with the capitalist system - that
is, hoping to construct and develop
the Workers State for the benefit
of the bureaucracy. It is necessary
to Intervene on this. Who writes
on this?
Outside ourselves no one writes
on the discussions in the world
Communist movement, on what is
happening now in the divergences
of the Communist parties, and how
they have changed in a week, and
how the. Communist parties advance
like those of Portugal and Italy.
There is discussion in the French
Communist Party on which we have
to intervene, not only with a text
hoping that they read and discuss,
but preparing our cadres to intervene and write in their own countries, to make texts and intervene.
Hence this meeting. It has not
been ca lied to be a programme for,
a period, but for a few days. It is
not an exaggeration. It does not
mean to change from one day to
another, but to proceed elevating
the capacity from day to day in a
discussion which does not have a
dia lectica I orientation.
The discussion in France does
not have any dialectical orientation. These intellectuals have
nothing to do with the French
Communist Party, but Marchals has
a lot to do with the Communist
Party. He makes mistakes, but
Marchais is a Communist. The
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others want an alliance of the
China type. It is a reaction which
comes from the lack of confidence
in the method and an erroneous
and superficia I interpretation of
the apparatus. They think as an
apparatus in believing that this is
the Communist movement. That is
they think the outline of the human
body is the most important, but it
is the least important. They have
the body, but they take the outline
and believe that this is life. We
have to intervene, and for this
these meetings are necessary to
elevate the level of our cadres
to this necessity.

It Is nothing new, but always
we find something new and superior in the form of reasoning. In the
basic historic description the
situation is not new, the analysis
from the time of Lenin is correct.
But the way the process moves and
the effects of the process change
and this is not the epoch of Lenin.
It's another type of relation of
forces, another maturing of the
world, another relation of the
crisis of the capitalist system,
another relation of the advance of
the struggles for Socialism, in
which support is found in twenty
Workers States. Thus we have to
develop our preoccupations and
the organisation of our preoccupations in this conception. We are
a part of the world Communist
movement. They say in the Communist parties, why don't you
enter the Party, you have to enter,
you are necessary. But if we did,
we could not do what we are doing
now. They say, 'What you are
doing is good'. No one sees it
as a career, a competition or a
dispute.
Our intervention forms part of
the growth of the Communist movement of this stage, in which a
very conclusive expression is the
polemic of the French Communist
Party with the intellectuals. This
is completely absurd. These intellectuals have nothing to do with
the process. They are intellectuals
full of doubt. They show complete
doubt. Perhaps they are not bad
people, but they are full of doubts.
Marchais does not answer in the
name of Communist security. He
does not want to lose them, l>ut
he is throwing them out because
he gives them nothing. He just
says he is right. Marchais is right
but he does not express this. It is
necessary to intervene, and what
is happening reaffirms daily this
function.
Also, in the Soviet Union, it is
necessary to intervene. Take into
account that in the Soviet Union
there is still a massive apparatus,
It's clear that the electricity which
moves this apparatus is not as it
was before. It is a more beautiful
electricity, but it is still an apparatus. They have the behaviour
of the apparatus but, at the same
time, the historic conditions do not
allow the apparatus to be able to
function with the interest it represents. But it is obliged to adapt
itself, not to understand 1 but to
adapt itself to the revolutionary
process. Then it has to present
itself open in a limited way to the
need of the process, but it does
not give a perspective.
This brusque reaction of
Brezhnev that 'we only need a few
minutes warning of an atomic
attack and the United States will
disappear', is a declaration of
confidence in the Workers State,

The left in the Labour Party has to discuss
Ireland in the perspective of the
program.m.e of social transform.ations
Ireland cannot be excluded from the discussion on social
transformations. At the last Labour party conference Northern
Ireland was not discussed at all, and the issue over the treatment
of prisoners is not the result of any resolution in the Labour party
but has arisen as a result of a number of objective factors which
British imperialism cannot ignore. The forces of the left in the
Labour party still seek to advance without embarassing
capitalism. Thus they leave apart the monarchy and Northern
Ireland and have made no real issue of the Yankee-Labour
government alliance supporting the Shah and his tyranny in Iran.
"Democracy" remains a key word in the vocabulary of the sectors
of the left in the Labour Party, but the discussion of democracy is
confined to a very narrow area which does not conflict too much
with capitalism.
Silence over Northern bourgeoisie as capable of
Ireland exists because it is reforming itself. But at the
precisely there that capitalism same time this means in no
shows what it is about and the way that "justice" is in the
pretences are all put aside. ascendant. It means. at the
All talk about "democracy" same time, a r&-eentralisation
has no reality there because of the coercive forces, a
the army and the police decide. stricter internal functioning.
There is no nonsense about the
"impartial" state. The state is
there in Northern Ireland in
full panoply of coercion to THE CRISIS OF ·THE ARMED
defend the interests of capitalist FORCES
property. Even so the world
moves and not even ten years
At the same time capitalism
of military and police dictator- is also faced with profound
ship can exclude the general problems in the armed forces
problems of capitalism. Several themselves which may not be
factors have promoted the immediately obvious. The
recent recitation over the evils British army is a professional
that befall prisoners in the army, an army trained for
hands of the police. After years assassination. But this is not
and years of brutality, the time of the empire, when
suddenly imperialism decides glory was secured by killing the
to investigate itself. Why? In "natives" by legendary actions
the first place there is a against the zulus, with all the
fundamental instability within prestige of smashing "inferior"
capitalism. There are sectors races and being part of a great
that are defeatist. Where is the world wide empire, a glorified
process going? They see successor to Rome. This is a
Northern Ireland is a military time when everything imperial
base for training troops to be is reduced to its real stature,
launched against the population banditry, murder, repression,
in Britain, and a source of with no heroism, no glory, just
problems as the general crisis living with death and faced
of capitalism grows.
with a hostile population. The
Capitalism as a whole, recent outbreak when a British
senses that the malaise in soldier apparently when
Ireland cannot just be beserk is a reflection of an
contained in a military freezer. inevitable demoralisation in
As after Watergate, in the the ranks of the army. What
United States it wants to are they dying for? As a
appear de.mocratic. So professional army, it is
suddenly it goes in for "justice" inevitable they will feel the
to appear in front of the petit insecuritv in capitalism.

the security of the Workers State,
and the resolution of the Workers
State. Thus, it's not in the period
of Stalin, in which, when it was
reported that the nazis were going
to attack, Stalin had the informant
show as provocationist. Brezhnev
is now the provocationist provoking imperialism!
All this must be the base of the
preoccupation to see, at the same
time, the daily growth of the Communist movement and ourselves to
improve our functioning, our capacity, structure and dynamism, and
then to develop ways of developing
ourselves and, with this concern,
to publish, to discuss and to
function·
In Belgium, the advance of the
Communist Party is small, but in
a process in w!Jitll the bourgeois
parties are dislr1tegrating. The
Flemish, the champion of the
languages division, remained dumb
and was hit the most. The liberals
won, which is a stage of transition
of a petit bourgeois layer. But
this does not decide. It is the
proletariat which decides. The
proletariat voted Communist and

Socialist. The mere progress of
the Communists is an index, and
the quite important progress of the
pro-Chinese is also an indi'cation,
with our progress. It's necessary
to take into account that it is an
area where we doubled votes, and
this is because there is a very
great inclination to the left. When

Armies cannot be relied on any
more, witness Portugal,
Ethiopia and Iran. The whole
Nato apparatus has seen what
happened in Iran and all this
insecurity grows in the British
army. This is all part of the
total crisis of the system and it
has to be intervened upon.
Capitalism plays the
regionalist card with the
paraphernalia about
"democracy" and "decentral-

IRELAND HAS TO BE INCORPORATED IN THE DISCUSSION
ABOUT DEMOCRACY AND SOCIAL TRANSFORMATIONS
The absence of discussion about Ireland is related to the idea
that really Ireland is an extraordinary problem, as though it is
quite different from Wales and Scotland It remains absolutely
absurd that Northern Ireland is incorporated into Britain
separate from the rest of Ireland. It is totally artificial. The logic
of industrial and agricultural development is the unification of all
Ireland with the whole of Britain to plan the economy on a
centralised basis. The differentiation is the result of the brutality
and incompetence of capitalism that wanted Southern Ireland as
purely an agricultural centre and it is still very undeveloped, as is
the North. Northern Ireland under capitalism cannot solve any of
its problems - unemployment, appalling housing, poverty, all this
is capitalism, it's not the IRA it's capitalism. The line of the IRA
is not pre-occupied with the unification of the Irish and British
masses. It tends to perpetuate the "separation" of Ireland from
Britain. On the other hand, the limitations of the Labour left
simply confirms the low level of perspectives.
Capitalism does not have any basis of a centralised socialist
interest in finding a solution for economy. If there is a desire for
Ireland. The local capitalist local cultural autonomy, it can
interests want a return to a be allowed on that basis. At the
"new Stormont", their own same time it is important to
private devolution, but firmly develop further the discussion
backed by the army and the raised by Benn on the army.
monarchy. Capitalism has an There should be the recognition
interest still in maintaining of trade union rights in the
Ireland as a training ground for army, the right for political
Britain itself and a constant discussion in the barracks. and
excuse for emergency a serious discussion in the
measures. It is not enough just Labour party on Ireland to
to call for the immediate break the links with the
withdrawal of British troops. ftinctioning of the capitalist
There is a need to develop the system. Such an issue pursued
discussion on Ireland in the in depth as with the monarchy,
Labour party together with the would open the way for a
question of the problem of superior level of discussion and
social transformations, and the provide the security for a
federation of Ireland, England, programme of social transScotland and Wales on the formations.

they say 10% abstained against
the laws and they are fined, it is
because the process is very
mature. Then one must move with
this criterion. You have to improve the functioning of the sections, the life, the preoccupation
and decision of the sections.

A SUPERIOR INTERVENTION ON CHINA BY
THE WORKERS STATES AND COMMUNIST
PARTIES IS NECESSARY
In the world Communist movement, they are discussing the
fundamental problems of Communism in a very empirical form.
The discussion of the French
intellectuals is very empirical.
There are no arguments or analyses. There are historic examples.
Marchais gives no example. He
speaks in abstraction and defends
himself from the intellectuals, but
he does not give arguments to
convince, which is part of all the
weakness when they distance
themselves from the Soviet Union
and, on the other hand, the real
problems with the Soviet bureaucracy which is about Soviet
functioning, are never posed by
them. They do not pose bureau-

is a ti on'' for Wales and
Scotland, but they have played
the regionalist card in Ireland
for over half a century. Thus it
is absurd to discuss Wales and
Scotland in the Labour Party
but not Ireland. But again this
is an interested ignorance of
logic - Ireland is a "problem"
for capitalism, whereas the
other types of "regionalism"
are less fraught with difficulty
for ca~italism.

cratic functioning, but as a country
which wants to absorb other
countries.
This deceives and
does not educate the intellectuals
who discuss with the Communist
Party as a result of this definition.
The USSR wants to eat up the rest:'
This is the line which they present.
This is the result of the discussion
and, hence, we are indispensible.
We have to prepare better. Better
than now, better than today. Today
we are better than yesterday, but
less than tomorrow. We have to
develop ourselves. Every day this
necessity is more eloquent.
In China, the campaign against
the 'four' has ceased, which is a
way of ceasing the campaign

against the left of the Communist
Party because the four are not just
the 'gang of four' but the left of
the present Communist Party.
Posters appeared that the journalists say are of the left, and the
Chinese do not deny that they are
of the left. They do not defend
Mao Tse Tung in the abstract.
They defend him in part but, in
other aspects, they propose
Communist measures in China,
while the leadership makes a brutal retreat. To believe that it is
possible to make. a programme of
individual interest to develop the
economy is stupid.
Through
statified property, they want to
develop individual interest, that
is, a mixture, which does not exist
in history. The planned economy
requires a planned functioning, a
planned conclusion and, in China,
they are developing individual
interest of the group or the Individual. It is a retreat which is
going to produce a reaction. It's
not important what this present
leadership can do. It is important
to understand that the programme
has no basis. Capitalism utilises
it and nothing more, even at the
cost of Formosa which has no
Turn to page 4
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Editorial
continued from page 1

policy, on nationalisation under
workers control, on the 35 hour
week, on working conditions, on
housing, on the health service. It has
to be a discussion which allows all
the population to intervene. For
example there should be meetings in
the factories, in working time to
discuss, to express opinions, to
formulate a programme. Isn't this
democratic? And doesn't its absence
show the nature of bourgeois
democracy?
The working class that vote
Labour will do so as a means of class
concentration, but it will not be a
vote for the policies of Callaghan,
for another Labour government.
What the Labour vote will express
is a desire for social transformations
and a pressure on the Labour left to
stimulate it, to impel the advance of a
leadership which will answer the
problems posed by the total crisis of
capitalism. We are for a vote for
Labour only on this basis; for the
anti-capitalist programme and the
advance of a leadership in the Labour
Party which understands the
necessity to transform society.
This problem of leadership is faced
by all humanity. The Workers States
which have advanced beyond the
system of private property, which

have a nationalised and planned
economy suffer, at the same time,
from a lack of leadership which stems
from a previous stage of history; that
of Stalin. The Chinese invasion of
Vietnam is not a problem inherent in,
the advance to Socialism but a
counter-revolutionary action by a
leadership which does not
comprehend the world process and
which seeks solutions in a national
policy, enclosed in one country and
resting, in part, on elements of
private property. But the most
essential aspect of these events in
Indo-China is that the Chinese
leadership is isolated and resisting an
advance in the Workers States and
the World Communist movement
which is now on the level of ideas.
In the recent congress of the Italian
Communist Party, Berlinguer had to
deal not with the "historic
compromise 0 but with the question
of the government and power, of the
transformation of society. It is part
of a discussion in which the Labour
left has to incorporate themselves, to
be able to see the world process of the
advance of humanity, the historic
significance of the Workers States,
the necessary policy and programme
for the transformation of society, for
the advance to socialism.
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value for capitalism. The recognition of China has no importance
because it is an historic necessity.
The USSR has relations with

everyone, and China can have also.
What is important is the utilisation
that the Yanks are making of the
Chinese.

THE PROCESS INCREASES IN DYNAMISM
Hence the declaration of Brezhnev was aimed at the ChineseUn ited States united front. Instead
of disanimating the world Communist ·movement, lt is going to
elevate it. It is against the mentality of Deng Xiaoping. He is not
an agent of capitalism, but an old
leader of the Communist Party who
has the conception of Stalin: to
use the weakness of various
sectors for the defence of the
bureaucratic apparatus which
wants to do this, developed through
the earlier and later situation of
China. In China there has been no
Party. Even now, there ls no
Party. Stalin had the luxury of
making Congresses of the Communist International and of the
Party which were totally false.
He invented them, but the Chinese
cannot do this. It's necessary
to see this.
The Communists still see the
struggle as a part of the pressure
of the apparatus. Then they take
the discussions in China as an
apparatus and see the discussion
of the apparatus as involving all
China. If China were like this, it
would be dead. If the Soviet Union
had been as Stalin described it,
it would have been dead. Thus,
the form of description of China,
of discussion, of conclusion, is
from the apparatus. There is no
scientific thought, no consistent
capacity of foresight. Stalin could
not foresee and neither could these
Chinese foresee. Stalin believed
that he entered the war in 1940
because the Germans forced him to.
He did not have as an objective
a conclusion of intervention. Then
Stalin made various turns and
decided his position in an oscillating way, not with the necessary
position which was to be against
the Nazis and against the capitalists, even making a front with the
capita lists against the nazis and

advancing the Workers State in
this struggle.
At the same time, we do not
conclude the perspective with a

criticism of the leadership, but
show that this is a leadership
which has to change. Thus, it is
not a capitalist leadership but a
bureaucratic leadership which
has reached the level of a very
lowered understanding and shows
the low level of its interests when
it allies with capitalism. This is
something which neither the
Rumanians nor the Yugoslavs have
done, because they did not have the
strength to do it. But they wanted
to do it. The Pelikans would have
flown back to capitalism. Czechoslovakia had wings which, if they
had developed five years more,
would have been allied to capitalism, and retreated wholesale.
Ota Sik shows this. He wrote a
book on the economy where he
invents an economy, and invents
socia I systems. Neither social
nor economic systems can be invented, they can be made to tend
to modify and change, but the
economy is an expression of previous relations which determine
the type of the economy which is
the social regime.
The social
regime develops through a structure
which is expressed in the concrete
results of the economy. Thus it's
not a question of changing the
economy, but of changing the
social forces which determine this
economy. This is how the economy
is changed. Ota Sik wants to
create a new state between capita !ism and statified society, in
which a part is private property
and the other statified property.
That is, there are no ideas.
Neither do these discussions in
China contain ideas. They continue with statified property, but
they are giving a series of faci-

THE IRANIAN REVOLUTION AND THE
DEVELOPMENT OF A REVOLUTIONARY
LEADERSHIP
The present stage in Iran is one of dispute
between the government, which wishes to
maintain the situation within a bourgeois
structure, and the masses who seek to advance.
The first stage of the Iranian revolution was the
throwing out of the Shah. This involved the
breaking of the domination of imperialism over
the country. In spite of the lack of a workers
leadership in Iran, imperialism does not have
the power to make the situation retreat. It was
unable to stop the movements against the Shah
and it does not have the possibility of
dominating Iran again. One of the first
measures of the revolution was to end the
special oil agreements with the United States
and Britain. The Yanks had 45,000 military
advisers in Iran and yet was unable to use them
to stop the movement of the masses. One of the
essential factors that enabled the masses to
intervene in the way that they did was the
existence of the Soviet Union. The Soviets
warned imperialism not to intervene; it is the
Soviet Union, which supports the movements
of progress which decides. This balance of
forces in the world also ensures that in spite of
the military power of imperialism, it is not able
to use it to make Iran retreat or to enable the
Shah to return.
The present government in Iran tries to pursue a
policy of developing Iran as a bourgeois country.
But there is not a big bourgeoisie on which it can
rest. The Shah maintained bis power on the basis of
the army. The yanks provided millions of dollars of
modern armaments to the Shah. Imperialism
dominated the country through the Shah and
through him gained access to the oil and a military
base against the Soviet Union. The Shah's army
was made into a well equipped miUtary force. The
officers were a privileged well paid sector, yet the
army disintegrated and large sectors joined the
movement around Khomeini. There is no real basis
for a true counter-revolutionary situation to
develop in Iran. A certain structure has been
attained that cannot be gone back on, because the
masses will not allow it.
There is no possibility of a full retreat, but as
there is no political leadership the present stage can
continue for some time. The masses concentrated
around Khomeini, not because they wished a
religious solution, but because they had no political
party with the political authority to lead the
process. They used Khomeini as a centre to
concentrate around in order to obtain changes.
Khomeini seeks to achieve certain changes and in
order not to lose authority in front of the masses
bas to go further than he wishes. He opposed the
domination of the country by the Shah, but the
resolute way he demanded the end of the monarchy
did not come from him or Islam, but from the
pressure of the Iranian masses. Now the Shah has
gone, the lack of political leadership is apparent.
The question now is to transform Iran and the
lities to exploitation, to individual
interest, which is going to lead to
a concentration of individual
interests, a basis of socia I pressure to retreat in the relations of
property. The Chinese must speak
.frankly against the leadership
w}lich does this, but on the basis
of the Chinese masses who accepted social transformations and in
thirty years transformed China.
This was done through statifi.ed
property. The step backwards in
individual property cannot be done.
There can be no retreat on statified
property.
AII the progress of
Stalin which made the economy
progress and could be maintained
in front of fascism and capita Iism,
occurred because he adopted the
programme of the left opposition,
which was not the programme of
Stalin. If it did not progress,
further, this was because of the
organisation of work, i.e. Stakha-

present government seeks to use the end of the Shah
so as to develop Iran as a capitalist country. To end
the submission to imperialism but to avoid the
advance of the country towards socialism.
The right in the government demands the end of
the committees. They want the decisions to be taken
by the government, rather than the militia and the
committees that are more under the direct influence
of the masses. The series of executions of the top
generals is a clearing of the most reactionary sectors
from the army. The government wishes to stop the
committees doing this and to make an alliance with
the former Shah supporters. Over a whole series of
issues there is a struggle between the forces that
wish to contain the process and the masses. The big
demonstrations of the women express the
determination to participate in society and not to
return to the old ways. It is necessary to allow the
full inte"ention of all the population to discuss all
the issues. A discussion to give ideas on the future
of Iran and not to allow the government to impose
who should speak and restricting the people's
discussion. Free trade unions, the right of all the
tendencies to have access to publishing their ideas,
committees in the factories, all should be able to
participate in this political programmatic debate.
There has been a progress already, in that the
Shah bas been thrown out and committees have
been developed which make decisions on a whole
series of issues. It is necessary to develop the
committees of workers control in the factories to
enable the workers to make the decisions about
how the factories should function. So that the
workers are seen as a leadership that develops the
capacity to elevate the life of the country. Iran has
great wealth from the oil, but it bas been used to
enrich small sectors whilst the mass of the people
receive little benefit. There has to be a constant life
of discussion in the country to make a plan for
using this wealth from the oil to ~e hospitals,
roads, schools and all the services to raise the life of
the population; to have a Revolutionary
Democratic government.
In face of the problem of the government, it is
necessary for the trade unions to use the situation to
support all the gains that have been made and to
propose further changes, and to impose a
government that responds to the needs of the
population. The high level of the masses is seen in
the way they have inte"ened in massive
demonstrations month after month, against the
Shah, in· spite of thousands dead. It shows their
resolution to mak
changes. It was not just a
protest against the Sh ,.which disappears once the
monarchy is overthrown. It is a desire for social
changes. The way the women have demonstrated to
say that they are not prepared to accept being given
a secondary role in life expresses the maturity of the
masses to construct a workers state in Iran. What is
lacking is the political leadership to do this. For this
reason there can be a delay in the full progress and
therefore the development of a political programme
and the life of discussions in the country is
fundamental.

novism. All this is being discussed now.

The Communists do not discuss
it, but it is in discussion. Experiences are being repeated which
are not favourable to the development of China. But its bureaucratic
leaderships which answer to the
interest of this conception. The
Cubans must come ouf against
this. They do not do it, because
Fidel Castro has quite a lot of
this mentality. A concrete fact is
thatf in Congress of the Cuban
trade unions, according to the
papers - and I believe them they discussed the problems of
improving production but not the
social means, system, form and
relation - nothing but production
has to advance. The principal
problem of the Workers States is
not to advance production, but to

organise the social forces so that
society develops and the economy
as part of this. It is not true,
as they say, that everything
depends on the economy, on the
economic relation of forces., of the
cost of production, of world commerce. That is not true. This is
for capitalism. For the Workers
State it is not like this. Although
the cost of production and commerce etc. is important, it is not
subject to the world commerce,
and as the Workers State is not
determined by profit, it has a certain field of manoeuvre through the
cost of production, the average
rate of profit, and also the world
influence in relation to price.
Price is not determined strictly
through the world market. They
do not take this into account.
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Mobilisations, Occupations, Workers
Control, to confront and break the
Thatcher Government
The Thatcher government is trying to take maximum
advantage of the limitations of the leaderships in the
Labour party and the trade unions to lower the standard
of living as much as possible, to raise prices, increase
unemployment and reduce facilities for education, health
and transport. They have got away with a certain amount
and are trying to press the advantage. Howe's speech in
the United States, about how desperate the British
economic situation is, provides the justification for
further brutality. The ruling cliques are seeing how far
they can go, how far they can intimidate the masses and
lowe:f,' their confidence. It is not just an offensive for
purely economic reasons but to tcy to assert capitalist
p0litical and social authority with the object of
strengthening the apparatus of repression. In the final
resort they tcy to prepare for the final conflict with the
masses and the workers states. The latter loom
eve:f.'YWhere and capitalism tries to defend itself from the
weight of that growing influence. But capitalism no
longer decides the course of histocy, quite the contracy
and the result of its policies will have consequences
unfavourable to the survival of the system.
Suddenly the government decides to reduce the labour
force in the shipyards and this has elicited an i:r.;;m1e.J;;.a.io
and vecy violent reaction. At the same time th1!3 strike of
the engineering workers has vecy great importance.
It is the first major struggle of the engineers as a whole
since 1972 and is not just a wages struggle but one over
the reduction of hours. Clearly there is one force alone
which can smash the policy of capitalism and that is a
mass mobilisation involving occupations, workers
control and unified strikes to break the Thatcher
administration in the same way that Heath was broken.
The trade union leaders forsee something of this. Thus
Moss Evans of the TGWU is obliged to say that
confrontation is on the agenda. Implicit in all this is the
accumulation of struggles leading to the tendency
towards general strike. None of the workers leaderships
want this because it accelerates the class struggle and
facilitates the development of anti capitalist currents in
the Labour party and the trade unions which are not
content with the repetition of the past i.e. throwing back
the worst excesses of capitalism and then going forward
to yet another Labour government not much better than
the conservatives - particularly in today's decrepitude of
the capitalist system preoccupied to maintain
capitalism. The working class knows all this and that the
last overthrow of the Heath government led to little
programmatic advance in the Labour party, but the
breaking of the Thatcher government will take place in
circumstances more favourable than last time around,to
the development of the left in the workers organisations.
Moreover the working class has to defend its class
interests and those of the rest of the population
immediately. It cannot wait for a new leadership to arise
in the LP. It has to confront the bourgeoisie. No one else
can do it.
The problem for the working class is vecy clear in
looking at the present crisis in the Labour party. As it is
an electoral machine, the latter makes no response to the
needs of the masses now, nor indeed does it discuss the
perspectives for Britain. There is no doubt that the
political crisis is extremely profound. It is r..ot Jm:it any
post electoral fi~ht. Within the discussion is the question
of the orientation of the party towards socialism or
towards the continuation of social democratic
collaboration with capitalism. It is inevitable but
characteristic from the nature of the Labour party that
with such a discussion there is no leadership on the
matters that concern the class - to throw back the
capitalist offensive. None of the tendencies at present in
conflict in the Labour party represent the depth of the
process. A sector of the trade unions has spoken of the
need for factocy branches but on what programmatic
basis such branches? The NEC should discuss with the
trade unions about the Labour party but not an
organisational discussion, rather a political discussion
on fundamental objectives.
The discussion has to be on programme and policy,not
the modifications to an organisation which is
conglomerate but under the control of the right, which
then licenses the left to exist. Without doubt for a
socialist programme to operate will require the
liquidation of all the pro capitalist sectors but the
emphasis here and now has to be what programme and
what policy. An organisational discussion over leader or
conference or executive or parliamentacy party outside
programmatic discussion settles nothing.
turn to page4
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THE HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE OF
THE TRIUMPH OF THE GUERRILLAS
IN NICARAGUA
18-'7-'79

We make a salute to the
masses and the leadership of the Sandinist Front
of Nicaragua and we
salute the development of
the revolutionary struggle
which has achieved the
liquidation of Somoza;
and at the same time
another struggle is
beginning ov.er the
character of the government and the economic
and political measures.
Although it is a very
simple struggle it acquires
a . very c:omplicated
dlaracter beeause it is
over the forms and the
programme of the new
government, over
property, over the control
of the land and the mines.
This is a new phase of the
revolutionary process
which is going to
intensify.
The clear and decisive
fact is that the triumph of
the Sandinist movement
expresses the relation of
world forces which
allows such a small
movement to reach to
achieve such a triumph.
It repeats the Iran episode
but in a certain measure
Nicaragua has more
importance than Iran
politically; concretely and
organisationally it is
inferior. Nicaragua is a
small country. It has less
than three million
inhabitants and is one of
the poorest in Latin
America; 65% of the
economy lay in the hands
of the Somoza group.
There are hardly any
schools, hospitals,
telephones, streets or
transport. Everything of
any importance is in the
hands of Somoza and
sectors of the bourgeoisie.
The present struggle is
going to develop between
the bourgeois sector
(allied In every way to
capitalism and Imperialism) and the Sandinista
sectors,on what character
the economy will have,
the place of the economy.
This is the second world
defeat which Yankee
imperialism and the
capitalist system has
received in less than a

year. To a certain extent it
is superior to Iran because
Nicaragua has had forty
years of dictatorship
without party, without
trade unions, without
food and with immense
numbers of deaths
through hunger. 85% are
illiterate. The people rose
and threw them out
breaking and destroying a
fundamental centre of
Yankee imperialism in
Latin America, without
military strength or
political organisation. On
the other hand it counted
on the relation of world
forces. Imperialism could
not intervene in an open
form. It could not invade
or bombard or send arms
openly because of the
existence of the Soviet
Union, the workers states
and Cuba. Hence the
basis of the relation of
world forces.
Although the Sandinist
movement may be small
and poor in forces,
number and arms, it has
many ideas. One tendency
more to the left within the
movement has posed
nationalisation and
supports itself in this on
Cuba,
Vietnam, on
Ethiopia and
the
workers states. From
there the relation of world
forces. If the workers
states had not existed
with Cuba and Vietnam,
Yankee imperialism would
have intervened. It was
ready to intervene but to
do that was to confront
Cuba and the Soviet
Union and it had to withdraw. It is true that there
was resistance from the
Latin American governments of the Andean
Pact; but these countries
did not have the necessary
economic, or military
strength nor could they
have impeded the intervention of imperialism.
Moreover up to now they
have said nothing. They
only reacted when the
Sandinista
forces
showed that tney could
triumph.
This is due to the
relation of world forces.
Before, they would have

J.Posadas
been opposed to the
Sandinist movement. But
now all these governments, although they fear
them, cannot be opposed
to this Sandinista
movement whose
essential phase now is
one of social transformations.
The Sandinist movement
has published many
bulletins and they have
discussed and there is a
polemic between them.
But the most resolved
sector which led· the
guerrillas is the sector
which wants social
transformations. Whatever
government which
assumes power in
Nicaragua, if it does not
make social transformations, it will remain the
same as in the past.
Nicaragua cannot be
arranged just with
modifications of the
economy or of the
administrative structure.
The most important bases
of the economy were in
the hands of Somoza, as
in Iran, they wera in the
hands of the Shah. Thus
it favours the impulse to
statification and planning.
There is going to be a
political and social
struggle in which the
relation of world forces is
also going to support the
Sandinistas. Hence
Yankee imperialism did
not intervene openly
because this meant
clashing with the Soviet
Union,with Cuba, but also
with part of the North
American population.
Take the speech of Carter.
It is a lament, a song of
grief. He weeps saying
"We North Americans
born with liberty, develop
liberty, develop the
economy and develop
culture (this is a lie, they
did not develop culture
outside two or three
scientists, the rest were
not North American), but
he ended by saying that in
the U.S.A. between well
being, the relation of
people and individual
interest, it is individual
interest which determines
Turn to page
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Latin America is not all
the same. What is identical
is the lack of political
leadership. There is no
continued from page 1
political leadership. In no
country is there a political
THE RELATION OF WORLD FORCES PREVENTS THE leadership which
organises the workers
YANKS INTERVENING
.
movement. The social
weight of the petit
bourgeoisie is very great
It was not only world party but yes that they and also its combativity.
solidarity which allowed support the soviets But there is no party and
the victory over Somoza. against the Yanks. It is there is no leadership.
The relation of world inter capitalist competition Then Latin America
forces impeded the and antagonism with the presents itself as a
intervention of the Yanks. workers states and these continent deprived of
For example no capitalist are the contradictions of political and social forces.
country brought out any the capitalist system This is not true. There is a
resolution to intervene in which cannot be unified.
great political and social
support of the Sandinistas.
All the countries of Latin force in the main countries
Only the socialist America are not the same. which is now elevating.
countries did it and Cuba Nicaragua is very different
proposed to intervene. from Argentina, Brasil,
The missing factor is the
The Yanks went to Mexico. Nicaragua has no political leadership. There
intervene, and threatened industries, no proletariat, is also the influence of
to intervene. The soviets no unions. In Argentina Europe on Latin America,
showed that they saw the there is a very combative particularly on Uruguay,
intention of the Yanks and proletariat like the Argentina and Brasil
they were not going to European. It is the most where the essential basis
remain quiet. Although combative proletariat for the formation of the
they would not have been which since the fall of workers movement was
able to intervene more Peron maintained Italian in origin. Now it has
directly in Nicaragua, the democratic rights with its lost quite a lot of this.
soviets would have struggles. There are few There is no leadership.
sought more positions in democratic rights existing The communists have
Africa or Asia. Thus the but they maintain some never understood this.
Yanks through fe~r of trade union rights. In the Under Peron, the
these consequences epoch of Peron, the trade communists made a
stopped the intervention. unions developed a very world campaign saying
Secondly the capitalist great function which uPeron is a fascist" and
countries of Europe Peron encouraged. Peron they supported Yankee.
showed no concern or made very great imperialism in Argentina
interest because they concessions which openly. In a meeting of
feared the reaction· of the showed that he was this communist campaign
masses, above all of the seeking an alliance with they supported Yankee
communists because the the working class to imperialism and Santa
socialists said nothing.
develop the economy of Marina who was a leader
the Argentinian
Also at the same time the country. In the stage of
oligarchy,
the biggest
there is the influence or of Peron the trade unions ranches. In this meating
the pressure of part of the obtained fundamental the Yankee ambassador
North American pop- conquests which still did Braden spoke. Its the
ulation which has been not exist in Europe,among communists who are
influenced by the masses them the factory council responsible for the
of the world, by the and the control of the backwardness of Latin
communist parties above enterprises,which was the America. They do not say
all and particularly payment by Peron to have a
word of this. Codovilla
through the resistance of the support of the founderandleaderofthe
Vietnam to China which masses.
Argentinian communist
was an enormous help.
party spoke saying Peron
Uruguay being a very is fascism" and he was
This shows the relation
of world forces. If the small country has a very linked with the Yanks
Yanks ·did not have to developed trade union against Peron. Peron was
confront the Soviet Union movement and a very a representative of the
they would intervene. developed communist national bourgeoisie who
Essentially it was for this. party. In Brasil at the through its weakness
The rest weighed but on a moment there is a very made an alliance with the
profound, very great trade proletariat r:and had to
secondary plane.
union movement of make many concessions
The determining force millions and very to the proletariat.
on a world scale is· the combative. It is not the Argentina was the first
relation of world forces same in the rest of the country in the recent
which is favourable to the countries of Latin period even before
anti capitalist struggle. America. But in countries Europe, which had factory
Favourable means that that are very small like councils and control of the
there are centres of Ecuador, it has no factory books. Part of the
political, social and industries but it has a later weaknass of Peron
military power which great trade union, socialist was that the bourgeoisie
contain capitalism. They and communist move- saw the significance of
are not going to impede ment and also Posadist this and then made a
the war but they contain it. movement. In Bolivia campaign against Peron,
They are the workers there is a great proletarian above all the bourgeoisie
states, Algeria, concentration in the linked to imperialism and
Mozambique, Cuba and mines and also a weight the cattle bosses.
Vietnam; above all of the industrial proletariat.
In Nicaragua after the
Vietnam in 't"'e last stage. Also in Peru there is a
This is an objective weight great concentration of the assassination of Sandino
which prevents the Yanks proletariat in the mines in 1934, there were no
doing what they want. and a great movement of great movements. But on
Then it would be the war. the peasants as in Bolivia the other hand the
At this moment it does and also Equador. In strength of the present
not suit the Yanks. They central. Amea k~a there day Nicaraguans is the
do not have the have been no tradt;> union relation of world forces
preparation nor the unity movements since l.he which impeded Yankee
to launch it and there is a thirties. In El Salvador in imperialism and the
great competition with 1930 there was a strike of bourgeoisie of Latin
European capitalism. To banana workers which America intervening. It
measure the inter capital- was very important; they does not intervene
ist competition and the killed 36 thousand because it has no interest.
contradictions of the workers. Since then there It is afraid, because to
capitalist regime which is has bean nothing. The intervene with important
part of its historic communist parties had a weight requires the
impossibility to live, is the very bad position. They support of Argentina,
fact that the Germans had a bad position in Brasil, Venezuela, and
support Brezhnev against Guatemala when there Chile. Chile has not been
Carter and Giscard was a movement of animated to intervene.
d'Estaing went to place a sectors of the national This is· the relation of
wreath of flowers on the bourgeoisie and of world forces, because the
tomb of Lenin. It does not soldiers of the left; the workers states and even
mean that they are going same in Venezeula and the European communist
and socialist parties exert
to support the communist Colombia.

THE HISTORIC SIGNIFICANCE OF
behaviour. He made a
criticism of the capitalist
relation which means a
depth of very great crisis.
Doubtless he does not do
it to correct anything or
take the road of
democracy towards the
workers state, but the
speech indicates the very
great decompostion and
very warlike individual
struggle which impedes
the influence of the leadership of the government
over the masses of the
petit bourgeoisie and
sectors of big business
and medium capital. It is a
warning which Yankee
capitalism is making
saying in so many words
it is necessary to regulate
capitalism or we shall be
regulated". This is the
depth of the speech.
This ir. the most powerful
imperialism. It is not true
as he says " we are the
most powerful country in
the world economically
and militarily". If it was
simply a matter of that
they would have
intervened in Nicaragua.
Because if it is the most
powerful in the world and
the soviets enter, then
they should be superior to
the soviets. But with
Fidel Castro and the nine
million Cubans confronting
the 230 million North
Americans it is Cuba
which imposed itself not
North America.
1

ltS still not clear if they
went and abandoned their
positions through a pact
with the Sandinista; but
what is evident is the
power of Somoza is
finished. It means that the
Sandinist power has to
confront tasks and
measures for which it
does not have the
economic organisational
or military means and nor
sufficient political leadership. But even with this
limitation, the fall of
Somoza has repercussions
for the whole of Latin
America; and it happens
after the reforms in Brasil
which are favourable to
the development of
democratic trade union
rights and a certain
concession of political
liberty including that of
the communist party. It is
still not established but
Prestes the secretary of
the communist party can
return to Brasil freely and
will not be charged for
being a communist.
In Nicaragua there have
been no parties or trade
unions, but in Greece,
Cuba and Italy there are.
This has an influence and
reflects the relation of
world forces. In
Nicaragua there was no
party or trade unions.
There were guerrillas who
based themselves on
what Cuba did, which
was done in other
countries of Latin
America. That is , the
relation of world forces
transitorily sustain a
concrete force and allow it
to advance; and it implies
at the same time that
imperialism does not
intervene through its
internal contradictions
and through fear of the
Soviet Union. For example

for European capitalism
Nicaragua is of no
interest, to France, Italy,
Germany, Britain. They
have an interest in
impeding its revolutionary
effect but they do not
have the strength to do it
because they are full of
contradictions. So they
have to leave it, not
because they develop a
conscience but through
the relation of world
forces.
Germany had a recent
crisis in the army. The
head of the German army
made a declaration that
was favourable to
submitting the German
army to NATO to
intervene in necessary
cases in places like Iran.
The German minister of
the i n t e r i o r s a i d,l
determine extemal policy
not you. You obey me.
The head of the army
went. The next head of the
army declared that he
represented the government and consequently
the army is led by the
government. It is not
because Schmidt or the
German capitalists are
defenders of neutrality.
These are the contradictions of the capitalist
system which they can
neither eliminate or
exclude. Part of these
contradictions is that
Germany feels that the
war is the end of them.
What policy does it have?
This is the indecision of
the Germans of the British
and the French. They
cannot decide a
programme of perspectives which they do
not have. Hence the
indecision of the capitalists
because they do not have
the.strength to decide and
at the same time through
their internal contradictions. If they confront
the soviets they waste all
their social forces; an
uprising of the masses in
Europe and the Yanks
gain who are competitors
with European capitalism.
If they unite with the
Yanks against the soviets
these would take Europe
in three weeks and not
from outside but from
within. This is the
contradiction of the
capitalist system. They
have to make the
economic and social
relations progress but
their policy is of no use for
this, because they do it as
a function of defending a
policy (the only one which
they defend) which is for
the capitalist system and
which develops at the
same time in contradiction
with the competition,
with Yankee imperialism
and Japanese imperialism.
Hence the capitalist
system in Europe says
nothing about Nicaragua.
On the contrary read the
bourgeois
papers of
Europe and they speak· of
"the massacre of
Nicaragua • • •" when in
reality what they have to
say is that"it is a revolution.
we are against the
revolution" as they were
against the Russian and
Chinese revolutions.
Now they have to
complain of what is
happening.

--2--------~~--~~------
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THE BRITISH WORKERS
MOVEMENT, THE
STRUGGLE IN IRELAND
AND THE SOCIALIST
FEDERATION OF THE
BRITISH ISLES
The ten years in which the army
of British imperialism has been
used to repress the population of
Northern Ireland measures the
intensification of the process of
the total crisis of capitalism in
general, and of British imperialism
in particular. In this period there
has been a dee line in the level of
employment, in the social services,
in housing and in every aspect of
life in aII the capita list countries;
and, at the same time, an increase
of repression. No 'solution' has
been found to the 'problem' of
Ireland because, under capitalism,
there is no solution. The problem
for the masses of Northern Ireland
is, in common with the masses of
the world, capitalism itself. The
use of the army by British imperialism in Northern Ireland was precisely because the capita list
system had no answer to the
problems which the population
faced. British capitalism was and is - incapable of developing
the economy and society. At the
same time, the use of the army
formed part of a preparation for
repression against the masses of
Britain and, in particular, against
the working class. Since then
there has been an increasing use
of the 'suppression of terrorism'
law - which allows imprisonment
without trial - against political
and trade union militants on either
side of the Irish sea. And the
creation of the Special Patrol
Group (SPG) of armed police is an
extension of this repression. If
the struggle in the six counties has
been contained within national! st,
separatist or loca list forms, it is
because a leadership does not yet
exist - in particular in the Labour
Party and trade unions in Britain -

which puts forward a clear, consis tent anti-capita list programme
and policy. Nobody has posed that
the perspective for Ireland does
not lie in measures of bourgeois
democracy or loca I government,
but in soc ia I transformations, in
nationalisations under workers
contro I, and in the creation of the
organic means - the committees by which the population imposes
its control over the economy and
society.

the living standards of the popu lation. It is a simple conclusion,
but the process of the
economy
is determined by class interests.
Capitalism is no longer interested
even in the 'pool of cheap labour'
which Ire land once represented.
British capitalism has long since
lost its 'empire', its colonies,
inter-capitalist competition, and
competition by capitalism with the
Workers States is more and more
intense and, for this reason, technology is used to produce faster
and with less labour. The only
way for the economy to advance is
for production to be based on
common ownership, planning for
the needs of the population.
There is, then, no solution for
Ireland in isolation from the rest
of the British Isles. All the problems of the population - including
repression - as the events at Southall and the death of Blair Peach
show - are the same. British
imperia !ism has a very definite
interest in keeping the masses of
Ire land separated from the powerfu I
and centralised workers movement
in Brita in. The intervention of
sectors of Yankee imperialism including supporters of Carter - is
only partly because they seek to
pose as defenders of 'human rights'
before petit bourgeois public
opinion in the United States, and
in front of those people who have a
tract ition of opposition to British
imperialism. The other side of
th is is that it is part of a world
policy of Yankee imperialism to use
nationalist, separatist, backward
and bourgeois sectors of society
against the advance of the revolution. It is a policy of weakness.
They cannot intervene openly and
directly in Iran or Nicaragua, but
they seek to support and stimulate
separatism in Iran, Afghanistan,
Spain, Eritrea and Vietnam.

ment in large sectors of the popu tation. However, the discussion,
the development of policy, programme and ideas remain limited
by the conception of 1lreland'
as something separate, something
that can be 'solved' in itself, in
isolation. In reality it is necessary
to unite the struggle in Ireland and this includes the Irish Republic
where there have been massive
demonstrations of the working
class against the dee line in the
standard of life - with the movement in Britain and, in particular,
the workers movement. In this the
trade unions have a prime importance since they are already linked
organisationally. The AUEW and
TGWU have large memberships in
Nor.them Ire land.
The demand for the removal of
British troops from Ire land and for
the 'disbanding' of the SPG raises,
in a sense, the question of the role
and structure of the British imperialist state. The decision of the
Labour Party to 'abolish the House
of Lords' is a facet of this discussion also. But they cannot be
taken as a number of isolated
problems which can be solved
through Parliament or by simply
appealing to the representatives
of British capitalism for more
democracy. What has to be raised
in this discussion is who controls
the economy and society, and for
the benefit of whom? The state is
based on the interests of a class,
on the interest of private property
and British imperialism is no more
democratic in Britain than it is in
Ireland. The problem of Ireland is
the problem of the advance of
Brita in. It cannot be separated.
And the present situation in which
the Labour left questions imperialism in Ireland but does not demand
the end of the monarchy expresses
the lack of clarity of thought and
ideas which exists. The perspective which has to be raised and
dis cussed is neither the continued
control of Northern Ireland by
British imperia Iism - in one form
or another - nor the separation of
Ire land from the rest of the British
Isles, but the Socialist Federation
of the British Isles on the basis of
a nationalised, planned economy
and the control of the masses.

outside a small group the
population is not
developed in the
theoretical, political,
scientific and organisational capacity. The
forms of trade union life
are very small, forty two
years of atrocious
dictatorship. Thus an
essential measure is to
develop a cultural
capacity in the population.
A simple and general
cultural. knowledge and
concrete practice of the
leadership of the country,
to impede the holding of
elections in the present
state of the people of
Nicaragua
who do
not have the social and
political preparation for
this. It gives advantage
to the bourgeois sectors
to attract them with
immediate solutions
which are not immediate
solutions but immediate
remedies.

This process develops
very profound conditions
for Latin America.
THE 'PROBLEM' IS NOT IRENicaragua is a small
LAND
BUT
CAPITALISM.
country with 42 years
without party life, trade
The demand for 'British troops
union, cultural life and
out of Ire land' is a just one and
nevertheless the
it stems from a widespread antiSandinistas win. The
population rose and
imperia list sentiment, but neither
obeyed the Sandinistas
th is demand - taken by itse If and not Somoza. If the
nor the demand for a 'bill of rights'
population had not
for Northern Ireland give any perobeyed the guerrillas,
spective for the advance of
Somoza would have won.
society and the life of the populaThe
population united,
tion. For capitalism to be able
formed part of the
to give more democracy, to be able
guerrillas and hence they
to function without repression - or
won. The population was
at least for British imperialism to
not intimidated by death
be able to rely on loca I repression
by the assassinations
as it did before in Northern Ireland
which shows that it lived
- it would have to be able to
the world process, not
fu lfi I the aspirations of at least a
only Cuba but the world
strata of the population.
But
process not by Sandinist
propaganda which being
nowhere is capitalism able to do
good, could not reach the
THE END OF THE MONARCHY
this. The system, by its competiwhole population. But
AND THE ANTI-CAPITALIST
tive nature, because it is dedicated
through a thousand
PROGRAMME.
to production for profit and the
forms, radio, condefence of private property cannot
versations, daily newsThe demonstration of 10,000 in
advance the economy and society.
papers the population
London for the rem ova I of British
This is why it invests in arms, in
was informed of the world
trooos from Ireland and the interthe means of repression, rather
process and believed the
vention of the masses, particularly
than investing in industry, in houSandinistas. The
the youth, in Ireland in the last
sing and in social services. What
population saw that it was
days, express a profound antihas been spent in repression in
the Sandinistas that took
imperia list, anti-capita list sen tithe six counties would have raised
the decision to overthrow
L..~--~~~--~--~--~--~~--~------~--~--------------------------------~----------------'somoza,that is to say an
armed political movea pressure on them and was fundamental as it has movement and the is the workers states. ment for social transformations.
prevent them intervening.
much weight in the vacillating policy of the The triumph of the
They fear the social countries of Central communist and socialist Sandinistas is a decisive
A process is opening in
consequences of America.
parties with the policy of example of this. Whatever Latin America which is
intervention which would
the delay Nicaragua will going to influence Bolivia.
Imperialism cannot adaptation to capitalism end up as a workers state, Peru, Brasil, Argentina,
provoke a development of
has
impeded
a
greater
struggles, of opposition intervene openly in progress.
although the Yanks or the Ecuador, Mexico and also
of sectors of the Nicaragua and the
others intervene. Venezuela and Colombia.
The centre which Nicaragua will end as a It is going to influence
bourgeoisie themselves bourgeoisie of the Andean
who do not see all the pact separated from decides and determines workers state.
socially and very
process as bad (sectors of Somoza to impede the the course of this process
profoundly and gives an
the bourgeoisie impelled influence of the
indication of hO\r.J to
the fall of Somoza) revolutionary process of
resolve the problems of
because they want to Nicaragua and of the
Latin America. The
NICARAGUA
WILL
EVENTUALLY
BE
A
develop the market. With movements of support to
discussion
now is social,
WORKERS STATE
its own force, the the Sandinista guerrillas
political and economic:
Sandinista& would not be in their own countries,
what programme, what
able to resist, but it is the because in all the
policy, what organisation
relation of world forces countries of the Andean
to
develop Nicaragua.
To take the country out
The essential reason is
which prevent imperialism Pact and of the others of
This is the present
of
backwardness,
it
is
Latin
America,
there
were
that
to
emerge
from
backintervening openly.
discussion which is going
movements of support to wardness Nicaragua has necessary to take
Before the fall of the Sandinistas and also to advance towards a economic and social to develop, in which
Somoza, the bourgeoisie earlier guerrilla move- . workers state. It will not measures to develop the Yankee imperialism is
of the Andean Pact ments in Colombia, escape from backward- economy and to make the going to support and
intervened together with Venezuela, Peru had had ness within private population intervene in it. supports itself now on the
Mexico and Panama and importance.
property. Secondly there It is not only a question of capitalist sectors which
made declarations against
are experiences in history developing the economy, before it combatted
All the progress made in which show that the most but who develops it and because it backed the
Somoza and broke
relations with him Latin America has been backward country applies for whom, and what capitalist Somoza. Now it
because economically essentially through the the experiences of the intelligence and capacity is going to support itself
they did not have any mobilisation of the world and it is not, the the country hes to develop on all the capitalists to try
interest and politically its masses and movements strength of imperialism or its economy. From the to contain the process.
existence prejudiced their of bourgeois origin on the its military capacity which capitalist point of view, Befora it sent troops and
position. Befora it was not basis of the masses who is going to impede this. there is no economic bombarded; now it has to
so and they had openly statify and plan in Imperialism has no development. It is negotiate about the fall,
supported Somoza. But Ecuador, Peru, Bolivia, strength to impede it necessary to plan and and the strength of
this time was different. Colombia, Venezuela, because it does not develop the capacity of Yankee imperialism.
They separated them- Argentina and Uruguay. depend on military forces the population to Hence the speech of
selves at once. Above all But the lack of a stable but on the world social intervene in the leadership Carter.
the Intervention of Mexico party, of a stab I e political relations.
of the country; and J. Posadas. 18 July 1979
--~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~--~~----~~~~--------------------------------~~--~~----a---

Workers area committees to lead the masses against the
cuts and to elevate a political leadership in the Labour Party
The struggle against the cuts
developing in the Lambeth and
Coventry loca I counci Is shows that
an important sector of the trade
unions - COHSE, tilUPE - of the
Labour Party and others, are not
prepared to wait five years for new
elections.
The struggle thus
started has to be supported and it
is necessary to mobilise the whole
trade union movement and the
popu la ti on. How ever, th is struggle
cannot be effectively waged through
the !oca I councils, which are
organisms of capitalist administration and so are essentially limited.
If those who fought at Lambeth

have only been- replaced by commissioners of the government, the
important point is that capitalism
can do this and the councils depend
on the government for funds. The
appeals already made by Lambeth
for support are important, but the
problem is that the local council
cannot be the instrument for this
struggle. It can be an auxilliary,
but the instrument necessary is
the workers area committees
where the workers, the trade unions,
can lead the masses, be they
passengers, pupils or patients in
hos pita ls. The Labour vanguard
must discuss the need to create

EDITORIAL
continued from page 1

At the same time that the Labour party becomes
preoccupied with the fate of the Czechoslovakian
dissidents, who grumble at. the progress of the workers
states, there is no such preoccupation with the nazi
methods of British imperialism in Northern Ireland
which is loathed by the population. There is no
discussion about the function of the British army in
Northern Ireland or about the need for a joint socialist
programme for Britain and Ireland. Czechoslovakia
makes progress, Northern Ireland is being steadily
. impoverished and ruined by capitalism. Any discussion
about where Britain is going has to take account of
Ireland.

THE PRESENT LEADERSHIP OF THE LABOUR
PARTY ONLY WANTS TO TALK IN PARLIAMENT

such committees in the factories,
the workers areas, the schoo Is and
the hos pita ls to fight the cuts and
extend the struggle against capita !ism by means of the organisation
of the Labour left.
ORGANISMS WHERE THE TRADE
UNIONS CAN LEAD.
It is illusory to think that one
wi II defeat the Conservative government through the loca I counci I.
This struggle is necessary and it
has to be done. But it will call
forth the need for new forms of
struggle. The flying pickets of the
miners. have shown this, whilst
Clay Cross showed that the loca I
council was not the instrument.
The struggle for the actual defence
of the conquests of the workers is
ca llipg for the workers area committees in the instance of the cuts,
and this all the more when the
masses are seen not to be prepared
to wait for the next loca I or genera I
election.
Too long have the
masses seen the local councils
simply run capitalism. And they
have learned that the local council
hardly ever changes its policy be it under Tory or Labour - not
because the council has the ability
to place itse If above bourgeois
law but beeause it applies it all
the time!
It is possible to impede in part
a local council from functioning
against the masses and, at times,
to struggle against an aspect or
other of capitalist administration.
But th is organism is essentia fly
limited by the fact that it wholly
depends on central administration
and funds, and because the workers
and public have no means - bar an

indirect one - of weighing on them.
For instance, in the local council,
the workers of the hos pita Is, nurses
and doctors cannot strike to incorporate Manor House Hospital into
the Hea Ith Service, or defend the
conquests previously gained in
the hea Ith sector. But, with the
hos pita I worker-and-patient-com·
mittee, this can be done. It is
there that one would sanction
such leaderships as that of the
EEPTU. This is why there exists
in Italy today committees of the
workers and masses in schools,
hospitals and factories. It is the
workers of these establishments
who struck and won for lowering of
rents, maintaining of gains in
schools and lowering of fares!
It shows that one does not have to
wait for Socialism in order to do
th is. As long as Labour governments will base themselves on
local councils and not on organisms
of the masses, they will be running
the capitalist system and its
crisis - which means the cuts.
The fact that Benn spoke of the
need of Labour branches in the
factories shows that this problem
has already been raised in the
Labour Party and that it is possible
to discuss it more amply.
EXTEND

DEMOCRACY.

The cuts, implemented also by
Labour, are the best instance of
the crisis of capitalism interna llv.
When it could, capi ...
talism found it convenient to use
the ametiorations brought by
Labour councils to appear less
crude in its exploitation. This
also gave the impress ion that one
cou Id hope for a continuous progress through the lo ca I counc i Is.
As the total crisis of capitalism
deepens there is no more to give,
and all the previous gains of the
masses are being retaken by capitalism. This logic imposes itself
on the local councils whether they
Ii ke it or not. The cut is inherent

to the capitalist system in crisis
and not to administrators. So, it is
necessary to discuss that the
workers vanguard will not be able
to maintain its previously won
conquests unless organisms of
anti-capitalist power are created.
To maintain
these conquests demands means
by which one extends them: to
ma in ta in the right to free hos pita Is
you need the power to impose that
the resources of the country go to
the masses; and, for this, an organ
to impose that power is necessary.
THIS DEMONSTRATES THAT IN ORDER TO
MAINTAIN THE NOW WON CONQUESTS IN DEMOCRACY, ONE
HAS TO EXTEND DEMOCRACY
and this requires anti-capitalist
organisms, not local councils
(which, all the same, can still
assist this struggle). This is why
we say that the workers area
committee is not 'better' than the
loca I council, it is a necessity to
maintain all the conquests, including those won through the
struggles of various local counci1s.
This is why Mitterrand of the
French Socialist Party feels the
need to put his party at the head of
the stee I workers' strike and to
speak on so-called 'pirate radio'.
It is because, for the Socialist
masses to maintain their conquest
against capitalism, they have to
base themselves more directly on
anti-capitalist policies and use
them to oppose the Rocard sector
of the Socialist Party. The same
process wi II affect the Labour
Party, because history develops in
the form of the class struggle.
The organisms of the masses
and workers are the basis for the
elevation of the Labour left to
function as a Party of the working
class, to struggle against the
ca pita list po lie ies of both Conservative and Labour parties. This
has to be dis cussed in the Labour
Party.

The social democratic leadership of the Labour party
does not take account of the historic weakness of
capitalism because it is not interested. Apparently the
conservatives have been given a mandate to make the
masses carry the crisis of capitalism. But it is not the
intentions of the conservative government or the ossified
mentality of the Callaghan social democrats that decide
the fate of Britain. Thatcher was unable to carry out her
objective of giving unqualified support to the Smith
·'
Muzorewa regime. Faced with overwhelming presstires
she was obliged to retreat. It is possible to smash the - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -....
policy of the conservatives at home also. All the efforts
of the conservatives to develop a campaign against
THE TRIUMPH OF NICARAGUA IS A PROFOUND
Vietnam over the refugees have dropped like a stone.
It is impossible for them to develop campaigns which
BLOW AT YANKEE IMPERIALISM
give them social support. The social democratic
apparatus does not want to do anything. They seek only
We salute the triumph of the including Mexico. The whole discuss and apply a programme
an electoral benefit from conservative failure. They do masses of Nicaragua in over- world has seen the weakness of of social transformations to
not want to transform society but the masses do and the throwing the regir;pe of Somoza Yankee imperialism and that it liquidate the capitalist system.
world balance of forces enables them to weigh.
and opening the way for lacks a team capable of If economically backward
fundamental
social trans- confronting the workers states. countries like Angola, Afghanistan
On a world scale the conservatives cannot gain a world
support for their policies. European capitalism is formations of the country. It is a The fight within the Yankee and Nicaragua can take steps or
weighed down with its own problems. German capitalism mighty blow against imperialism ruling class on how to confront begin to take steps against the
is in ever profounder competition with the Yanks and and as the article of Cde Posadas the workers states is profound capitalist system - this is an
international phenomenon seeks in part to maintain an ost-politik. The ruling analyses, it is the result not and finds no solution.
then it is manifestly obvious that
cliques in America are in immense internal conflict. primarily of the great efforts of
International
as
The
Second
The dismissal of Young and the warmonger speech of the masses of Nicaragua, heroic part of its desire to be seen to a country like Britain with a
Schlesinger are aspects of the inability of Yankee those these are, but of the world relate to social revolution, to powerful proletariat has the basis
imperialism to obtain an homogeneous policy towards balance of forces which compete with the international and is favoured by the world
the world and the workers states. All this immense continuously favour the forces communist movement and to try balance of forces to allow the
weakness undermines world support for the ambitions of driving towards world socialism to contain history also sent its development of an anti capitalist
the Thatcher policy. It is notorious that within her own and weaken the forces of world representative Soares to current with a programme of
team there are disagreements over the application of the imperialism.
Nicaragua, but capitalist social transformations in the
conservative line.
It is clear from the anguish of Europe has said nothing because Labour party.
It is necessary for the forces of the left in the Labour the Carter administration and the it is in no position to do anything
party and the trade unions at the same time as they despair of Carter's speech, that about the situation. The workers
Nicaragua has been successful
raise issues of the anti capitalist programme for Yankee imperialism is unable to parties in Europe do not draw all because of the existence of the
nationalisation of all the key industries and workers stem the advance of the workers the conclusions from the Soviet Union and the rest of the
control, to intervene in support of a policy now of states and the world masses and experience of Nicaragua and this workers states. These favourable
mobilisations. of factory occupations, workers control to hence they were unable to naturally applies to the Labour circumstances also apply to
party. The latter, being a Britain and the whole of Europe.
smash the policy of capitalism. The great swindlers of intervene in Nicaragua. They conglomerate
organisation The conservative attack on the
this present government are now proposing a new cannot stop the soviets
intervening
in
Ethiopia,
submitted
to
capitalism,
has a masses is not because the
swindle. to make it appear through the cost of living
and the rest of structure hostile to any government is strong but
index. that all is well and prices are not so bad. All the Afghanistan
they were unable to . discussion about Nicaragua but because the conciliatory
indexes of capitalism are swindles and this new proposal Africa, but
Somoza. In the thirties the left there such as it is, has to leaderships of the Labour Party
is simply a more advanced one. The people who should sustain
the Yanks toppled any regime draw conclusions because they and trade unions and the lack of
decide are the population - the workers and housewives they
did not like in Central are important in general terms for political life so that the vanguard
who have to put up with the crassness of private
America.
They massacred this country.
can weigh in the Labour party,
property. The only way to confront this proposal is
of the population of
allows this to happen.
popular price committees to decide a genuine index. thousands
The masses are deprived of the organs of power and San Salvador and helped
Nicaragua has shown that it is
appeal for the experience
decision and thus the struggle against the government, establish the bloody regime of possible to advance with much of We
Nicaragua
be assimilated by
Batista
in
Cuba.
Now
history
the fight for wages and reduced working hours should be throws them out and they are greater audacity against what the vanguard to
and
the left sectors
integrated with demands for workers control, and
remains of the capitalist system. in the Labour party. The
unable
to
retaliate.
workers committees in the factories and workers areas
If Nicaragua, which is so strength of the Soviet Union
to combat the policies of unemployment etc., that is
Nicaragua is very small and has insignificant, can cease being a allowed the triumph of Nicaragua
independent popular committees to discuss all the no weight in the world economy puppet of the Yanks, there is no not the wails and sniffles of the
problems that directly and indirectly affect the class. but its repercussions will be reason whatsoever for the British dissidents, who never open their
It is the policy of mobilisations and mass resistance that considerable. It will effect the proletariat to be submitted to a mouths about Nicaragua or the
will destroy the Thatcher government and at the same whole of Latin America and also pro capitalist leadership in the world.
time increase the pressure for a more elevated left in the will fuel all the process for social Labour Party. All social progress
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Labour party.
change in central America inevitably means the need to
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