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What Course for Argentine Trotskyism?

Analysis of the evolution of the class struggle in
Argentina and how revolutionary Marxists should respond
to developments in that country has been at the center of a
political debate within the Fourth International for more
than half a decade. The discussion has centered on
perspectives for Argentine Trotskyism and the balance
sheet to be drawn on the application of alternative lines. It
has touched on some of the most important questions of
program and tactics for the Marxist movement—the role of
guerrilla warfare, armed struggle, defense of democratic
rights in colonial and semicolonial countries, the united
front, the utilization of such electoral opportunities as are
open to a revolutionary workers party, and many others.
At bottom is the question of how to build a mass
revolutionary party in Argentina today.

This debate inside the Fourth International and its
sympathizing organizations resulted in the formation of
two organized formations that debated the counterposed
positions, the International Majority Tendency (IMT) and
the Leninist Trotskyist Faction (LTF). Those interested in
the general documents outlining the views of the two
formations will find them published in a special issue of
Intercontinental Press, “Documents of the World Congress
of the Fourth International,” December 23, 1974. This can
be obtained by sending $2.50 to Intercontinental Press,
P.O. Box 116, Village Station, New York, New York 10014.

At the center of the debate between the LTF and IMT are
differences over the program and course of the Partido
Socialista de los Trabajadores of Argentina (PST—
Socialist Workers party) which is today the largest
Trotskyist organization in the world.

The last stage of this debate on Argentina has been
public, initiated in July 1974 by the publication of the
article entitled “Whither the PST?” by the IMT majority of
the United Secretariat of the Fourth International.

This article was answered by the leadership of the PST
in an article entitled “In Defense of the PST and the
Truth,” to which the IMT responded with another public
rejoinder entitled, “Statement of the United Secretariat on
the PST.” The public exchange ended with a document by
the PST leadership entitled “In Reply to the IMT’s Open
Letter Number 2.”

These four documents are reprinted in chronological
order at the beginning of this Education for Socialists
bulletin.

The last two items of the public exchange were published
on the eve of a meeting of the International Executive
Committee of the Fourth International held January 1975.
At that gathering Argentina was the central political
debate on the agenda and the general line of “In Reply to
the IMT’s Open Letter No. 2” was approved by the steering
committee of the Leninist Trotskyist Faction and present-
ed to the International Executive Committee in the name
of the LTF. IMT members at the gathering approved the
line of the two public statements by the IMT members of
the United Secretariat.

At the IEC meeting itself there was a full and
democratic exchange of opinion on the new lessons to be
drawn from the evolution of the class struggle in
Argentina and the implications for building a party.

Following the IEC, the United Secretariat decided to
continue the debate on the political line for Trotskyism in
Argentina, but it was agreed that this discussion should
take place in the internal discussion bulletin of the Fourth
International.

In addition to the four public documents published
together for the first time, this bulletin includes various
documents of the PST and articles translated from their
paper, Avanzada Socialista. Most of these items are
referred to in the public exchange between the IMT and
PST.

May 1975






Part I, Four Documents

Whither the PST?

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, September 9, 1974

[The following resolution, passed by
the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International, was published in the
July 26, 1974, issue of Rouge the
weekly newspaper reflecting the views
of the French Trotskyists organized in
the Front Communiste Révolution-
naire. The title under which the resolu-
tion appeared was "Ou Va le PST?"
(Whither the PST?). The translation
from the French is by Intercontinen-
tal Press.]

* * *

:On March 22, at their request, the
Argentine president Juan Perén re
ceived representatives of eight political
parties. The parties involved were the
Unién Civica Radical [Radical Civic
Union, the bourgeois liberal opposi-
tion party], the Partido Revoluciona-
rio Cristiano [Revolutionary Christian
party], the Partido Socialista de los
Trabajadores [PST, Socialist Workers
party], the Partido Socialista Popular
[People's Socialist party], the Partido
Intransigente, the UDELPA [Uni6én
del Pueblo Adelante— People's Union
for Progress], the Communist party,
and the Progressive Democratic party.
This meeting was not an isolated inci-
dent. It was part of a series of moves
made by Perén with the aim of "nor-
malizing” his relations with the official-
ly recognized parties (another meet-
ing took place on April 5). But the
March 22 meeting was the most im-
portant one up to now because the
eight organizations issued a joint
statement at its conclusion:

"The participants,” this statement
said, "have confirmed their fundamen-
tal commitment to spare no effort to
maintain and consolidate the process
of institutionalization in our country
within the context of the democratic
system and through the practice of
coexistence and constructive dialogue.

. . The republic has been experi-
encing difficult moments as a result
of its confrontation with forces that
have long subjected it to their pres-
sure. But these problems will be easily

surmounted by actions of solidarity
conducted by sectors that respect the
aspiration of the majority of the peo-
ple and of the popular strata for free-
dom that was expressed in the elec-
tions, a freedom that guarantees their
right to continue to express themselves
in the future so that they can apply
this liberty in practice to free them-
selves from the burden of imperialist
domination and assure enjoyment by
the workers of the benefits of the
wealth created by their labor.

"As participants in this process, we
have not taken an attitude of opposi-
tion to achieving these objectives. Be-
cause of the spectrum of opinion rep-
resented by those taking part and the
development of the discussion, this
meeting must be considered a concrete
step forward, a combining of efforts
that will assure the continuation of the
ongoing process of institutionalization
along. the lines the people voted for.
We understand all the risks involved
in the endeavor the country is calling
for, and, over and above any differ-
ences about how deep or how fast the
process of change should go, we agree
on the unavoidable need for it. As
for those who want the constitutional
system to fail or are waiting for cir-
cumstances that will permit a new re-
actionary adventure, those who are
trying to use sectors of the regime to
prejudice . future options, and those
who are adopting totalitarian or cor-
porativist practices that fit in ideo-
logically with fascist-type demands
and the interests of the multinational
companies that exert a constant pres-
sure on our frontiers, all these people
must realize that this country is united
on the basis of a fundamental agree-
ment and will respond to their
actions.”

This statement, which was published
on March 22 by all the daily papers,
was reprinted in the March 28 issue of
Avanzada Socialista, the organ of the
PST. But Avanzada Socialista did not
confine itself to publishing the com-
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muniqué; it added two commentaries
in the form of editorials.

After noting the escalating violence
from the right, which reached its cul-
mination in the coup by the police
chief Navarro in Cérdoba, the first
editorial explained that "participation
(by the PST) in the dialogue with the
president of the republic” was a "con-
crete step in defense of the democratic
rights gained in heroic struggle by
the mobilizations of the workers and
the people that have developed since
the Cordobazo." It went on to explain
that "defending constitutional stability"
should not coincide with a political de-
fense of the government and drew the
following conclusion: "The fact that
eight parties reached an agreement to
call for a meeting to demand insti-
tutionalization is of extraordinary im-
portance. But as always we will con-
tinue to maintain that mobilizations
constitute the primary way to defend
democratic gains. This has been
shown, moreover, by the Acindar
struggle and that of the bank workers.
This is why we will continue to point
to the need for an agreement to de-
fend democratic rights in action, start-
ing with a big public meeting of all
the parties, the political youth organi-
zations, and all the workers and stu-
dent organizations.” The same appeal
for a joint meeting with the bourgeois
parties was repeated at the end of the
second editorial, which explained the
need for "concrete, flexible responses
to every conjuncture in the class
struggle.”

The PST leadership must have real-
ized that all of this—its decision to
participate in a meeting that served
as a cover for Perdn's "normaliza-
tion" moves, its signing a common
document with bourgeois parties (in-
cluding the Unién Civica Radical, the
traditional bourgeois party and even
today the principal bourgeois force
aside from Peronism), its proclaiming
a "fundamental agreement” among all
the signers on defending the process



of "institutionalization," its accepting
"objectives” approved by "the people”
(which in reality are objectives elab-
orated by Campora and Perén), and
its thesis that the fight against fascism
can and must be conducted in com-
mon with the parties representing the
class enemy —would provoke reac-
tions among the party membership.

That is why the same issue of Avan-
zada Socialista published a letter
signed by a "Comrade F." (a letter
that reached the editors with aston-
ishing rapidity) along with an an-
swer that took up almost two pages.

The letter seemed to accept class
collaboration with the bourgeois par-
ties. Indeed, it said (falsifying a quota-
tion from Trotsky referring to the
need for a united front with the So-
cial Democrats in Germany at the be-
ginning of the 1930s) that "it is per-
missible to form a unitéd front with
the class enemy and even with the
devil's grandmother." But the author
criticized signing the eight-party docu-
ment because, he said, in this way
the PST had aided Perén and given
its support to a bourgeois govern-
ment on the brink of collapse. The
editors' answer clarified the central
question. It maintained that the start-
ing point had to be "a basic fact—
there has been a semifascist coup that
has toppled a regional government.
This coup was not an isolated inci-
dent but represented a leap in the
escalation of violence by the right that
is moving onto the offensive and has
no intention of stopping.” The con-
clusion was that in the given context
one should not conduct a struggle to
overthrow the government or the exist-
ing institutions but, to the contrary,
it was necessary to defend "democratic
institutionalization and that, to this
end, it is correct to establish an ac-
cord with bourgeois parties by sign-
ing joint declarations and calling for
joint demonstrations.”

In the past, the leaders of the PST
‘have criticized the Stalinists' popular-
front conceptions and they formally
reaffirmed these criticisms in the is-
sue of Avanzada Socialista in ques-
tion. But just as they previously sup-
ported the Uruguayan Frente Amplio,
which was led by a representative of
the bourgeoisie, SEREGNI, today
thay have signed a joint statement

with bourgeois parties and called for
common actions with these parties.
In order to justify this ultraoppor-
tunist attitude, they utilize precisely
the argument the Stalinists advanced
in the mid-1930s to justify their adopt-
ing the popular-front line, that is, that
it is legitimate to make alliances with
the bourgeoisie or its so-called dem-
ocratic sectors in order to oppose a
fascist danger. By this action, the PST
is entering a new stage in its evolution,
openly breaking with the revolution-
ary Marxist conception of the work-
ers united front based on the Lenin-
ist conception of the Third Interna-
tional and revived by Trotsky.

At the same time, they have for-
gotten the fundamental distinction that
exists between the democratic rights
demanded by the workers movement
and the structures of bourgeois democ-
racy. In signing a document that calls
for institutionalization in the country
and in taking a stand alongside bour-
geois parties as a "participant in the
process of institutionalization,” they
are helping to maintain Perén's prin-
cipal obfuscation, the pseudodemo-
cratic farce that the Argentine bour-
geoisie has been playing for three
years, and they are falling for the
maneuver designed to present Perén
as the guarantor of a "democracy" that
includes everybody except the extreme
right and extreme left organizations
(Perén has expressed this line in an
explicit way). The term used several
times by Avanzada Socialista, dia-
logue with the president, is quite re-
vealing of the opportunist conceptions
of the PST leaders. E

The United Secretariat of the Fourth
International, which has always re-
jected every form of class collabora-
tion with the "democratic parties” of
the bourgeoisie, thinks that while they
should take advantage of whatever
openings for legal or semilegal ac-
tivity there are, the duty of revolution-
ists in Latin America is to expose the
fraudulent operation inaugurated by
the Gran Acuerdo Nacional (GAN—
Great National Agreement) and car-
ried forward by Perdn, that their duty
is to fight without compromise or truce
against the government in office and
the bourgeois state.

June 1974

In its issue of June 26, 1974, Avan-
zada Socialista states that the PST did
not sign the declaration of March 22,
1974, "because there was still disagree-
ment" with the other parties. Supposed-
ly the editor in chief published the re-
port about the signature by error. But
the article in the paper that offered
this correction still contained an ex-
plicit reaffirmation of the legitimacy
in Argentina today of concluding tac-
tical accords with bourgeois parties
for the defense of democratic freedoms
and of bourgeois democratic institu-
tions. .

The fundamental option of the PST
is further confirmed by the fact that
on June 29, 1974, three days after
the publication of this issue of Avan-
zada Socialista, the PST together with
seven other parties called "center-left
by the Argentine papers signed a state-
ment supporting "the process of insti-
tutionalization in the country” and "the
operation of the legal mechanisms of
constitutional succession." (La Opi-
nién, June 30, 1974.) On July 3, in
the aftermath of Perén's death, it
signed a new statement in the city
of Santa Fe at the request of the presi-
dent of the provincial chamber of dep-
uties favoring "the maintenance of con-
stitutional stability as the only ade-
quate means for attaining social jus-
tice in freedom, breaking the grip of
the imperialist interests, and achieving
lasting independence." (E! Cronis
Comercial, July 4, 1974.) '

This proves that despite the article
in the June 26, 1974, Avanzada So-
cialista the PST has fully maintained
its fundamental difference with the pro-
grammatic line of the Fourth Inter-
national on the method of defending
the workers' freedoms.

This tidying up of a programmatic
deviation for which the Fourth Inter-
national cannot take any responsi-
bility must in no way stand in the
way of developing a vigorous cam-
paign of solidarity with the PST and
a defense of this party against the
blows of the repression and the ter-
ror of the extreme right.

July 12, 1974



In Defense of the PST and the Truth

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, September 9, 1974

[The following statement was issued
by the Executive Committee of the
Partido Socialista de los Trabajadores
(Socialist Workers party), a sympa-
thizing organization of the Fourth In-
ternational in Argentina, in reply to
a resolution "Whither the PST?" passed
by the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International.

[The translation from the Spanish
is by Intercontinental Press.]

The United Secretariat of the Fourth
International, in a resolution passed
at the end of May, subjected the leader-
ship of the Partido Socialista de los
Trabajadores to a severe criticism that
we consider to be unjustified.

Ordinarily the matter would be dis-
cussed within the ranks of the world
Trotskyist movement, whose political
activities are of fraternal interest to
us. (Reactionary legislation bars the
PST from affiliating with the Fourth
International as an official section.)
However, the authors of the resolution
made the document public, thereby
compelling us, much to our regret, to
reply in public.

There are several versions of the res-
olution. In our reply we shall refer
to the version published in the July
26, 1974, issue of Rouge, the weekly
newspaper reflecting the views of the
French Trotskyists organized in the
Front Communiste Révolutionnaire.
For the information of the Argentine
workers, Avanzada Socialista is pub-
lishing a Spanish translation of the
document.

No information is provided in the
resolution as to the vote cast in the
United Secretariat. It was not unani-
mous. The resolution was proposed
by representatives of the International
Majority Tendency, which holds a ma-
jority in the United Secretariat. Repre-
sentatives of the Leninist Trotskyist

Faction argued and voted against it.
They proposed seeking further infor-
mation from Argentina, in particular
from the PST.

An additional fact should be indi-
cated. The decision to make the reso-
lution public was made at a United
Secretariat meeting held July 3, 1974.
A postscript, dated July 12, was in-
cluded in the version published in
Rouge. The postscript was not con-
sidered at any meeting of the United
Secretariat.

The central contention made in the
resolution is that "the PST is entering
a new stage in its evolution, openly
breaking with the revolutionary
Marxist conception of the workers
united front based on the Leninist con-
ception of the Third International and
revived by Trotsky."

This charge is accompanied by the
assertion that the leaders of the PST
have adopted a policy of crossing
class lines and that in justification
"they wutilize precisely the argument
the Stalinists advanced in the mid-
1930s to justify their adopting the
popular-front line, that is, that it is
legitimate to make alliances with the
bourgeoisie or its so-called democratic
sectors in order to oppose a fascist
danger."

In justification of these grave accu-
sations, the authors of the resolution
allege that the leaders of the PST
joined with representatives of seven
other political parties, among which
were several bourgeois parties (includ-
ing the Unién Civica Radical), insign-
ing a common document that was
presented to "the Argentine president
Juan Perén" in an interview held
"March 22." (The actual date was
March 21.)

To prove that the document could
not be signed by the PST without
crossing class lines, the authors of
the resolution quote several key pas-
sages from it. They then quote from
two supposed editorials in the March
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28-April 5 issue of Avanzada Socia-
lista.

(We say "supposed editorials” pre-
cisely because only one of the articles
cited as such by Rouge is actually an
editorial. This confusion is odd since
in recent months Avanzada Socialista
has followed an explicit norm, pub-
lishing its editorial in each issue on
page 3 in 12-point type under the
caption "EDITORIAL" placed in the
right-hand column. The authors of
the resolution are apparently utilizing
the fact that almost all of the articles
in Avanzada Socialista are unsigned
(a tradition inherited from twenty-six
years of clandestinity) in order to dub
any and all articles as editorials. And
they do this despite the fact that the
very issue of Avanzada Socialista
cited by them, adhered to our norm,
that is, published only one article
under the title of "EDITORIAL" —on
page 3 in 12-point type. And from that
article, devoted entirely to the inter-
view with Perén, the authors of the
resolution cite nothing except the fol-
lowing phrase: "concrete, flexible re-
sponses to every conjuncture in the
class struggle.”)

In their opinion, this assemblage
of quotations proves that the leaders
of the PST believe that presenting
Per6n with a document containing a
bourgeois political line signed by a
mixture of bourgeois and proletarian
parties constitutes an exemplary ac-
tion in defending democratic rights
and fighting fascism.

The charges appear on the surface
to be irrefutable. Nonetheless some-
thing is awry. The Peronist adminis-
tration does not appear to have con-
cluded that the PST capitulated. On
March 25, four days after the inter-
view with Perén, Comrade Juan Car-
los Coral was arrested and impris-
oned for participating in a meeting
with workers on strike held in front
of the entrance to the Banco Nacién.
An article on this was published in
the same issue of Avanzada Socialista



that reported the meeting with Perén.

Nor do the ultraright thugs, who
are operating in collusion with sectors
of the government, appear to have
concluded that the PST is bowing to
the pressure of the bourgeoisie. To
the contrary, they consider that the
PST, in view of its fast rate of growth
and its expansion into more and more
areas, is becoming a greater potential
threat to Argentine capitalism. That
is why they have stepped up their
raids on our headquarters and their
assassinations of members of the PST.

The leaders of the PST did not sign
a common document with any other
political party, and no document of
such kind was presented ‘o Perén at
the March 21 interview.

How then did the authors of the
United Secretariat resolution gain a
contrary impression?

We acknowledge that we are part-
ly to blame for this. Avanzada So-
cialista did publish the text of the sup-
posed common document in the March
28-April 5 issue. Moreover, it included
a list of supposed signers. This was
an error—along with the delay in
correcting it—for which we take re-
sponsibility. Comrade Coral did make
a public correction on May 8 in a
television interview. A public rectifi-
cation was also made by the editorial
staff of Avanzada Socialista in the
June 26 issue.

However, these public acknowledg-
ments that an error had been com-
mitted did not satisfy the authors of
the United Secretariat resolution. Ap-
parently they consider the public rec-
tifications to be merely part of a cover-
up.

It has thus become necessary to ex-
plain the circumstances of the inter-
view with Perén more fully.

The context was the ultrarightist
coup of February 27 in which the
chief of police in Cérdoba, Antonio
Domingo Navarro, toppled the elected
provincial government headed by
Obregén Cano. This ominous devel-
opment, which threatened to start a
chain reaction that could lead to a
similar coup in Buenos Aires and the
reinstitution of a military dictator-
ship on .a national scale, was pro-
foundly disturbing. To meet the threat,
it was imperative for the Argentine
workers to mobilize in defense of their
hard-won democratic rights and press
toward a socialist resolution of the
economic and political crisis racking

Argentine society. For the PST, this
was the central objective governing
everything we did. ,

The coup in Cérdoba also disturbed
other circles, including sectors of the
bourgeoisie. For various reasonsthese
sectors feared a resumption of mili-
tary rule; they also feared the possi-
bility of a confrontation that could
goad the workers into a socialist rev-
olution.

From the revolutionary-socialist
point of view there was every reason
to foster this incipient division within
the ruling class and to seek to take
advantage of it. While this was a sec-
ondary consideration, it played a role
in shaping our immediate tactics, par-
ticularly in the question of gaining
publicity that might aid in mobilizing
the workers.

The leading figure in the move to
seek an interview with Per6n was Ri-
cardo Balbin of the Unién Civica Ra-
dical. He had his own political rea-
sons, of course, for doing this. Among
them was fear of what the Cérdoba
coup might signify. He arranged the
interview with Perén.

Perén granted the interview as head
of the government. As the authors of
the United Secretariat resolution cor-
rectly explain, Perén was interested
in bolstering his political image as the
"guarantor" of democratic rights for
everyone except the ultrarightists and
the protagonists of guerrilla warfare.
We understood this, and we did every-
thing we could to counteract Perén's
objectives in this respect, exposing the
real role of his regime.

The projected interview had another
side—it involved a formal govern-
mental act of quasiparliamentary char-
acter. The interview was an official
one between the president and the rep-
resentatives of legally recognized par-
ties listed as being in the opposition.
Perén therefore demanded that the op-
position parties present a document
stating the objectives they sought in
the interview.

- For an opposition party to with-
draw at this point would have brought
into question its legal status. To strug-
gle for legality and to defend it when
it is won is a matter of principle for
Leninists.

Oscar Alende, of the Partido In-
transigente, drew up a draft for con-
sideration by the seven other parties.
Aside from other items, we found the
draft to be totally unacceptable both
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for what it included (support of a
bourgeois government and its insti-
tutions) and for what it left out (mo-
bilization of the working class in de-
fense of democratic rights). At a meet-
ing of representatives of the eight par-
ties, we argued in favor of amend-
ing the document along these lines.

We sought to eliminate all references
to supporting the Peronist regime and
to add points concerning mobilizing
the workers. It soon became clear, of
course, that it was impossible for the
eight parties to reach agreement on
a joint statement.

Balbin communicated this fact to
officials of the Per6én administration.
Per6n then made a concession; he
withdrew his demand that a common
statement be presented.

Thus the interview was held with-
out a common statement being pre-
sented to Per6n and with each party
free to state its own positions. It was
on that basis and that basis alone
that we participated in the interview.
We went as representatives of the PST
and not as adherents of an unprin-
cipled block or incipient popular front.

It can be argued that we made a
mistake in doing this. We do not think
it was a mistake, but we are quite
willing to discuss the question and
are open to persuasion if sufficiently
compelling arguments can be ad-
duced. However, this has nothing to
do with the charge made by the au-
thors of the United Secretariat reso-
lution that we joined with bourgeois
parties in signing an unprincipled
document.

We recognized that our participating
in an interview with Perén might be
misunderstood by a few loyal mili-
tants and that some of our opponents
might subject it to malicious misin-
terpretation. Through all the means
at our disposal, including nationwide
television broadcasts, we sought to
lessen those risks. In the only genuine
editorial cited by the authors of the
United Secretariat resolution, we clear-
ly stated our political opposition to
Peronism and the Peronist regime. For
instance, in relation to our posing the
danger represented by the violent ac-
tions of the budding semifascist cur-
rents, we said:

"Preserving the stability of the insti-
tutions in this period does not mean
supporting the Peronists' policy or
their government; rather it means de-
fending the right to utilize all demo-



cratic instruments, which however pre-
carious, insufficient, and grudgingly
conceded, make possible a more ex-
tensive and continuous relationship
with the working class as a whole and
the people. It means preserving the
right —for ourselves as well as the
other political forces — to publish jour-
nals, open headquarters, make use of
radio and television, organize rallies,
assemblies, and demonstrations. It
also means the right for workers to
improve their trade-union organiza-
tions, freeing them both from military
intervention and from thebureaucracy,
as the compaferos in Villa Consti-
tucién have just done. It means, fi-
nally, the chance to make an impact
in the election of our rulers and in
criticizing their programs and the ac-
tivities of the government.

"All this has absolutely nothing to
do with a defense of the policy of the
government. Perén came to office with
the support of a broad alliance of
all the capitalist and imperialist sec-
tors. Defending Perén's government
would mean defending the Social Pact
designed to freeze wages at the present
levels of exploitation, guaranteeing the
privileges of the landholding oligarchy
and the investments of the foreign mo-
nopolies. It would mean, finally, de-
fending the broad range of repressive
means by which they are trying to
impose this economic policy, from re-
forms of the Penal Code to enforcing
the Ley de Prescindibilidad [ Civil Ser-
vants Redundancy Law]." (Emphasis
in the original.)

We believe that it is impermissible
under any circumstances to give po-
litical support to a bourgeois regime,
party, coalition, structure, or represen-
tative—and we have never done so
in the slightest way. We have always
opposed taking the road of class col-
laboration leading to popularfrontism
and to bourgeois nationalism.

In the face of a rightist coup, the
threat or actual outbreak of civil war,
and an assault on the liberties of the
people and the rights of the workers,
it is permissible and even sometimes
imperative to organize and carry on
practical actions in defense of demo-
cratic rights together with nonprole-
tarian organizations and tendencies.
That is what Lenin taught. At the
same time the revolutionary party
must make it crystal clear that such
a strictly limited tactic of joint action
to ward off an immediate danger does

not entail the slightest political sub-
ordination, rapprochement, agree-
ment, or collusion with the false pol-
icies of the temporary bourgeoisdemo-
cratic allies. Lenin instilled the prin-
ciple of maintaining independence of
action and voice. Democracy can be
safeguarded only through the constant
and independent struggle of the work-
ers for power and socialism. The PST
has worked to mobilize the masses
along this line and will continue to
do so.

What led the daily papers to report
that a common document had been
signed? What led some of them to say
that the supposed joint document had
been handed to Per6n? (The majority
of the Buenos Aires dailies, however
— Noticias, La Nacién, Clarin, Mayo-
ria—said that it was only a press re-
lease.)

In giving the press his version of
the interview with Perén, Balbin used
as an aide-mémoire his own draft
statement based on corrections he had
made to the draft drawn up by Alen-
de and the one proposed by Coral.
No doubt it was from this that the
reporters gained the impression that
it was a joint statement, and a few
of them concluded that it had been
handed to Per6n. It should be added
that the leaders of the Communist par-
ty have been pressing for the for-
mation of a popular front in Argen-
tina and they hoped to utilize the in-
terview with Perén as a step in that
direction. It was in their interest to
help advance the interpretation that
a common document had been agreed
to.

Let us now take up the attempt by
the authors of the United Secretariat
resolution to show by judiciously se-
lected quotations from two articles in
the March 28-April 5 issue of Avan-
zada Socialista that we have made a
turn and now favor joining unprin-
cipled blocs with bourgeois parties in
defense of democratic rights.

The United Secretariat resolution
states that it is our position that in
the given context a struggle must not
be conducted to overthrow the gov-
ernment or the present institutions, but
on the contrary it is necessary to de-
fend "democratic institutionalization
and that, to this end, it is correct to
establish an accord with bourgeois
parties by signing joint declarations
and calling for joint demonstrations.”

Neither the genuine nor the sup-
posed editorials utilized by the au-
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thors of the United Secretariat reso-
lution contain the quotation ascribed
to us. Was the "quotation” taken from
a different source? We would appre-
ciate learning what the source was.

The matter is important, because it
is on the basis of that "quotation”
and its accompanying interpretation
that we are accused of repeating the
arguments used by the Stalinists in
the thirties in favor of a popu-
lar front. The truth is that we have
been campaigning in the most con-
sistent way for many years against
popular frontism. The very same is-
sue of Avanzada Socialista that has
proved so serviceable to the authors
of the resolution carries vigorous po-
lemics against popular frontism,
which in the current situation in Ar-
gentina represents a real danger. (The
authors of the resolution acknowledge
our polemics against popular front-
ism, but brush them aside, saying
we only "formally reaffirmed” our po-
sition.)

They brush aside, for instance, the
following statement in one of the ar-
ticles cited by the authors of the United
Secretariat resolution:

"We . .. are the most determined
opponents of 'democratic’ or 'popu-
lar fronts." That is, united fronts be-
tween workers and bosses. The most
basic thing we are fighting for is the
political independence of the workers
movement from the parties or fronts
of the bosses. For this reason, we
did not join in the elections either with
Frejuli [Frente Justicialista de Libe-
racién Nacional —the National Liber-
ation Front for Social Justice, the Pe-
ronist electoral formation] or the APR
[Alianza Popular Revolucionaria—
People's Revolutionary Alliance, a
popular-front-type front of small left
liberal parties supported by the CP.]
We stand, more strongly than ever, for
a united front of the working class.”

The authors of the United Secre-
tariat resolution even go so far as to
take phrases from the document al-
legedly handed to Perén, place them
in quotation marks, and represent
them as our position. This procedure
enables them to say the following:

"The PST leadership must have real-
ized that all of this—its decision to
participate in a meeting that served
as a cover for Perén's 'normalization’
moves, its. signing a common docu-
ment with bourgeois parties (includ-
ing the Unién Civica Radical, the tra-
ditional bourgeois party and even to-



day the principal bourgeois force
aside from Peronism), its proclaim-
ing a 'fundamental agreement' among
all the signers on defending the pro-
cess of 'institutionalization,' its accept-
ing 'objectives' approved by 'the peo-
ple’ (which in reality are objectives
elaborated by Campora and Perén),
and its thesis that the fight against
fascism can and must be conducted
in common with the parties represent-
ing the class enemy —would provoke
reactions among the party member-
ship.”

With such methods, it is easy to
prove a case—any case, no matter
how far it departs from the truth.

The other quotations selected by the
authors of the United Secretariat reso-
lution are irrelevant inasmuch as they
do not presumably defend the famous
statement that was allegedly presented
to Perén. They deal with the concrete
situation revolving around the ultra-
rightist coup in Cérdoba, the broader
threat this represents in Argentina to-
day, and how the opposition of cer-
tain bourgeois sectors to a possible
fascist threat in Argentina might be
utilized - in furthering the only sure
answer to fascism, that is, mobiliza-
tion of the working class inaccordance
with the program of revolutionary so-
cialism.

From the way these quotations are
utilized and from a couple of mis-
translations, it is evident that the au-
thors of the United Secretariat resolu-
tion do not understand the concrete
situation in Argentina or our position
on it. For instance, they quote one of
the articles in Avanzada Socialista as
talking about "defending constitutional
stability." The original reads "defend-
ing institutional stability." That dif-
ference is not an essential one; what is
essential is to understand that the ref-
erence is to the coup in Cdrdoba
and its ramifications.

The loose use of the word "institu-
cional” has undoubtedly added an ele-
ment of confusion (and we are not
free of blame in this), but it is hard
to understand how the authors of the
United Secretariat could have so bad-
ly misinterpreted the term in this in-
stance, for it immediately follows the
opening paragraph of the article out-
lining the concrete situation. Thetrans-
lating error (if that is what it really
is) is repeated elsewhere. For instance,
the article states that the fact "that
eight political parties converged to de-
mand a meeting to raise the institu-

tional question is of extraordinary im-
portance [que ocho partidos politicos
hayan coincidido en solicitar la entre-
vista para plantear el problema insti-
tucional es de extraordinaria impor-
tancia)." This is translated as"the fact
that eight parties reached an agree-
ment to call for a meeting to demand
institutionalization is of extraordinary
importance [le fait que huit partis
soient arrivés a un accord pour de-
mander la réunion, afin de demander
I'institutionnalisation est d'une impor-
tance extraordinairel.” But the refer-
ence in the article is to the struggle for
the establishment of constitutional
guarantees of democratic rights, a
process that began with the Cordo-
bazo and the subsequent downfall of
the military dictatorship. In other
words, the eight parties sought the in-
terview in order to dramatize the prob-
lem of the coup in Cérdoba and the
danger that the process of establishing
democratic rights might be reversed.
The objective of the PST was not to
plead with Perén but to give impetus
to mobilizing the Argentine workers.
Still another charge is made against
the leaders of the PST by the authors
of the United Secretariat resolution.
They state: "At the same time, they
[the PST leaders] have forgotten the
fundamental distinction that exists be-
tween the democratic rights demanded
by the workers movement and the
structures of bourgeois democracy."
We acknowledge that some of the
formulations we have used could have
led to this impression. We might even
have made the error in the current
situation in Argentina of not care-
fully distinguishing between a given
bourgeois "structure” and the defense
of democratic rights. Since our at-
tention has been called to this, we
have begun discussing the matter. We
appeal to other sectors of the Trotsky-
ist movement to also consider this
question, bearing in mind the con-
crete situation in Argentina, including
the meaning acquired by the word
"institucionalizacién.” 1

1. "Institutionalization” and the "process
of institutionalization" have acquired a
special meaning in current Argentine pol-
itics.

In 1949, during his first regime, Peron
put a new constitution into effect. After
he was overthrown in 1955, his successors
restored the 1853 constitution. A brutal
military dictatorship that seized power in
1966 converted the 1853 constitution into
a dead letter, dissolving congress, altering
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If an adjustment is called for, we
will not hesitate to make it as we
have in the past on other questions.

However, we insist that our basic
approach is squarely in accordance
with the Leninist concept of the Third
International, particularly as promul-
gated by Leon Trotsky. That basic
approach is to mobilize the workers
and their allies along the road to a
socialist revolution through methods
outlined in the Transitional Program.

We see no alternative to this ap-
proach. The "guerrilla strategy" has
been advanced as a possible short-
cut. We have rejected the "guerrilla
strategy” as not being in accordance
with the Leninist concept of the Third
International, above all as promul-
gated by Leon Trotsky. In Argentina
the "guerrilla strategy” has proved to

the judicial system, violating democratic
rights in the most arbitrary way, and
ruling by decree.

Upon regaining the presidency in
September 1973, Peron began drafting
still another constitution. This was sup-
posed to be unveiled next year.

The status of the constitution in Argen-
tina is thus far from clear.

Meanwhile the Argentine workers them-
selves, through a series of giant mobiliza-
tions that in some instances amounted
to semi-insurrections, thoroughly under-
mined the military dictatorship, and re-
established at least certain democratic
rights in practice. This set off a broad
movement to extend the process —to "insti-
tutionalize," these rights; that is, to compel
observance of rights that have been for-
mally recognized and to codify additional
ones.

The PST has actively supported this
movement, seeking to develop it through
mass mobilizations. The stand taken by
the PST is not different from that of
Trotskyists in other countries who battle
for democr atic rights.

In the United States, for instance, dur-
ing the McCarthyite period the Socialist
Workers party stressed the struggle for
observance of the Bill of Rights, the sec-
tion of the U. S. constitution guaranteeing
democratic rights.

Today the SWP supports the struggle
for an amendment to the constitution guar-
anteeing equal rights to women. If the
amendment were passed, this could be
described in the current terminology of
Argentine politics as "institutionalizing”
equal rights for women.

In Argentina, reactionary forces are
seeking to reverse the "process of
institutionalization." Thus the issue has
become an acute one in the class struggle
there, — IP



be a big obstacle to mobilizing the
workers and their allies along revolu-
tionary-socialist lines.

We note in passing that the authors
of the United Secretariat resolution
throw in the charge that we "previous-
ly supported the Uruguayan Frente
Amplio, which was led by a repre-
sentative of the bourgeoisie, SEREG-
NL...

The intent of this gratuitous asser-
tion is clear. The authors want to
suggest that we supported the bour-
geois figure Seregni, and called on
the workers to vote for the Frente Am-
plio, a class-collaborationist bloc. The
innuendo, however, has no basis in
fact. That is why the authors of the
United Secretariat resolution offer no
quotations or other "proofs.”" (We are
willing to discuss the character of the
Uruguayan Frente Amplio, the Chil-
ean Unidad Popular, or the French
Union de la Gauche, and what tacti-
cal attitude ought to have been adopt-
ed toward them, but this is hardly
the place to take up these problems.)

We turn now to the July 12 adden-
dum to the resolution of the United
Secretariat. The addendum acknowl-
edges the public self-criticism made
by the editorial staff in the June 26
issue of Avanzada Socialista only to
shrug it off as meaningless. If the
leaders of the PST did not sign the
document handed to Perén, -that
proves nothing, they argue, because
the PST leaders support such a course
in general! But then the specific case
involving our allegedly signing the
document, on which the authors of the

United Secretariat hinged everything,
also disappears, and we are left with
nothing but their general assertion,
deprived of any foundation in fact,
that our course has been "opportunist.”

Moreover, the authors of the reso-
lution contend, if the leaders of the
PST did not sign the document al-
legedly handed to Perdn, they at least
signed other unprincipled documents;
therefore the charges against us still
stand. The fresh "evidence” adduced
for this argument—which is an extra-
ordinary one to say the least—is that
on June 29, 1974, the PST added its
signature to the signatures of seven
other parties on a "center-left’ declara-
tion supporting "the process of insti-
tutionalization in the country” and "the
operation of the legal mechanisms of
constitutional succession.” The source
of this "evidence," state the authors
of the resolution, is the June 30, 1974,
issue of the Buenos Aires bourgeois

daily La Opinién. (Other newspapers .

reported to the contrary. For example,
La Nacién.) ,

Besides this, the authors of the reso-
lution declare, on July 3, following the
death of Perén, the leaders of the PST
signed a statement in the city of Santa
Fe in response to a request from the
president of the provincial parlia-
ment in support of "the maintenance
of constitutional stability as the only
adequate means for attaining social
justice in freedom, breaking the grip
of the imperialist interests, and achiev-
ing lasting independence.”" The source
cited for this "evidence" is a dispatch
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from Rosario published in the July 4
issue of the Buenos Aires bourgeois
daily El Cronista Comercial.

The reports are erroneous in both
instances. In neither case did either
leaders or members of the PST sign
any such documents or support them.
We would suggest to the authors of
the postscript to the resolution of the
United Secretariat that the standards
of accuracy in the bourgeois press in
Argentina are even below those of
Le Monde.

A final point: How could it happen
that the editorial staff of Avanzada
Socialista made the error it did in
reporting the March 21 interview with
Perén? It is of no public interest to
go into the details, which concern the
organization and functioning of the
staff. Suffice it to state that the specific
problem is but one of many facing our
organization in a period of tumultu-
ous growth. The opportunities for re-
cruitment and expansion have placed
extreme -demands on all our seasoned
cadres. New adherents are being in-
tegrated as fast as possible, but full
integration requires time. Meanwhile
errors are bound to crop up. Our
situation, we are sure, will be appre-
ciated by those sectors of the world
Trotskyist movement that have un-
dergone similar periods of swift
growth. What we require above all

from the Fourth International at pres-

ent is understanding of our oppor-
tunities and problems — and loyal col-
laboration in our effort to handle
them in a principled way.

August 20, 1974



Statement of the United Secretariat on the PST

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, January 20, 1975

[The following statement was published in the Decem-
ber 12, 1974, issue of Inprécor, a fortnightly publication
of the United Secretariat of the Fourth International.]

* . * *

The United Secretariat of the Fourth International
has adopted the following statement in response to the
August 20, 1974, statement of the Executive Committee
of the PST: :

We acknowledge the affirmation of the comrades of
the PST that they did not sign the document of March 21,
1974, or the documents of June 29 and July 3, 1974,
signatures the Argentine press had attributed to them.

If the contrary impression was created, it was due
in large part to the fact that Avanzada Socialista, the
organ of the PST, had itself confirmed the information
in the bourgeois press in this regard and to the fact that
there was an extraordinary delay in the correction made
by the PST.

Let us leave aside the argument that it was necessary
to wait two months before publicly correcting the error
made by Avanzada Socialista in order to give that cor-
rection greater exposure through the television appear-
ance of Comrade Coral. But what of the delay in the
internal rectification?

The comrades of the PST were invited to three suc-
cessive meetings of the United Secretariat to explain
their attitude toward: the meeting and document of
March 21, 1974. They did not attend any of these meet-
ings. They could have immediately explained in writing
that they had not signed the document in question. They
refrained from doing so. The first written indication in
this regard was received by the United Secretariat at the
beginning of June in a letter from the PST dated May 23.
The first public interpretation of the new version of the
facts came to the United Secretariat three months after
the events, with the June 26 issue of Avanzada Socialista,
which explained that the PST had not signed the docu-
ment. To this day we have received no explanation of
the reasons that led the PST to delay so long an internal
rectification that could have been sent forty-eight hours
after their receipt of the first letter from the United
Secretariat.

We also acknowledge to the comrades of the PST that
in the published text of the United Secretariat resolu-
tion of July 12, 1974, the passage relative to the PST's
conception of the defense of institutionalization was placed
between quotation marks through an error in transcrip-
tion of the manuscript. It is true that this was not a
quotation from Avanzada Socialista but rather our own
judgment of the meaning of the conceptions and action
of the leaders of the PST, a judgment based not on an
allegedly abusive quotation but rather on an analysis
that we can only reiterate.
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All this is not the basis of the problem. What con-
cerned the leadership of the Fourth International was
not only the fact that according to the Argentine press,
including Avanzada Socialista, the PST was said to
have signed a common declaration with seven other
parties, several of them bourgeois parties, one of them
the country's principal bourgeois opposition party. What
was also of concern was the argumentation through

- which the leadership of the PST had justified the meeting

with representatives of the government and the bour-
geois parties and through which Avanzada Socialista
had justified — "by mistake,” it now appears—signature
of a common document of the eight parties.

Avanzada Socialista continued to develop this argu-
mentation for months. It thus exhibited a political orien-
tation that breaks with the programmatic continuity of
‘the Fourth International and of revolutionary Marxism
on at least one important question. That is the reason
the leadership of the Fourth International judged it nec-
essary to make public its criticism of the PST in its
declaration of July 12, 1974, and, at the request of the
PST, continues to have this discussion publicly.

Thus, in the first denial, published by the June 26
Avanzada Socialista, we read (we are quoting the English
version published in the July 15, 1974, Intercontinental
Press):

"In our country the democratic liberties we have at
present are the result of tremendous workers' struggles
that erupted with the Cordobazo. These liberties are
being threatened by the rise of fascist groups that are
supported by a wing of the government, by the union
bureaucracy, and by the bourgeoisie. Faced with that
threat, we consider it not only permissible but obligatory
to make limited, tactical, temporary agreements with
any sector that comes out for the defense of democratic
rights. . . .

"One of the eight parties proposed that a joint declara-
tion be made, and it presented a draft. Qur party pro-
posed a series of changes that were partially accepted.
At the time we went to press, the editorial staff thought
that the document bore the signature of the Partido So-
cialista de los Trabajadores. Actually, it was not signed
because there was still disagreement with it.”

That can mean but one thing: In principle, the leader-
ship of the PST continues to think that signing a com-
mon document with the Communist party and a certain
number of bourgeois parties, among them the country's
principal opposition bourgeois party, "for the defense
of the process of institutionalization” was correct. If the
PST did not sign this particular common declaration,
it is simply because an agreement on the exact content



of the declaration had not (must we say, had not yet?)
been reached. ’

In its July 4, 1974, issue Avanzada Socialista returned
to the charge and wrote (again, we are quoting the En-
glish version, published in the July 22, 1974, Interconti-
nental Press):

"Our party is the only militant party left in Argentina

that has publicly stated that it supports the process of

institutionalization. . . .

"In October 1972 representatives of our party went to
meet the representative of the military dictatorship to
tell him that we supported the 'process of institutionali-
zation' and to demand the withdrawal of the military
junta from the government. .

" .. today ... once agam, in the aftermath of Gen-
eral Per6n's death we have reiterated our support for
the 'process of institutionalization' against the attacks
of the putschist right."

We were and are in total opposition to this political
orientation, whose fundamental logic, based on a dis-
torted quotation from Lenin, is expressed in the clearest
manner in the following passage from the July 4, 1974,
Avanzada Socialista:

"In a nutshell, since the Cordobazo unleashed the strug-
gle against the Ongania dictatorship, the word 'insti-
tutionalization' has acquired a meaning in Argentine
politics different from the one given in the dictionary.
It has become a synonym of fighting to defend or win
democratic rights.

"This is why we have used the term in public state-
ments. And we do not regret using it to condemn the
military dictatorship, even though this could have the
effect of defending the elections the Peronists won; or
to condemn the Navarro coup, even though this could
have the effect in pracnce of defending Obregén Cano;
or to condemn a coup d'etat now, even if it has the
effect of defending the Peronist government. . . . This is
what Lenin was referring to when he said that every
revolutionary had to distinguish between forms of gov-
ernment and defend higher ones. . . .

"How must the process of institutionalization be de-
fended?

"The fact that in defending democratic rights our posi-
tion coincides with non-working-class and nonsocialist
currents and parties does not mean that we agree with
them on anything else or on the way to defend these
democratic rights.

"Our party will always agree with Balbin and the FAS
lawyers in opposing by all means the suppression of
the daily El Mundo. Balbin does this in the name of
the bourgeois liberal constitution he supports. We do
s0 in the name of workers democracy and socialism.

"These convergences with bourgeois sectors can be
expressed in the form of limited agreements, documents,
statements, etc. All these various types of public actions,
from joint communiqués to rallies, are useful and help
to create the kind of social consciousness and climate
needed to defend civil liberties or condemn fascism. More-
over, they safeguard and reinforce the legal rights of the
revolutionary party.”

We can only repeat;: We are in total disagreement with
this conception of the struggle against fascism and the
threat of rightist dictatorship. For the Trotskyist move-
ment and the Fourth International, the struggle against
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fascism and the threat of rightist dictatorship is centered
on the necessity for the workers united front, which is a
class front and not an interclass front. We reject the
Social Democratic policy of lesser evilism according to
which the workers are supposed to defend "superior” or
"better” bourgeois "forms of government” against "less
good" or "inferior" forms of government. Lenin explained
that it was perfectly possible to struggle against Kornilov
without defending the "superior” form of government of
Kerensky. Trotsky many times explained that the neces-
sity of combating the fascist threat as the heaviest threat
weighing on the working class in no way involved
defense of the "superior” government of Briining, not to
mention that of von Papen or von Schleicher, against
Hitler. (Leon Trotsky, The Struggle Against Fascism
in Germany, Pathfinder Press, New York, 1971, pp.
95, 108, 135-7, 140, 152, etc.)

The position of Avanzada Socialista was so excessive
that the PST had to back off on the matter and sketch
out an initial self-criticism m its statement of August 20,
1974. There we read:

"Still another charge is made against the leaders of the
PST by the authors of the United Secretariat resolu-
tion. They state: 'At the same time, they (the PST lead-
ers) have forgotten the fundamental distinction that exists
between the democratic rights demanded by the workers
movement and the structures of bourgeois democracy.’

"We acknowledge that some of the formulations we
have used could have led to this impression. We might
even have made the error in the current situation in
Argentina of not carefully distinguishing between a given
bourgeois ’'structure'’ and the defense of democratic
rights.”

Unfortunately, this beginning of self-criticism, which we
salute, stops short with an attempt to reduce everything
to semantic confusion over the word "institutionaliza-
tion." The word is supposedly not being used in the
dictionary sense, but rather to mean "the institutional
guarantee of democratic rights.” Without wanting to enter
into this semantic debate, we draw the attention of the
PST comrades to the fact that they themselves have used
this term in a clearly broader sense— one that does not
diverge very much from the usual meaning the "diction-
aries” commonly attribute to it. When Avanzada So-
cialista, apropos of the "process of institutionalization,”
refers to the elections won by the Peronists (issue of
July 4, 1974); when the PST insists on the necessity
of obtaining constitutional guarantees of democratic
rights (Intercontinental Press, September 9, 1974); when
Comrade Coral affirms at the "multisectoral” meeting of
October 8, 1974: "El PST seguir4 luchando contra todos
esos factores que crean el clima golpista, y luchara por
la continuidad de este gobierno, porque fue elegido por
la mayoria de los trabajadores argentinos, . . ." (The
PST will continue struggling against all those factors
that create the putschist climate and will struggle for the
continuity of this government, because it was elected by
the majority of Argentine workers; Avanzada Socialista,
October 17, 1974), it is obvious that it is not simply
a question of the "guarantee of democratic rights" but
also of the functioning of the institutions of the so-called
democratic parliamentary bourgeois state as a whole.
Obviously, this includes parliamentary elections, the
parliament, the bourgeois state apparatus, the govern-



ment that comes out of these elections, etc. And Marxist-
Leninists know that these institutions also involve de-
fending bourgeois property, capitalist exploitation, and
the apparatus of repression devoted to this defense.
‘The_insufficiency of the self-criticism and the confusion
that it maintains derive from the fact that the comrades

of the PST identify the question of "institutionalization,”

that is, the continuity of the democratic parliamentary
institutions of the bourgeois state with the question of the
defense of democratic rights. It is true that the PST's
August 20, 1974, declaration pronounces itself against
any political support to a bourgeois regime or coalition.
That is really the least one can demand from an orga-
nization that claims allegiance to Trotskyism. But the
rejection of "support to the policy of a bourgeois re-
gime" combined with "support to the process of institu-
tionalization," that is, the consolidation and strength-
ening of the institutions of bourgeois-parliamentary
democracy, leaves the question of the PST's attitude
toward the bourgeois state completely open. And it is
. that question that lies at the ecenter of the controversy.
The PST!'s self-criticism has not at all clarified the party's
attitude in this regard. We hope that it will be extended
to. eliminate any equivocation on this crucial problem.

.The origins of the confusion appear rather clearly

when the question of agreements with the parties or

representatives of the bourgeoisie is examined. Revolu-

tienary Marxists are advocates of the defense of demo-:

cratic  rights. They have even always allowed for the

possibility of temporary technical agreements with bour- :

geois liberals on practical objectives of struggle for a
given and precise democratic right, all the while re-
jecting any political bloc with the liberal bourgeoisie.
Trotsky cited in this regard the fact that some bour-
geois Jews gave money to the Social Democratic work-
ers groups in Russia in order to allow them to buy
arms to fight against the Black Hundreds, who were
organizing pogroms. Only inveterate sectarians who are
scarcely interested in the real struggle could reject such
an agreement as "opportunist.” :

Likewise, no revolutionary having a minimum of good
sense would reject the support of a bourgeois politician
in-a campaign to defend or regain legality for a work-
ers journal or for the exercise of the right to strike,
so_long as that support is not contingent on subordi-
nating the general orientation, including in the defense
of democratic rights, to the exigencies .of the search for
the support, that is, to a policy of compromise with the
"liberal” bourgeoisie.

‘The August 20, 1974, document of the Executlve Com-
mijttee of the PST appears to say the same thing. But
in sliding from the question of an occasional technical
agreement for the defense of a particular democratic
right to the search for an agreement with the "liberal"
bourgeoisie for the defense of democratic rights in gen-
eral, the statement passes imperceptibly to the search
for; political accords for the defense of the institutions
of bourgeois parliamentary democracy.

This emerges clearly from the quotations already cited
from the July 4, 1974, Avanzada Socialista,  in which
this journal speaks of "convergences with bourgeois sec-
tors (that) can be expressed in the form of limited agree-
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ments, documents, declarations, etc. All these various
types of public actions(!), from joint communiqués to
rallies, are useful and help to create the kind of social
consciousness and climate(!) needed to defend civil lib-
erties or condemn(!) fascism.”

It is precisely to avoid such confusion that Trotsky
clarifies the objectives of a workers united front in the
struggle against the rise of fascism by making a distinc-
tion between the defense of the "germs, elements, of prole-
tarian democracy within bourgeois democracy” and the
defense of the bourgeois-democratic institutions of the
bourgeois state:

"What will the Communist Party 'defend’'? The Weimar
Constitution? No, we will leave that task to Brandler.
The Communist Party must call for the defense of those
material and moral positions which the working class
has managed to win in the German state. This most
directly concerns the fate of the workers' political orga-
nizations, trade unions, newspapers, printing plants,
clubs, libraries, etc. Communist workers must say to
their Social Democratic counterparts: 'The policies of
our parties are irreconcilably opposed; but if the fas-
cists come tonight to wreck your organization's hall,
we will come running, arms in hand, to help you. Will
you promise us that if our organization is threatened
you will rush to our aid?' This is the quintessence of our
policy in the coming period. All agitation must be pitched
in this key." (The Struggle Against Fascism in Germany,
Pathfinder Press, 1971, p. 72.)

And still more clearly in an article entitled "Fascism
and Democratic Slogans"dated July 14, 1933:

"t is true that the upsurge of discontent of the middle
classes and the resistance of the workers will provoke
a division in the bloc of the owning classes and will
impel a 'left wing' to seek ties with the petty bourgeoisie.
But the task of the party of the proletariat in regard
to the 'liberal’ wing of the owning classes will not consist
in integrating them into a bloc ‘of all classes' against
fascism but on the contrary in immediately engaging
in a determined struggle against it for influence over
the lower layers of the petty bourgeoisie.” (Trotsky,
Schriften iiber Deutschland, Volume 2, p. 600, our em-
phasis.)

Now, the meetings in which the PST has been par-
ticipating in no way had as their objective engaging in
practical actions for the defense of a given democratic

‘right, a given conquest of the working class. It was a

matter of meetings to affirm —in the presence of the
government— the defense of the "process of institutional-
ization." Moreover, regular meetings with the bourgeois
opposition parties and the CP are in turn becoming
institutionalized meetings. In political terms, that is called
an interclass political bloc against all those who "resort
to violence” in Argentina and who thereby threaten the
"rocess of institutionalization."”

This political orientation is inadmissible from the stand-
point of principle. From the standpoint of the desired
effects in the struggle against the fascist threat and
against the terror of the far right it is totally ineffective.

In its March 28, 1974, issue Avanzada Socialista
makes much of a quotation from Trotsky affirming that
in the struggle against fascism one can even make an
alliance with the devil and his grandmother. But the
organ of the PST neglects to add that this quotation



was aimed at explaining to Communist workers the
necessity of a united front with the Social Democratic
party, that is, a reformist workers party whose leaders
are undoubtedly representatives of the bourgeoisie within
the workers movement but who are no less part of the
organized workers movement. Trotsky in no way pro-
posed such an agreement with bourgeois pdrties like
those that are participating in the regular meetings be-
tween the PST and the seven other parties.

In drawing this quotation out of context Avanzada
Socialista above all does not point out that the very
article from which this phrase is drawn, "What Next"
turns completely on the idea of the class united front
of a "class against class" opposition to combat the rise
of fascism: :

"The contentions regarding the policies of the united
front take their origin from such fundamental and inex-
orable exigencies of the struggle of class against class.
. .." (The Struggle Against Fascism in Germany, p.
179.)

"'Class against class!’' This means all organizations
of the proletariat must take their place in the united
front against the bourgeoisie.

"The practical program of the united front is determined
by agreements with organizations made in full view of
the masses. Every organization remains under its own
banner and its own leadership. Every organization obeys
in action the discipline of the united front.

"'Class against class!' Indefatigable agitation must
be conducted in order that the Social Democratic orga-
nizations and the reformist trade unions shall break
with the perfidious bourgeois allies in the 'Iron Front'
and that they join in common with the Communists
and all other organizations of the proletariat.” (Ibid.
p. 256.)

Trotsky considered the breakup of the alliance between
the Social Democrats and the "antifascist” bourgeois "lib-
erals" of the Staatspartei as a concomitant condition
for the constitution of a workers united front against
fascism. He called for the exclusion of the bourgeois
liberals of the Eiserne Front (Iron Front) at the same
time as he demanded the conclusion of agreements be-
tween the Social Democratic party and the CP.

Does the PST counterpose the tonception of a bloc
with liberal bourgeois parties for the defense of the "pro-
cess of institutionalization” to Trotsky's conception of
the workers united front?

This conception of Trotsky's was not a concession
to -the ultraleftist atmosphere prevailing in the Com-
munist International in the beginning of the 1930s. Its
roots lie in the Marxist comprehension of the origins
and nature of fascism. The source of the rise of fascism
lies in the structural crisis of decadent capitalism and
the crisis of the bourgeois-parliamentary system, which
is its corollary. The more serious these two crises become
without the revolutionary vanguard being capable of
leading the working class to the overthrow of capitalism,
the more theé culture medium of the fascist germs fer-
ments. Under these conditions, to counterpose defense
of increasingly paralyzed bourgeois-parliamentary insti-
tutions in decomposition to the rise of fascism is to court
certain defeat. Trotsky explained in this regard:

"Isn't the conclusion self-evident that, faced with dif-
ficulties and tasks too great for it, the democratic re-
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gime is losing control? ... The internal and external
difficulties of the German nation have heated up the
class struggle to the point where no one can or wants
to subordinate it to parliamentary conventions. Some
may regret this, bitterly reproach the extremist parties
for their inclination toward violence, hope for a better
future. But facts are facts. The wires of democracy can-
not take too high a social voltage. Such are, however,
the voltages of our time.” (Ibid. pp. 267-68.)

For this reason, the workers united front against fas-
cism turns entirely on the extraparliamentary action of
the workers. The defense of the workers organizations
against the fascist gangs is an indispensable precondi-
tion for strengthening the self-confidence, striking force,
and combativity of the working class. That is why
wanting to pass to "the offensive” so long as fascism
is not driven back represents irresponsible chatter. But
this defense must unleash a dynamic of anticapitalist
offensive to render the antifascist struggle victorious:

"The task of demolishing fascism retains all its acute-
ness. The decisive battle of the proletariat against fas-
cism will signal the simultaneous collision with the Bona-
partist state apparatus. This make the general strike
an indispensable fighting weapon. It must be prepared.
A special general strike plan must be worked out, that
is, a plan for the mobilization of the forces to carry it
out. Proceeding from this plan, a mass campaign must
be unfolded, on the basis of which an agreement for
carrying out the general strike under well-defined politi-
cal conditions may be proposed to the Social Democ-
racy. Repeated and made concrete at every new stage,
this proposal will lead in the process of its development
to the creation of the soviets as the highest organs of
the united front.” (Ibid. p. 321.) :

And even more clearly:

"The logic of events is such that the struggle for 'parlia-
ment' and: for 'democracy' becomes- for every Social
Democratic worker a question of power. Therein lies
the main content of the whole conflict from the stand-
point of the revolution. The question of power is the
question of the revolutionary unity of the proletariat
in action. A united front policy with respect to the Social
Democracy must be pursued in the very near future
to render possible, on the basis of proletarian demo-
cratic representation, the creation of class organs of
struggle, i. e. of workers soviets.”

Of course, Argentina in 1974 is not Germany in 1932.
There are important differences in the social structure’
of the two countries, in the relative weight of the different
social classes, and above all in the forms of organiza-
tion, political tradition, and level of political class con-
sciousness of the workers. But no "mational particularity”
can transform the Radical party of Mr. Balbin into a
serious candidate for the organization of a general strike
—not to mention workers councils— at the side of the
workers organizations. Is it not obvious that Trotsky
is defending a different political orientation in these prop-
ositions of struggle against the fascist threat through
the workers united front leading to the united class ac-
tion of the proletariat culminating in a general strike—
different from the orientation that sees regular meetings
with bourgeois parties, signing common declarations
and communiqués with these parties, and organizing
common meetings with these parties as the useful condi-



tion for "creating the kind of social consciousness and
climate needed to defend civil liberties or condemn fas-
cism"(Avanzada Socialista, July 4, 1974)?

Moreover, the comrades of the PST are caught in an
additional contradiction. They heavily insist on the fact
that they were and remain irremediably opposed to coali-
tions of the "popular front” type. Excellent resolve! But
they seem to forget that the popular fronts were consti-
tuted in the 1930s exactly with the aim of "defending
democratic rights" against the fascist threat. If not only
technical agreements but also political agreements with
liberal bourgeois parties are admissible for the defense
not only of a specific democratic right but democratic
rights in general, what remains of the basis of the revo-
lutionary Marxist opposition to the "antifascist” policy
of the popular front? Is it solely the fact that the popular
front also contains a governmental program? Would it
then become acceptable without such a program? If agree-
ment with bourgeois parties to defend democratic rights
in general is admissible, is it not. even more admissible
for regaining them where they have been suppressed?
What then remains of the validity of the revolutionary
Marxist opposition to the policy of "antifascist front”
with the "iberal” bourgeoisie and its political parties,
as followed by the Spanish CP, the Chilean CP, and the
Uruguayan CP, to cite only three examples?

The question is not simply rhetorical. Already the
PRT-U (Partido Revolucionario de los Trabajadores-

Uruguay), a close political ally of the PST, has pro--

nounced itself squarely in favor of such a front for the
"reconquest of free elections™

"In view of this situation and the way the consciousness
of the working class has advanced as a result of the
colossal general strike it fought in defense of the last
vestiges of its democratic rights, which were wrenched
away by the putschists, we think that the struggle begun
in June (1973) must continue. It must go forward to
overthrow the dictatorship by raising a program that
sums up. the most urgent demands of the workers and
draws behind it the entire people's movement, including
sectors of the bourgeoisie itself that are opposed to the
dictatorship. We think this program . . . is summed up
in the demand for free elections in which all parties

can participate.”(Prensa Obrera, March 11, 1974, quoted

in Intercontinental Press, April 22, 1974, our emphasis.)

We are entitled to ask the comrades of the PST: Do
you agree with this "dloc" with the liberal bourgeoisie
for the."defense" or "conquest" of "free elections"? Is that
the line that Trotsky defended as the orientation for the
struggle against fascism and the threats of far-rightist
dictatorship? Is that the orientation of the workers united
front? Is not an urgent and complete self-criticism re-
quired in face of such dangerous confusion?

Nevertheless, the seriousness of the error committed
by the PST acquires an additional dimension when it
is placed in the context of the concrete political situation
that exists in Argentina today.

Revolutionary Marxists are unanimous in regarding

the replacement of the military dictatorship of Lanusse
by the return to power of the Peronists as being the
result of the rise of an explosive mass movement that

began with the insurrectional general strike in Cordoba
in 1969. We will add that the development of multiple
forms of armed confrontation between the military bour-
geois forces on the one hand and sectors of the masses
as well as some groups of the vanguard on the other
created for the bourgeoisie the clear danger of a civil
war in which entire sections of the toiling masses would
successively become engaged, a danger that precipitated
its opting for a return to power of the Peronists.

By promoting  the "process of - institutionalization”
through the "great national accord," the Argentine big
bourgeoisie, supported by imperialism, pursued the es-
sential aims of averting the risk of an overall confronta-
tion between its army and the masses (which involved,
moreover, a challenge to the internal cohesion of the
army), of reestablishing control over the workers move-
ment through the Peronist trade-union bureaucracy, of
arresting the impetuous rise of workers struggles, and
of relaunching the process of accumulation of capital
thanks to the combination of reestablished "social peace”
at home and precise operations abroad (search for in-
vestments from European and Japanese imperialism,
search for new outlets in the bureaucratized workers
states, development of an "Andes bloc" as a privileged
market for Argentine industry v1s-a-v1s its Brazilian com-
petitor, etc.).

But the sine qua non for the success of this Peronist
project was the acceptance of "social peace"by the whole
working class in exchange for "free elections"” and some
improvements in real wages in comparison with the
worst periods of the military dictatorship. And the situa-
tion in the workers movement after the experience of
the military dictatorship and after the Cordobazos was
no longer one of integral control by the Peronist bu-
reaucracy over all the workers. A growing number of
workers— although still largely a minority on a nation-
al scale—were beginning to act independently both in
certain regions (Tucuméan and Coérdoba, for example)
and in certain sectors (the workers of the drafting indus-
try, for example).

Under these conditions, the reestablishment of the
Peronist regime inevitably involved a growing violent
and terrorist repression not only against the Peronist
far left and the groups engaged in guerrilla - struggle,
but also against all independent sectors of the workers
movement and the working class. From the attacks
against the Peronist youth on the very day of Perén's
return to Argentina (the massacre at Ezeiza airport)
to the raiding operations against union headquarters
in October 1974, inclusive of the innumerable intervening
bombing attacks and assassinations of leftist militants,
this repression has in no way been a "riposte” to the
'violence of the far left,” as the open apologists and other
mouthpieces of the bourgeoisie claim. Rather, it is in-
scribed in the very logic of the project of the Great Na-
tional Accord: reestablish "social peace” at any price
and isolate—in order to crush them — the radicalized
sectors of the working class and the petty bourgeoisie
that are not submitting to the %ocial peace.” The reso-
lution on Argentina adopted by the Tenth World Con-
gress of the Fourth International (Fourth Congress since
Reunification) affirmed in this regard:

"It is this very explosion of the internal conflicts of
Peronism that has rapidly brought to light the unstable
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character of the new period of bourgeois democracy.
But beyond the internecine struggle within the Peronist
movement, the escalation of actions by the parapolice
gangs and the bureaucracy is aimed at dealing selective
but effective blows against sectors of the social vanguard
that refuse to accept the imperatives of capitalist 'na-
tional reconstruction.' The murder of militants, kid-
nappings, and the rightist attacks of various kinds are
occurring at a rhythm never seen before, even under
the military dictatorship. A curious 'democracy’ that
develops the white terror starting from the highest gov-
ernmental circles! The selective repression, under the
cover of the activity of the parallel gangs, is going to
be completed by new repressive legislation on various
levels.” :
That is exactly what has happened.

This "institutionalized" and systematic repression, under
the direct control of Lopez Rega, the "strongman” of the
Peronist regime, reveals the hypocritical and fraudulent
character of the declarations of the leading Peronists —
yesterday General Peron and today Maria Estella Peréon
— according to which "the process of institutivnalization”
justifies no form of violence. Those who have made these
declarations are tolerating, covering for, and justifying
a systematic terror against the vanguard sectors of the
working class and youth. The first duty of a revolution-
ary party in Argentina is to denounce this abject hypoc-
risy. The PST's participation in the institutionalized meet-
ings between the government and the so-called center-
left opposition on the contrary provides left cover for a
political operation whereby the Peronist regime is seeking
to camouflage its responsibility for the organization of an
antiworker and antirevolutionary repression behind the
shield of verbal declarations against "terrorism wherever
it comes from." By publishing headlines in its newspaper
like "Neither Guerrillas Nor Social Peace," by multiplying
condemnations of "terrorism of the left and the right,”
by affirming that the "guerrillas create the pretext” for
the unleashing of the rightist terror, the PST provides
grist for the mill of the bourgeois propaganda to the ef-
fect that the fascist terror is the "product” of the "violence
of the left” instead of denouncing the terrorist repression
against the far left and the vanguard sectors of the work-
ing class as the logical and inevitable product of the
Peronist project of reestablishing "social peace" at any
price and of fostering class collaboration in a climate
of exacerbation of the class struggle.

The PST's participation in the hypocritical comedy of
"national harmonization"” around support to the process
of institutionalization organized by the Peronist regime
is all the more fraught with consequences in that it allows
the bourgeois press to distribute in millions of copies
reports about the PST's approval of the government
propaganda about the "union of all Argentines around
democratic institutions and the unanimous condemna-
tion of violence." And the statement made by Juan Carlos
Coral at the "multisectoral meeting" of October 8, 1974,
was not made to deny this propaganda. In the text of
that statement, we read, notably:

"Asumiendo plenamente la cuota de responsabilidad
que nos corresponde en el actu 1 proceso politico con
la sinceridad con que siempre hemos expresado nuestros
puntos de vista, y con la sinceridad que la misma
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sefiora presidente nos reclamaba en su discurso inicial,
hemos venido esta manana a repudiar categoricamente
todas las formas de terrorismo, todas las manifestaciones
de violencia individual de grupos que se ejerzan al
margen de la voluntad y las necesidades de las masas,
y a repudiar también esa otra forma de violencia mas
general y casi institucionalizada en nuestro pais, que
es el golpe de estado.

"Termino, sehora, diciendo que nuestro partido con-
sidera util esta forma de dialogo, que no tiene precedentes
en el pais. No pretendemos modificar con un discurso
la politica del gobierno, pero, seguramente, la sefiora
presidente y los senores ministros habran recogido
algunas de las observaciones que hemos formulado.

"Sabemos que las limitaciones burguesas del gobierno
le impidiran adoptar las medidas minimas que nosotros
reclamamos. Ni puede hacer la Reforma Agraria, ni
puede expropriar los monopolios, ni puede modificar
sustancialmente la relacion de precios y salarios, ni
podra, seguramente, sancionar drasticamente los des-
bordes de la violencia fascista.

"El Partido Socialista de los Trabajadores seguira
luchando contra todos esos factores que crean el clima
golpista, y luchara por la continuidad de este gobierno,
porque fué elegido por la mayoria de los trabajadores
argentinos y porque permite el ejercicio de algunas lib-
ertades democraticos que son, a su vez, una conquista
de las movilizaciones obreras y populares que conmo-
vieron pais a partir del cordobazo.”" (Avanzada So-
cialista, October 17, 1974.)

("We fully assume the responsibility that devolves on
us in the present political process with the sincerity with
which we have always expressed our points of view
and with the sincerity that Sefiora Presidente herself de-
manded of us in her opening speech; we have come
this morning to categorically repudiate all forms of ter-
rorism, all the manifestations of individual violence of
groups that act apart from the desires and necessities
of the masses, and to repudiate also that other, more
general, almost institutionalized, form of violence in our
country represented by coups d'etat.

("Finally, Sefiora, let us say that our party considers
this form of dialogue, which is unprecedented in the
country, to be useful. We do not hope to alter the gov-
ernment's policy with a speech; but surely Sehora Presi-
dente and the ministers have noted some of the observa-
tions we have formulated.

("We know that the bourgeois limitations of the gov-
ernment will prevent it from adopting the minimal mea-
sure$ that we are demanding. It cannot carry out the
Agrarian Reform, cannot expropriate the monopolies,
cannot substantially change the relations of prices and
wages, nor, surely, will it be able to drastically restrict
the incidents of fascist violence.

("The Partido Socialista de los Trabajadores will con-
tinue struggling against all those factors that create the
putschist climate and will struggle for the continuity
of this government, because it was elected by the ma-
jority of Argentine workers and because it permits the
exercise of some democratic rights that, in turn, are
conquests of the workers and peoples mobilizations that
have shaken the country since the cordobazo.”

It is true that Coral's speech as reported in Avanzada



Socialista also contained a condemnation of the gov-
ernment's "passivity” in face of the murder of worker
militants like those of the PST (a condemnation that
was not reported in the bourgeois press). But the pas-
sages we have just quoted — like the accounts published
in Avanzada Socialista according to which the presi-
dent approached the PST delegates to express condolences
for the losses in human life suffered by the PST and like
the big headlines about the condemnation of the white
terror by the oppositional delegates assembled at the
multisectoral meeting — facilitate the Peronist govern-
ment's camouflage and cover-up operation instead of
exposing it. Coming on the eve of the proclamation
of the state of siege, after the vote on antistrike laws,
and after the greater and greater accentuation of terror
against the PST itself, this manifestly serves the bour-
geoisie and the Peronist regime more than it contributes
to defending the PST against the violence of the far right
or the attempt to outlaw the PST.

It is thus high time for the PST to reexamine and cor-
rect its policy of "support to the process of institutionaliza-
tion." To take all the initiatives necessary to effectively
defend its own legal status, the freedom of action of
all the workers organizations, the total exercise of the
right to strike and of trade-union democracy, and to
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defend effectively its own leaders and militants, who
are more and more threatened by the terror of the far
right, - the PST must resolutely orient itself toward the
line of the workers united front and the propagation and
carrying out in practice of self-defense by the workers
organizations themselves against the fascist terror.

It is high time to put the main stress on the Peronist
government's responsibility for the repression against
the left and to avoid any false maneuver that serves
in reality to hide this responsibility from the masses.

The Fourth International has a duty of political clari-
fication to fulfill. We are convinced that this duty consti-
tutes an aid for the comrades of the PST and not an
attack on this sympathizing organization. But the prin-
cipal task of the sections of the Fourth International
at the present moment, given the situation that is de-
veloping in Argentina, is to arouse the workers move-
ment and the toiling masses of all countries against the
terror in Argentina, to the defense of the workers and
revolutionary organizations that are victims of violent
repression, both legal and extralegal, to the defense of
the PST and the other sympathizing organizations of
the Fourth International in Argentina. We are certain
that our sections will not fail in this task. 0



In Reply to the IMT’s Open Letter Number 2

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, January 20, 1975

[The following statement by the
Executive Committee of the Partido
Socialista de los Trabajadores (So-
cialist Workers party), a sympathizing
organization of the Fourth Interna-
tional in Argentina, was issued Jan-
uary 7, 1975. The translation is by
Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

Whose Responsibility?

1.

On July 26, 1974, the majority of
the United Secretariat of the Fourth
International published an "open let-
ter" entitled "Whither the PST?" which
was directed to the Partido Socialista
de los Trabajadores. The objective of
the statement was to try to show that
the PST was following a class-collab-
orationist policy in clear violation of
the principles of Trotskyism.

In a reply dated August 20, 1974,
"In Defense of the PST and the
Truth," we deplored the decision of
the majority of the United Secretariat
to engage in a public attack on our
party on matters that ordinarily
would be discussed within the ranks
of the world Trotskyist movement. We
regretted that the action taken by the
majority of the United Secretariat left
us no recourse but to answer in public.

The majority of the United Secre-
tariat was obviously disconcerted by
our reply, which set the record
straight, including criticizing ourselves
for some mistakes we had made. But
instead of closing the public debate
on this subject and referring contin-
uation of the dispute—if this was
thought necessary—to the internal
bulletins of the movement, the major-
ity of the United Secretariat decided
to publish another "open letter," which
they apparently hope will prove less
fragile than the first one. This was
made public in the December 12,1974,
issue of Inprecor.

We again express regret that the

majority members of the United Sec-
retariat have chosen to follow this
course. They have assumed a grave
responsibility.

We would like to stress the point all
the more since the majority members
of the United Secretariat have chosen
in their second open letter to misrep-
resent our stand. They state that it
was "at the request of the PST" that
the United Secretariat decided to con-
tinue the public discussion.

Nothing of the kind. We took the
opposite position that the debate be
internal.

In addition, we have been informed
that a minority of the United Secre-
tariat, that is, the representatives of
the Leninist- Trotskyist Faction, whose
views we share, not only opposed the
contents of the new statement but ar-
gued against continuing the discus-
sion of this subject in public and
warned that it could further damage
the authority of the United Secretariat.
They had taken the same position
on the first open letter submitted by
the majority of the United Secretariat,
and they contended that the resulting
exchange had confirmed their forecast.

The majority members of the United
Secretariat, who adhere to the Inter-
national Majority Tendency, the fac-
tion that gained a majority vote at
the last world congress of the Fourth
International, again rejected the ad-
vice of the LTF leaders. There is thus
no question that the IMT Ileaders
knowingly assumed responsibility for
opening and continuing this public
attack on the PST.

Some Questions
Best Discussed Internally

2,

Before proceeding to issues of great-
er substance, we would like to call
attention to the tone of the new open
letter. The IMT leaders accept in the
most grudging way our explanation
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of why Avanzada Socialista mistak-
enly gave the impression that we had
signed a document that also carried
the signatures of the representatives
of the Communist party and several
bourgeois parties. If they found it in-
advisable to criticize themselves for
their suspicions, they would have done
better to simply say no more and
drop the matter.

Instead they decided to bring for-
ward new grounds for throwing blame
on us: "The comrades of the PST were
invited to three successive meetings
of the United Secretariat to explain
their attitude toward the meeting and
document of March 21, 1974. They
did not attend any of these meetings."

The IMT leaders fail to mention
that a representative of the United Sec-
retariat visited Argentina. We ex-
plained to him how the error came
to be made in Avanzada Socialista,
and we thought that our explanation
was accepted. No doubt we should
have sent a formal written explana-
tion.

However, why present such an or-
ganizational complaint to the public
after acknowledging that we did not
sign the famous document?

In return we would like to ask the
IMT leaders to answer the following
question: "In view of your recent in-
terest in improving relations with us
and making it easier to respond to
your invitations to attend meetings
of the United Secretariat, would it not
be well to rectify your policy and end
the ban you imposed on PST observ-
ers being present?”

We are referring to the fact that im-
mediately after the last world congress
and before we allegedly added our
signatures to a class-collaborationist
document, the leaders of the Interna-
tional Majority Tendency specifically
barred the PST from having observ-
ers present at meetings of the United
Secretariat.

This action, it is worth noting, was
taken against the largest contingent



of the world Trotskyist movement, a
contingent organized moreover in the
difficult conditions of a semicolonial
country.

We would also like to ask the lead-
ers of the IMT about another matter.
An addendum dated July 12, 1974,
was attached to Open Letter No. 1.
The addendum accused us of having
signed a second document like the
first one we were alleged to have
signed. The addendum specified the
exact date of the supposed crime:
"June 29, 1974." It accused us further
of having signed a third document
of similar class-collaborationist na-
ture. The exact place, date, and cir-
cumstances were specified: "Santa
Fe ... July 3 ... at the request of
the president of the provincial cham-
ber of deputies.” Open Letter No. 2
grudgingly acknowledges our "affir-
mation" that we did not sign these
documents.

Now we should like to ask: "Why,
dear comrades, are you silent on your
reasons for having included these fab-
rications in an official document of
the Fourth International? Why do you
refrain from offering a single word of
explanation?”

We called attention in our reply of
August 20, 1974, to the fact that the
addendum to Open Letter No. 1 "was
not considered at any meeting of the
United Secretariat." It was never dis-
cussed or voted on by the United Sec-
retariat. Yet it was presented to the
public as part of an official document
of the United Secretariat.

Just what is the explanation of that?
Or do the leaders of the IMT consider
the reasons to be so obvious as not
to require any explanation even after
attention has been called to it?

Was it, then, approved at a faction
meeting held at an as yet undisclosed
place and undisclosed date? Was it at
such a meeting that a decision was
made to use the name of the United
Secretariat to lend authenticity to these
concoctions found in the bourgeois
press of Argentina?

The Real Issue—
Guerrillaism Versus Trotskyism

3.

Let us turn now to the political ar-
guments leveled against us by the
leaders of the IMT in their Open Let-
ter No. 2.

The essence of these arguments is
simple. It consists of lecturing us on
the situation in Germany in the early
thirties, citing numerous quotations
from the writings of Leon Trotsky
on the need for a united front of the
mass proletarian organizations to
fight German fascism, and accusing
the PST of departing from the course
outlined by Trotsky and seeking in-
stead to organize a class-collabora-
tionist front (i.e., a popular front)
in the vain hope that in Argentina this
will stem the assault of the ultraright-
ists and their backers in ruling circles.

First, on the quotations from
Trotsky. We have no quarrel with
them although we note that the selec-
tion is one-sided. We agree with
Trotsky's analysis of the situation in
Germany in the early thirties and his
conclusions as to what ought to have
been done there. His position, in fact,
is not new to us. We recommend what
Trotsky had to say on the German
situation more than forty years ago
to everyone interested in the problem
of stemming an ultraright advance,
above all in imperialist countries.

In particular we recommend to the
IMT leaders that they themselves re-
study Trotsky's writings on this sub-
ject, for they seem to have missed the
main point Trotsky wasmaking — that
thé purpose of forming a united front
of the mass proletarian organizations
is to mobilize the working class and
its allies by the millions against the
fascist threat.

Insofar as it is possible to compare
the situation in Germany in the early
thirties with the situation today in Ar-
gentina (we note the admission of the
IMT leaders that "Argentina in 1974
is not Germany in 1932"), our objec-
tive has been the same as the one
projected by Trotsky— to help mobi-
lize the masses by the millions to carry
out a socialist revolution.

It was by hewing to this objective
that we were able to build the largest
national organization of the world
Trotskyist movement to date and to
root it deeply in the Argentine working
class and its trade unions. It was this
concentration on the objective fought
for by Trotsky that has assured such
a high proletarian composition to the
membership of the PST. No other sec-
tor of the international Trotskyist
movement comes near the PST in this
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respect. It is a fact that ought to be
weighed in judging the political course
we have followed.

Why did the leaders of the IMT
happen té miss the main point in the
quotations they cited from Trotsky?
The explanation is that since the world
congress of the Fourth International
held in 1969 they have been partisans
of guerrilla war, or, to use the label
they prefer, "armed struggle in Latin
America.” It is adherence to this view
that lies behind their public attack on
the PST, for the PST stands as living
evidence of the incorrectness of their
position.

Because of numerical (not political)
reasons, the Partido Revolucionario
de los Trabajadores (Combatiente)
was recognized at the 1969 world con-
gress of the Fourth International as
the official section in Argentina. The
PRT (Combatiente) had in reality de-
veloped a guerrillaist deviation which
it was soon to carry to extreme
lengths, going so far as to set up a
guerrilla force, the Ejército Revolucio-
nario del Pueblo, -that opened up
"armed struggle" in complete isolation
from the masses. Instead of seeking to
rectify the guerrillaism of the PRT
(Combatiente), the IMT leaders ap-
proved it. They held that its course
was nothing less than a model appli-
cation of the "turn” adopted by the ma-
jority at the 1969 world congress.

When the Socialist Workers party in
the United States dissociated itself pub-
licly in a mild way from one of the
more flagrant departures of the ERP
from Trotskyist principles, this disso-
ciation was denounced by the leaders
of the IMT as a gross violation of
democratic centralism.

The official section in Argentina was
never a Trotskyist organization, a fact
that was fully known to the leaders
of the IMT before the 1969 world con-
gress. It adhered to Guevarism, Giap-
ism, Maoism, and Kim Il Sungism. It
held that the Fourth International har-
bored counterrevolutionaries in its
ranks. It held that sectors of the
Fourth International were redeemable
but that a genuinely revolutionary in-
ternational had yet to be built, and
this was to be accomplished with the
aid of other Latin American guerrilla
groups plus the Cubans, the Chinese,
and the Albanians.

Despite this, the IMT leaders contin-
ued to present the official section to the
public as exemplary. They felt that
its guerrilla actions more than com-
pensated for its anti-Trotskyist politi-



cal positions.

It was not until the official section
was on the verge of denouncing the
Fourth International that the IMT fi-
nally ventured to formulate some criti-
cisms of the course of the official sec-
tion. Even then it kept its criticisms
internal until the 1974 world congress.

The comradely prodecure followed
by the IMT leaders in relation to this
anti-Trotskyist grouping stands in
striking contrast to the way they have
acted toward those who have sought
to uphold the program of Trotskyism
in Argentina.

During this same period, as men-
tioned above, we had to face the "nor-
mal" difficulties to be found in a semi-
colonial country. In addition we had
to face the complication of a guerrilla
group that engaged in a highly pro-
vocative course and that was recom-
mended to the public by the IMT lead-
ers as a model of Trotskyism. Despite
these difficulties we succeeded in build-
ing a relatively strong nucleus of rev-
olutionary cadres.

The lesson and the result appears
to us to be instructive. Nevertheless
their significance was rejected by the
IMT leaders. At the world congress
in 1974 they reaffirmed "armed strug-
gle" as the royal road in Latin Amer-
ica. Open Letter No. 2, like Open
Letter No. 1, was written within the
framework of this proguerrilla line
and against the Trotskyist line fol-
lowed by the PST for the past half
decade in opposition to the guerrilla-
ism of the former official section.

The real issue is thus guerrillaism
versus Trotskyism. The questions of
substance that have to be answered
are: Is it possible to repeat the pattern
of the Cuban revolution (as depicted
by Guevara) elsewhere in Latin Amer-
ica or anywhere in the world? If so,
what are the odds? Doesn't the guerril-
la course followed by the Tupamaros
and their kind amount to toying with
insurrection, which was condemned
long ago by the Marxist movement?
Shouldn't the theory and practice of
the guerrillas —despite the heroism
displayed by many of them — be reso-
lutely opposed as obstacles in the path
of the proletarian revolution and the
building of its vanguard party?

Instead of drawing the lessons that
ought to be drawn, the IMT leaders
prefer to follow a different course. By
using dubious tidbits culled from the
bourgeois press or bad formulations
made by militants of the PST or the

staff of our press, they hope to per-
suade Trotskyists in other countries
that we are crossing over to the side
of the capitalist class.

If successful, this dubious enterprise
would eliminate the need to determine
just why the PST was able to score
its notable gains and why the IMT
made one of the worst blunders in the
history of the Fourth Internatiénal in
supporting a Guevarist guerrilla
group in Argentina, covering up its
anti- Trotskyist views, and proclaim-
ing it to be a model section of the
world Trotskyist movement.

Why the Relentless
Search for ‘Proofs'?

4.

Appreciation of this background is
a necessary requisite to understand-
ing the differences held by the IMT
leaders over our way of proceeding in
defending democratic rights, trying to
bolster Argentina's weak democratic
institutions through mobilizing the
masses in their defense, and fighting
against the efforts of the ultraright to
crush them.

For the Peronist and Guevarist guer-
rilla organizations, the political neces-
sity of defending democratic rights
and institutions hardly exists. They
scorn bourgeois democracy. We, too,
do not think it is much; that is why we
propose to replace it with proletarian
democracy. But we differ with such
groups on whether bourgeois democ-
racy (not the capitalist state that op-
erates behind its fagade) should be
defended from attack by the ultraright.
The formula of the guerrillas is to
proceed, arms in hand, regardless of
the situation—even if there are only
a few dozen hands, even if the demo-
cratic institutions are threatened at the
same time by powerfulultrarightforces
armed to the teeth and backed by a
section of the army, and even if their
guerrilla pinpricks, which they parade

as "armed struggle,” play into the -

hands of the foe as surely as if they
had been planned by the rightists
themselves. . '

The official section of the Fourth
International held to this ultraleft view
before it deserted; and, of course, it
has maintained its ultraleft view and
its ultraleft course ever since. The pro-
guerrilla turn taken by the IMT at
the world congress in 1969 and con-
firmed again in 1974 required adap-
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tation to this ultraleftism. It is the ul-
traleft bias of the IMT leaders that
prompts them in their Open Letter No.
2 to state that our way of defending
democratic institutions leaves in ques-
tion our attitude toward the bourgeois
state. Only out and out Guevarists
could have indicated more clearly the
view that defense of democratic insti-
tutions against reactionary attacks
equates to defense of the bourgeois
state.

It is from this angle that the IMT
leaders comb the Argentine bourgeois
press and our publications for evi-
dence to prove their thesis that the
PST in defending democratic rights
and institutions must inevitably slip,
even if only "imperceptibly,” toward a
Kautskyist position of defending the
bourgeois state. We will return to this
point further on.

Trotsky on Importance of
Defending Bourgeois Democracy
in General and in the

Colonial and Semicolonial
Countries Specifically

5.

In the Imperialist Sector

In polemicizing against the ultra-
lefts of his time on this question, Trot-
sky stressed the general importance
of defending bourgeois democracy
against reaction. The sectarians, he
said, "refuse to draw a distinction be-
tween bourgeois democracy and fas-
cism — as if the masses could help but
feel the difference on every hand!"
( Transitional Program.)

Trotsky continued: "Sectarians are
capable of differentiating between but
two colors: red and black. So as not
to tempt themselves, they simplify re-
ality. They refuse to draw a distine-
tion between the fighting camps in
Spain for the reason that both camps
have a bourgeois character.”

Trotsky spoke even more incisively
against the ultralefts. Here is an ex-
ample:

"These doctrinaires refuse to under-
stand that we carry on half, three
quarters, or, in certain periods, ‘even
99 percent of the preparation of the
dictatorship on. the basis of democ-
racy, and in doing this we defend ev-
ery inch of democratic positions under
our feet. But if one can defend the
democratic positions of the working
class, then perhaps one may fight for
them where they do not yet exist?



"Democracy is a weapon of capital-
ism, our critics tell us; yes, but a
contradictory one, just as capitalism
as a whole is contradictory. Democ-
racy serves the bourgeoisie, but with-
in certain limits it can also serve the
proletariat against the bourgeoisie.
The unfortunate thing is that the Bor-
digists do not grasp democracy and
the dictatorship of the proletariat as
historical institutions which can re
place one another dialectically, but
as two naked principles of which one
embodies good, the other evil." (Writ-
ings of Leon Trotsky (1930-31), p.
135. Emphasis added.)

In taking this general position, Trot-
sky, of course, placed no confidence
whatsoever in the capacity of the bour-
geoisie or any sector of it to offer an
effective defense of bourgeois democ-
racy. In fact he warned over and over
against placing any confidence in the
bourgeoisie. Revolutionary Marxists
must retain complete independence
from the bourgeoisie, even if marching
side by side with a sector of the bour-
geoisie in struggling against fascism.
That is why Trotsky insisted on the
use of proletarian methods to defend
bourgeois democracy.

It is important to understand why
it is in the interests of the working
class to defend bourgeois democracy
against reaction. First of all, as one
of the conquests of the revolution that
overturned fevdalism, it is a heritage
that belongs to the working class.
Secondly, the greater the degree of
bourgeois democracy, the easier it is
for the proletariat to strengthen its
own institutions and to organize for
the coming socialist revolution.!
Thirdly, it constitutes a point of de-
parture for the extension of democ-
racy into the economic structure that
will occur under world socialism.
Fourthly, the bourgeoisie, both big
and little, are increasingly incapable
of defending democracy — in actuality
the upper layers of the bourgeoisie

1. Lenin considered this question in Stafe
and Revolution. Here is one of his formu-
lations: "Engels's statement that in a dem-
ocratic republic, 'no less' than in a mon-
archy, the state remains a 'machine for
the oppression of one class by another'
by no means signifies that the form of
oppression makes no difference to the pro-
letariat, as some anarchists 'teach’. A wid-
er, freer and more open form of the class
struggle and of class oppression vastly
assists the proletariat in its struggle for
the abolition of classes in general." (Col-
lected Works, vol. 25, p. 454.)

tend more and more to turn against
it; thus it devolves upon the prole
tariat to assume this task.

The necessity to defend bourgeois
democracy against fascism constitutes
one of the basic principles of the Trot-
skyist movement. Trotsky dealt ex-
tensively with this question not only
in connection with the struggle in Ger-
many but also with those in Austria,
Spain, France, the United States, and
other countries.

We come now to a crucial point. The
leaders of the IMT apparently consider
the example of Germany to be their
most telling argument. That is why
they offer such extensive quotations
from Trotsky on the struggle against
fascism in Germany. But they simply
reveal how abstract their approach is.
It is true that they admit, as we noted
above, that "Argentina in 1974 is not
Germany in 1932." But this is only
an escape clause. In exactly what way
is the Argentina of 1974 not the Ger-
many of 1932? They are mute on
this, stopping precisely where they
ought to have begun if they were to
consider the situation concretely to de-
velop a correct policy under the giv-
en conditions in Argentina.

Besides stating the general position
of revolutionary Marxism in relation
to defending bourgeois democracy
against reaction, Trotsky took into
account the division of the capitalist
world into imperialist powers and co-
lonial and semicolonial countries.
From this he derived a basic distinc-
tion within bourgeois democracy be-
tween imperialist democracy and co-
lonial and semicolonial democracy.
In the imperialist countries, finance
capital turns from democracy to fas-
cism as political need dictates. In the
epoch of the death agony of capital-
ism, democracy in the imperialist pow:
ers becomes increasingly less substan-
tial, and the ease with which finance
capital resorts to a strong state or
fascism becomes increasingly marked.

Colonial and Semicolonial Sector

In the colonial and semicolonial
world, on the other hand, bourgeois
sectors are to be found that will offer
at least a certain resistance to impe-
rialism. In doing this they sometimes
turn to the masses for support, even
if only partially and for a short time.
Such uncompleted democratic tasks of
the bourgeois revolution as national
independence are thus thrust to the
fore.
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In Trotsky's time, a sector of the
Mexican bourgeoisie under General
Céardenas provided an example that
is still worth studying. Another ex-
ample occurred later in Argentina un-
der General Per6n.

Such cases can be considered rather
rare and also evanescent. But at cer-
tain times they can be quite important
tactically. Much more common, of
course, are the cases in which sectors
of the bourgeoisie, giving way to the
latifundists or their own fears of the
proletariat, serve as local agencies of
imperialism. The Pinochet regime in
Chile provides a good current ex-
ample.

The different weight that Trotsky
gave to democracy in the imperialist
and semicolonial countries is clearly
outlined in the letter he wrote in 1938
to the Cuban paper E! Pais:

"Democracy for Mexico, for instance,
signifies the desire of a semicolonial
country to escape from bonded de-
pendence, to give land to the peasants,
to lift the Indians to a higher level
of culture, and so on. In other words,
the democratic problems of Mexico
have a progressive and revolutionary
character. And what does democracy
signify in Great Britain? The main-
tenance of what exists, that is, above
all the maintenance of the rule of the
metropolis over the colonies. Thesame
is true in relation to France. The ban-
ner of democracy covers here the im-
perialist hegemony of the privileged
minority over the oppressed majority."”
( Writings of Leon Trotsky (1938-39),
second edition, p. 26.)

Trotsky was dealing in his letter
with the struggle against fascism, and
how this struggle in the semicolonial
countries differs from that in the im-
perialist countries. He said among
other things:

"In the same manner we cannot
speak of fascism 'in general.' In Ger-
many, Italy, and Japan, fascism and
militarism are the weapons of a
greedy, hungry, and therefore aggres-
sive imperialism. In the Latin Ameri-
can countries fascism is the expres-
sion of the most slavish dependence
on foreign imperialism.”

Already we can see the insufficiency
of the analogy drawn by the IMT
leaders between the Germany of 1932
and the Argentina of 1974. The in-
sufficiency is qualitative. It reduces
the lesson of Germany to such a thin
abstraction as to make it misleading
if the utmost care is not used in ap-



plying it to the Argentine situation.

In the one case we are dealing with
an imperialist power, in the other with
a semicolonial country. The difference
is decisive in determining the political
course of the Trotskyists in each in-
stance.

In Argentina we have to take into
account as a prime element the strug-
gle against a foreign imperialist pow-
er; and this affects the attitude that
must be adopted toward the sector of
the bourgeoisie that is inclined —how-
ever weakly and undependably — to
resist imperialism and its most venal
and brutal native agents. The strug-
gle for national independence, a bour-
geois democratic task, becomes one
of our foremost considerations. In this
our tasks differ from those of the Trot-
skyists in imperialist Germany, wheth-
er in 1932 or 1974,

How did the IMT leaders happen
to leave this out of account in criti-
cizing our course in Argentina? Was
it just a lapse of memory ascribable
to their lack of familiarity with the
political’ problems of revolutionary
Marxism in semicolonial countries?

Trotsky Explains the Difference

Let us listen to Trotsky a bit more
on this question. In October 1938 he
wrote an article dealing with the con-
cessions granted by imperialist Brit-
ain to Hitler at Munich. In arguing
in favor of a revolutionary defeatist
policy in the imperialist democracies,
Trotsky added the following proviso:

"All of this does not, of course, im-
ply that there is no difference at all
between democracy and fascism, or
that this difference is of no concern
to the working class, as the Stalin-
ists insisted not so very long ago.
Marxists have nothing in common
with such cheap political nihilism. On-
ly, it is necessary in each given in-
stance clearly to comprehend the ac-
tual content of this difference, and its
true limits.

"For the backward colonial and
semicolonial countries, the struggle for
democracy, including the struggle for
national independence, represents a
necessary and progressive stage ol
historical development. It is just for
this reason that we deem it not only
the right but also the duty of workers
in these countries actively to partici-
pate in the 'defense of the fatherland'
against imperialism, on condition, to
be sure, that they preserve the com-
plete independence of their class or-

ganizations and conduct a ruthless
struggle against the poison of
chauvinism. Thus, in the conflict be-
tween Mexico and the oil kings and
their executive committee, which is the
democratic government of Great Brit-
ain, the class conscious proletariat of
the world sides wholly with Mexico
(this does not of course apply to the
imperialist lackeys at the head of the
British Labour Party).

"As regards advanced capitalism,
the latter has long since outgrown
not only the old property forms but
also the national state, and in con-
sequence bourgeois democracy as
well. The fundamental crisis of con-
temporary civilization lies precisely
here. Imperialist democracy is putre-
fying and disintegrating. A program
of 'defense of democracy' for the ad-
vanced countries is a program of re-
action. The only progressive task here
is the preparation of the international
socialist revolution. 1ts aim is to
smash the framework of the old na-
tional state and build up the economy
in accordance with geographic and
technological conditions, without
medieval taxes and duties." ( Writings
of Leon Trotsky (1938-39), second
edition, pp. 64-65.)

Note what a sharp line Trotsky
draws between the defense of bour-
geois democracy in the colonial and
semicolonial countries and its defense
in the imperialist countries. In the one
case it is "necessary and progressive”;
in the other, it is a "program of reac-
tion.”

Lest he be misunderstood, Trotsky
in the very next paragraph indicates
that even in the imperialist countries,
revolutionists are duty bound to de-
fend democracy against its domestic
foes:

"Again, this does not imply an at-
titude of indifference toward the cur-
rent political methods of imperialism.
In all cases where the counterrevolu-
tionary forces tend to pull back away
from the decomposing 'democratic’
state and towards provincial particu-
larism, towards monarchy, military
dictatorship, fascism — the revolution-
ary proletariat without assuming the
slightest responsibility for the 'defense
of democracy' (it is indefensible!) will
meet these counterrevolutionary forces
with armed resistance, in order, if suc-
cessful, to direct its offensive against
imperialist 'democracy.’

"This policy, however, is applicable
only with regard to internal conflicts,

23

that is, in those cases where the strug-
gle really involves the issue of a po-
litical regime, as was for instance the
case in Spain. The participation of
Spanish workers in the struggle
against Franco was their elementary
duty. But precisely and only because
the workers did not succeed in time
in replacing the rule of bourgeois de-
mocracy with their own rule, 'democ-
racy' was able to clear the path for
fascism."

Case of Haya de la Torre

Trotsky did not write extensively
on the problems of the Latin Amer-
ican revolution. It was not until his
residence in Mexico that he gained
firsthand acquaintance with these pro-
blems and some of the political per-
sonalities. The conditions of his po
litical asylum in Mexico further re-
strained him from writing freely. From
what he did write, it is clear that he
was reaching insights of increasing
concreteness. That he did not have
the opportunity to write more on this
subject was among the great losses
our movement suffered from his un-
timely death.

Despite the tantalizing brevity of the
material, we would like to call at-
tention to his attitude toward Victor
Raul Haya de la Torre, the head
of the Peruvian APRA movement. Re-
ferring to a letter by Haya de la Torre
published in the August 1938 issue of
the Argentine review Claridad, Trot-
sky said:

"We won't apply either a Marxian
or socialist criterion to this document;
Haya de la Torre wrote the letter
as a democrat and we shall consider
it from that angle, primarily from
the democratic point of view. A good
democrat is better than a bad so-
cialist, but precisely from this point
of view, the letter of Haya de la Torre
has great limitations." (Writings of
Leon Trotsky (1938-39), second edi-
tion, p. 101.)

Haya de la Torre, Trotsky explains,
sees the dangers threatening Latin Am-
erica not in "imperialism in general”
but in only "one of its varieties, fas-
cism." The APRA leader voices con-
fidence in the United States. Trotsky,
in contrast, sees the United States as
"the most immediate danger and, in
a historical sense, the most threat-
ening."

Trotsky offers an example of what
he is referring to: "The relations be-
tween Washington and Rio de Janeiro



have not become worse but indeed
have improved after the coup d'etat
in Brazil. The reason is that Wash-
ington considers the Vargas dictator-
ship a more docile and sure tool of
American imperialist interests than
revolutionary democracy. This basi-
cally is the position of the White House
in regard to the whole southern con-
tinent.”

Throughout his ecriticism, Trotsky
refrains from demanding that Haya
de la Torre take a revolutionary-so-
cialist stand. " . . we limit ourselves
to purely democratic criteria.”

Trotsky does demand, however,
that Haya de la Torre, as a demo-
crat, take a consistent stand:
" . . democratic politics demands
clarity.”

What is most instructive in the way
Trotsky addresses Haya de la Torre
is his basic assumption (the progres-
sive nature of the struggle for bour-
geois democracy in the colonial and
semicolonial world), and the issue he
singles out (the struggle against im-
perialism). He criticizes Haya de la
Torre on his inconsistency as a bour-
geois democrat—he ought to be a
good one, that is, above all take a
clear stand in opposition to American
imperialism, the oppressor of Peru.

In a follow-up, in which he answers
a defender of Haya de la Torre, Trot-
sky says further: "The democrat in
France and the United States cannot,
naturally, be a revolutionist; he is
for the maintenance of the existing
system; he is a conservative. But the
democrat of a backward country, who
finds himself under the double oppres-
sion of imperialism and police dicta-
torship, as is the case in Peru, can-
not but be a revolutionist if he is
a serious and logical democrat." The
reproach registered against Haya de
la Torre is over 'his position as a
defender of democracy and not be
cause he doesn't appear to be a so-
cialist in his programmatic letter."
Haya de la Torre is an "/llogical dem-
ocrat." (Writings of Leon Trotsky
(1938-39), second edition, p. 183.)

Practical Agreements

Further on in the same article,
Trotsky touches on the question of
practical agreements with bourgeois
democrats in semicolonial countries:

"Revolutionary Marxists can con-
clude practical agreements with dem-
ocrats, but precisely with those who
are revolutionary, that is to say, with
those who rely on the masses and

not on the protecting hen. [A reference
to the description by Lombardo Tole-
dando, the Mexican Stalinist trade-
union leader, of the imperialist United
States as a hen protecting its Latin
American chicks.] APRA is not a so-
cialist organization in the eyes of the
Marxist because it is not a class or-
ganization of the revolutionary prole-
tariat. APRA is an organization of
bourgeois democracy in a backward,
semicolonial country.”

Trotsky places the APRA in the
same category as the Russian popu-
lists and the Chinese Kuomintang.
"The Russian populists were much
richer in doctrine and ‘'socialist’
phraseology than APRA. However,
that did not hinder them from play-
ing the role of petty-bourgeois demo-
crats, even worse, backward petty-
bourgeois democrats, who did not
have the strength to carry out purely
democratic tasks in spite of the spirit
of sacrifice and heroism of their best
combatants.” The Russian populists
proved to be "prisoners of the liberal
bourgeoisie— this good hen who pro-
tects her little ones— and they be-
trayed the peasants at the decisive
moment during the 1917 revolution.
It is impossible to forget that histori-
cal example. A democrat who sows
confidence in imperialist 'guardians’
can only bring bitter illusions to op-
pressed peoples.”

Trotsky's interest in Haya de la
Torre as a representative of bour-
geois democracy in a semicolonial
country suggests a further line of
thought. Trotsky'’s criticism of Haya
de la Torre centered on his inconsis-
tency. What about the case of con-
sistent bourgeois democrats in coun-
tries like Peru? Can any such cases
be found? We grant that they are few
and far between. Bourgeois demo-
crats who display varying degrees of
inconsistency constitute the average.
Nevertheless we would offer as an
exhibit Fidel Castro.

Case of Fidel Castro

Castro began from a petty-bourgeois
position (his description) dedicated to
struggling for the restoration of bour-
geois democracy in Cuba. The con-
sistency of Castro's position in favor
of bourgeois democracy was shown
not so much by his decision to resort
to the use of arms—that was a tac-
tical question— as by his struggle for
a thoroughgoing agrarian reform. To
carry that out demanded, in turn, op-
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position to U. S. imperialism; and that
entailed struggling for national inde-
pendence, a bourgeois-democratic
task.

Castro demonstrated the consistency
of his bourgeois-democratic position
by following this road to the end; that
is, mobilizing the masses, establishing
a workers and peasants government,
and by means of that instrument es-
tablishing a workers state.

As has been pointed out many times
by the Trotskyist movement, the logic
of the course followed by Castro was
the logic of the permanent revolution.

Castro himself was such a consis-
tent democrat that in pursuing his
course to the end he had to admit
that he had gone beyond bourgeois
democracy. With some reluctance, he
said that the Cuban revolution was
socialist in character.

This instructive example should
show us how completely consistent it
was of Trotsky from a revolution-
ary-socialist point of view to take an
attitude toward bourgeois democracy
and its protagonists in the colonial
and semicolonial world quite different
from the attitude he took toward bour-
geois democracy and its protagonists
in the imperialist countries. Trotsky's
contrasti~g attitudes were different in
principle, deriving from his analysis
showing the world to be divided into
three sectors (imperialist, colonial-
semicolonial, and workers states).

In Argentina all of our work touch-
ing on this question has been gov-
erned by adherence to Trotsky's line
of reasoning.

Criticisms addressed to us should
be directed to how well we have suc-
ceeded in keeping that concept alive
and applying it in practice, not to how
well we have conformed to a sectarian
concept that would have us apply in
Argentina an attitude relevant to the
imperialist sector.

Our Opposition to Peronism

6.

On the most salient peculiarity of
Argentine politics — the Peronist move-
ment— we are unable, unfortunately,
to furn to Trotsky for advice.
Peronism developed after his death.
Again unfortunately, outside of our
own efforts, little is to be found on
this question in the literature of the
world Trotskyist movement.

The main characteristics of Peron-
ism can be specified as follows: Its



base consists of the most powerfully
organized labor movement in Latin
America, one that has resisted every
effort up to now to crush it. Its most
contradictory feature is the difference
between this base and its leadership —
a bourgeois figure who exercised con-
trol through a conservative trade-
union bureaucracy. A further char-
acteristic was that Per6n, somewhat
like General Cardenas, represented a
sector of the Argentine bourgeoisie
willing (up to a certain point) to adopt
independent attitudes toward imperial-
ism, including specifically the colossus
north of the Rio Bravo [Rio Grande].

The Peronist movement thus pre
sented an unusually complex problem
for the revolutionary Marxist move-
ment. On the one hand the ranks con-
sisted of the most militant sectors of
the working class that had to be
gained to the cause of the socialist
revolution. On the other hand appeals
to the ranks had to bear constantly
in mind their devotion to Per6n, which
was based on genuine concessions
granted to the working class during
his first regime.

In trying to demystify the image of
Per6n, it was necessary to take into ac-
count his resistance to imperialism,
which, for Argentina, as we have seen,
was a key issue. The task was made
still more difficult by the success of
U.S. imperialism in toppling Peré6n
in 1955, in exiling him, and in re-
placing his regime by one that Wash-
ington considered to be a "more docile
and sure tool," as Trotsky observed
of the Vargas dictatorship in Brazil

Per6n in exile was regarded with
reverence by the Argentine working
class as a whole. We had no choice
but to keep this feeling in mind in all
our efforts to educate the class and
help it move along the lines of in-
dependent political action. To have
acted in any other way would have
barred us from getting a hearing.

Throughout the long years of Peron-
ism, the small nucleus that later ex-
panded into the PST persevered along
this course. Whatever errors were
made— and we are aware that we
made some— we think the attitude we
took toward Peronism was in cor-
respondence with the principles out
lined by Trotsky.

After a decade and a half of re-
gimes whose main objective was to
please Washington, a new chapter was
opened in Argentine politics in 1969.
In Coérdoba and other cities the work-
ers took to the streets in massive dem-

onstrations that shook the military
regime to its foundation. The rank and
file of the Peronist movement was on
the march.

In our participation in these events,
we sought to follow the method pro-
posed by Trotsky in the Transitional
Program: the coordination and exten-
sion of mass actions, the development
of militant strikes, the projection of
bold initiatives and slogans that in
their logic transcend capitalism. With
our small forces we could not exercise
a direct leadership role— most of the
mass actions at the time were spon-
taneous —but we began to grow at a
rate we had never before experienced,
and we took this as a good indication
that we were on the right road.

Why Peron Was Brought Back

7.

The nationwide upsurge of the work-
ing class symbolized by the Cordo-
bazo precipitated a political crisis for
the Argentine ruling class. To meet
this crisis they felt compelled to make
some concessions to the working class,
the most important of which was res-
toration of at least some democratic
rights.

Granting that the weakness of
Argentine capitalism, coupled with the
pressure of U.S. imperialism, pre-
cluded this constituting anything more
than a democratic inferlude, what
should our attitude be toward this
opening? We decided that we ought
to take full advantage of it. That
meant doing everything possible to
extend democracy and to institution-
alize, that is, strengthen it. Above all,
it meant opening an intensive struggle
to gain legal recognition for our
party.

And that was the course we followed.
In our opinion, it represented the con-
sistent application of the basic prin-
ciples of Trotskyism in a semicolonial
country, specifically Argentina at a
particular moment.

The Argentine ruling class, of
course, intended to withdraw its con-
cessions as soon as possible. The tac-
tical prescription was to bring back
General Per6n, making this out to be
an additional concession to the
m asses.

The chief aim of putting Per6n back
into the Casa Rosada was to divert
the masses from taking the road of
socialist revolution. Once this im-
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mediate goal had been achieved, the
democratic concessions would be
undermined and chipped away until
conditions again became propitious
for another phase of open military
rule or something still more oppres-
sive, if that proved necessary. It can
be taken for granted that the State
Department and the CIA were privy
to this blueprint and approved it, as
their public posture indicated.

Per6n himself began the process of
hemming in the newly won democratic
rights and striking blows at the polit-
ical opposition that stood to gain by
them. With his death, the process was
considerably speeded up. The success
of Pinochet in Chile helped in this.

The general political situation in
Argentina, briefly put, was as follows:
By proletarian methods, i e., strikes,
demonstrations, extraparliamentary
methods, etc., the working class made
big strides forwara beginning with
1969. Bbecause of Peronism, these ac-
tions were blocked from immediately -
opening up a socialist revolution.
Leveling off at a plateau for the mo-
ment, they became registered primar-
ily as gains for bourgeois democra-
cy.

The Cordobazo and similar out-
bursts, it is quite clear, gave an im-
pulse to the realization of tasks be-
longing to the bourgeois democratic
revolution, and this occurred against
the will and the efforts of the Argen-
tine bourgeoisie.

In this respect, Trotsky's theory of
the permanent revolution was again
confirmed. Likewise confirmed was the
position of the PST in assiduously
trying to advance the socialist revo-
lution along this road, the road
actually taken by the living class
struggle in sovereign disregard of the
schemas and dogmas of the guerrillas
and their well-wishers.

What We Actually Said
8.

We have outlined the concrete cir-
cumstances we faced and the course
we have followed to show how ear-
nestly we have sought to uphold the
principles of Trotskyism and to apply
them in practice. Permit us to repeat
that criticisms of our work ought to
be directed either against the principles
we chose to follow or to the gap be-
tween what we could have achieved
and what we actually accomplished.



But that is not the case with the lead-
ers of the IMT.

They do not take up what Trotsky
taught our movement concerning the
correct course to be followed in semi-
colpnial countries like ours. We do not
know whether they agree with Trotsky
or not. If they think that Trotsky
was mistaken, or that his positions
have been outmoded by the theories
of the practitioners of guerrilla war,
it would greatly facilitate the discus-
sion if they would state their views.
However, they simply say nothing.
Is it because they regard Trotsky's
views on how to conduct the revolu-
tionary struggle in semicolonial coun-
tries as irrelevant? Or insufficient?

Much of the arguianentation of the
leaders of the IMT is aimed at proving
that we have abandoned Trotskyism
and that we are proceeding like Social
Democrats or a comparable variety
of class collaborationists.

This explains why they disregard
the many statements of our views pub-
lished in our press on a weekly basis
over the years concerning our opposi-
tion to Peronism, to the Peronist re-
gime, to the capitalist state, to the cap-
italist parties, and to our defense of
the rights of the guerrillas despite our
opposition to their anti-Marxist, anti-
Leninist, and anti-Trotskyist course.

Why, in attacking us, do the leaders
of the IMT rely so heavily on falsifica-
tions in the bourgeois press (as they
did in Open Letter No. 1) unless they
believe that the bourgeois press pre-
sents a more honest view of where
we stand than our own publications
and statements?

This view accounts for the extra-
ordinary importance they place on
isolated errors we have made. And
it explains why they read into some
of our statements the opposite of what
we clearly mean.

Above all, the view that we have
in actuality become reformists, while
trying to cover it up, would explain
the strange selection of quotations
from our press and the way they are
presented. As an example of this, let
us take the main quotation they use
in Open Letter No. 2 in their effort
to establish a case against us.

They quote four paragraphs from
the statement made by Comrade Juan
Carlos Coral at the "multisectoral”
meeting held October 8, 1974, with
Per6n's widow, the current president
of Argentina. They state that they took
these four paragraphs from the text

of the statement published in the Oc-
tober 15, 1974, issue of Avanzada
Socialista.

The first paragraph quoted by them
does not read the same as the text
published in Avanzada Socialista. The
IMT leaders were either incapable of
copying correctly, or they used a dif-
ferent text—maybe one taken from
their favorite source, the Argentine
bourgeois press.

Fortunately, the differences are not
substantial ones. Unfortunately, the
IMT leaders do not quote the entire
paragraph. The first half was suffi-
cient for their purposes.

We now come to the subsequent
three paragraphs quoted by them.
These consist of an accurate reproduc-
tion of the final three paragraphs of
Coral's statement (save for one
change that seems to have been intro-
duced to correct his usage of the Span-
ish language). The IMT leaders give
no indication whatsoever that some-
thing came between the first sentences
quoted by them and these last three
paragraphs.

This "something” consists of nothing
less than 136 centimeters of type; that
is, all of Coral's statement except the
opening and closing sentences.

It is hard to know exactly which of
Comrade Coral's phrases were con-
sidered by the IMT leaders to be the
worst, but the following two probably
come high on the list: ". . . will strug-
gle for the continuity of this govern-
ment, because it was elected by the
majority of the Argentine work-
ers. . . ."

In isolation the phrases can be given
an invidious implication by opponents
searching for ammunition. Considered
in the context of our general policy,
their meaning is quite plain, and com-
pletely in the tradition of the Trot-
skyist movement.

1. " . . will struggle for the continu-

ity of this government. . . ." That is,

we will fight against its being toppled
oy a reactionary coup d'etat, although
we have no political confidence in this
government and will continue to op-
pose it from a revolutionary-socialist
point of view. Our position is com-
parable in general to the one ad-
vocated by Trotsky in Spain during
the civil war there. Naturally, our
concrete position corresponds to the
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situation in Argentina today.

2. ". .. because it was elected by
the majority of the Argentine work-
ers. . . ." That is, our party will abide
by the will of the majority of the work-
ing class and popular masses. In our
opinion, the workers are mistaken in
placing political confidence in a bour-
geois government. Despite this mis-
taken attitude, caused by illusions in
Per6n, we will submit to majority will
in our course of action (but not in
our political views). We hope to win
this majority to our program. Our
method of doing this is outlined in
the Transitional Program. Until we
have won that majority, we are op-
posed to actions that play with insur-
rection. This includes violent minority
actions, guerrilla war, or other "ex-
emplary" deeds carried out by a hand-
ful of individuals divorced from the
masses.

Understood in this context,
quite clear that these "damning
phrases do not depart from Trotsky-
ist principles.

The authors of Open Letter No. 2
admit that Coral's speech, "as reported
in Avanzada Socialista," also con-
tained "a condemnation of the govern-
ment's 'passivity’' in face of the mur-
der of worker militants like those of
the PST (a condemnation that was
not reported in the bourgeois press)."
But "the passages we have just
quoted . . . facilitate the Peronist gov-
ernment's camouflage and cover-up
operation instead of exposing it."

By judiciously selecting and fixing
up quotations in this way, it is pos-
sible to prove anything. It is even
possible to prove that while the head-
quarters of the PST were being
smashed and its militants murdered,
the leaders of the PST were so caught
up in class collaborationism and were
of such low political level as to en-
gage in a tactic that "manifestly serves
the bourgeoisie and the Peronist re-
gime more than it contributes to de-
fending the PST against the violence
of the far right or the attempt to out
law the PST."

It must be admitted that this is con-
sistent with the view of the leaders of
the IMT that the growth of the PST
into the largest sector of the world
Trotskyist movement is to be ex-
plained by the low political level of
those Argentine workers and youth
who have become acquainted with our
press, our activities, and our political
positions and therefore signed up as

it is

"



members.

What brazenness was required to
reduce the content of Coral’s statement
to the few sentences that the IMT lead-
ers thought would best prejudice the
PST in the eyes of the world Trotsky-
ist movement can be judged from the
fact that on the very same two-page
center spread in Avanzada Socialista
featuring the statement, an editorial
denounced the butchery of Coral's
words: committed by the bourgeois
press. The editorial, entitled "Struggle
Against the Coup Without Supporting
the Government,” stressed once again
the opposition of the PST to the Peron-
ist regime. The editorial explained
why, in face of this opposition along
class lines, we nevertheless considered
that a military coup would signify a
political defeat for the Argentine work-
ing class.

The editorial reaffirmed the stand
we had previously taken on the multi-
sectorial meeting in the form of a state-
ment by the Executive Committee of
the PST distributed in mimeographed
form at the meeting. It was surely
known to the leaders of the IMT, since
it was published in the October 10,
1974, issue of Avanzada Socialista.
The leaders of the IMT had their own
good, or at least sufficient, reasons
for ignoring the analysis of the multi-
sectorial meeting that appeared in that
issue along with the text of the state-
ment of the Executive Committee of
the PST that was presented at the meet-
ing. Here are the opening paragraphs
of the statement: .

"Our party is attending this meet-
ing, as we did previous meetings be-
tween the government and other par-
ties and organizations. Not because
we aspire to, or believe in, the pos-
sibility of a 'mational unity'— which
is impossible between antagonistic so-
cial classes—but because we want to
defend the democratic liberties won
at a heavy price by the masses in the
fight that began with the Cordobazo.

"The fundamental purpose of such
democratic rights is to ensure respect
for the right of the masses to decide
what government they want— which
in this case is the Peronist govern-
ment— and the fundamental respect
for the right of all political forces to
present their ideas to the masses.
Thus, we unhesitatingly condemn any
attempt at a coup designed to bring
down the current government, which
has been elected by the majority of the
working class.

"Starting with June 12, when the
social tensions caused by the failure
of the Social Pact came out into the
open, provoking a resignation threat
from the deceased President Per6n, a
period began in the country that has
been marked by a threat hanging over
our heads — a threat that the forces of
oligarchic-imperialist reaction, the
same elements that had to begin a re-
treat after the Cordobazo, were try-
ing for a comeback by means of a
new 1955,

"This threat, which if realized would
mean the worst kind of defeat for the
country and the workers, is real be-
cause the lukewarm nationalist mea-
sures and the relatively independent
foreign policy line adopted by the gov-
ernment have not touched the power-
ful economic and political bases that
imperialism maintains in the country.”

The statement carefully distinguishes
between the fascist-minded terrorists
of the ultraright and the revolution-
ary-minded guerrillas of the ultraleft:

"We did not have to wait until the
situation reached its present gravity
to express our condemnation— in the
name of the working class and so-
cialism — of guerrilla warfare isolated
from the masses. We have consistently
opposed that desperate resort, which
has been taken at times in the name
of a socialist ideal and at others as
a tactic designed to apply political
pressure. Normally this kind of ac-
tion ends up sowing the worst type
of confusion in the ranks of the work-
ers, as well as opening up the way
for the most indiscriminate repression.
In this case it has promoted a mili-
tarization of the country that may
lead very far, that may lead ultimate-
ly to eliminating the increasingly lim-
ited democratic freedoms that the
masses won by their struggles.

"But these condemnations of the
guerrilla operations must not be used
to cover up the causes that provoked
this phenomenon nor to whitewash
the fascist gangs by lumping their ac-
tivity together with that of the guer-
rillas under some general common
heading.

"We recognize perfectly the differ-
ences between the present government
and the dictatorial forms that preceded
it and threaten to return. We recog-
nize that guerrilla actions and terror-
ism promote putschism. We proclaim
our determination to fight against any
attempt to topple the government by
a coup. At the same time, we must
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point out the responsibility for this
situation that falls on the government
because of its retreat on democratic
rights, which began May 25, 1973."2

Here are some sentences from the
statement's indictment of the govern-
ment for its role in the deteriorating
situation:

"The attack on democratic rights is
shown by the absolute impunity with
which the fascist gangs act. It now
culminates in the passage of the State
Security Law, which contains articles
designed to repress the guerrillas and
uses their activity as a pretext to insti-
tute repression of strikes and leftist
currents.

"This rightist course of the govern-
ment, followed by its four presidents,
has in itself achieved many of the
objectives that a reactionary coup
might shoot for. This course in our
country has been an expression of the
same evolution that has led to brutal
repression of our brothers in another
part of the Southern Cone. Contin-
uing this orientation cannot lead any-
where but to a 'cold coup' born in
the belly of the very regime in pow-
er, a reactionary take-over which,
through a Bonapartist - dictatorship,
will end up suffocating the democratic
possibilities of the parliamentary
regime.”

‘We think it high time that the lead-
ers of the IMT begin to present to the
Fourth International -as a whole the
"unedited” texts of our declarations ex-
pressing our political positions. Every
member of the world Trotskyist move-
ment ought to be able to draw an
individual conclusion on the basis of
accurate, and not truncated, biased,
and distorted presentations of our
positions.

We propose, therefore, that the IMT
leaders meet their responsibility by
giving infernational circulation not
only to this reply but to the full text
of the speech made by Comrade Coral
at the multisectorial meeting, the edi-
torial analysis of the meeting pub-
lished in the October 15, 1974, issue
of Avanzada Socialista, and the Exec-
utive Committee statement published
in the October 10, 1974, issue. of
Avanzada Socialista.

Let the ranks of the Fourth Inter-
national read all the material and
judge for themselves.

2. May. 25, 1973, was the date Hector
Campora was sworn in as Peron's sur-
rogate in the presidency. — IP



False Accusations
Based on False Premises

9.

We turn now to arguments made
by the leaders of the IMT that we
have not yet dealt with.

'Superior' Democracy
Vs. 'Inferior' Fascism

IMT accusation: "We reject the Social
Democratic policy of lesser evilism ac-
cording to which the workers are sup-
posed to defend 'superior' or ‘better’
bourgeois ‘'forms of government'
against 'less good' or 'inferior'forms
of government."

PST reply: We, too, reject the Social
Democratic view that socialism can
be won by reforming capitalism
through parliamentary measures until
it has been legislated out of existence;
and, as part of that view, of backing
for office the least evil of whatever
bourgeois alternatives are placed be-
fore the electorate. The Social Dem-
ocratic view means placing political
confidence in bourgeois democracy.

We are likewise against the ultraleft
sectarian policy of refusing to defend
bourgeois democracy against fascist
attack. The fascist offensive is carried
on outside of parliament, and the
working class must meet this attack
in a similar way.

The innuendo made by the IMT
leaders brings to mind a quotation
cited by Trotsky in an article he wrote
during the Spanish civil war (Sep-
tember 14, 1937). The quotation,
from a resolution submitted by the
Joerger-Salemme group, an ultraleft
sectarian tendency in the Socialist
Workers party, was as follows:

_"The Social Democrats who criminal-

ly preferred the victory of Hindenburg
to that of Hitler, and got both, or
the Stalinists who preferred Roosevelt
to Landon, are no more politically
degenerate than the Cannons and
Shachtmans “who prefer the victory
of the Negrins over the Francos and
will get either a Negrin military dic-
tatorship or a Negrin-Franco truce.”
(The Spanish Revolution (1931-39),
p. 287.)

Trotsky said in reply:

"The civil war between Negrin and
Franco does not signify the same
thing as the electoral competition of
Hindenburg and Hitler. If Hinden-
burg had entered into an open mili
tary fight against Hitler, then Hinden-
burg would have been a 'lesser evil.'

We do not choose the 'greater evil,’
we choose the 'lesser evil.'" (Ibid., p.
287.)

In the concrete situation in Germany,
in which the differences did not extend
beyond the parliamentary arena, "To
support Hindenburg against Hitler
meant to give up political indepen-
dence.” (Ibid., p. 287.)

Trotsky continued: "To affirm that
to fight together with the Negrin forces
against Franco is the same as to vote
for Hindenburg against Hitler is an
expression, I am sorry to say, of what
is known as parliamentary cretinism.
The war against fascism cannot be
resolved by parliamentary means be-
cause fascism is an army of reaction
that can be crushed only by force.
That's why we were against the policy
of the Social Democrats in Germany —
the pure parliamentary combination
with Hindenburg against Hitler. We
called for the creation of workers'
militias, etc. But here we do have
a fight against fascism. It is true that
the general staff of the ‘democratic’
army is capable of tomorrow making
a truce with Franco, but it is not a
fact today. And we can't overlook
the real events. Tactically we must
use the war of the republicans against
the fascists for the purpose of a stra-
tegical aim: the overthrow of the capi-
talist regime."” (Ibid., p. 288.)

In the cases of both Germany and
Spain, the analogies with Argentina
are of but limited usefulness. Inso-
far as they do apply, they plainly
speak in favor of the policy followed
by the PST, which was neither Social
Democratic nor ultraleft, but in the
tradition defended by Trotsky.

Support Gains, Not Limitations

IMT accusation: On the PST's sup-
port of the struggle to institutionalize
democratic rights: "Obviously, this in-
cludes parliamentary elections, the par-
liament, the bourgeois state apparatus,
the government that comes out of these
elections, etc. And Marxist-Leninists
know that these institutions also in-
volve defending bourgeois property,
capitalist exploitation, and the appa-
ratus of repression devoted to this
defense.”

PST reply: Obviously, the IMT lead-
ers are disregarding the implications
of their arguments. Marxist-Leninists
consider themselves to be heirs to the
gains of the bourgeois democratic rev-
olution, not its limitations, still less
its retrogressive features in the epoch
of the death agony of capitalism.
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For instance, in the United States
M arxist- Leninists are duty bound to
defend and attempt to extend. the Bill
of Rights which has been institution-
alized in the bourgeois constitution of
that country. That does not mean that
they thereby become involved in de
fending bourgeois property, which is
sanctified in that same constitution.

To take a contrary position would
also involve defending the sectarian
rejection of the positive features of
bourgeois democracy, a position
scored by Trotsky. True, such a sec-
tarian position is held by some of
the guerrillas in Argentina, but that
is hardly a recommendation for dis-
carding the Trotskyist stand.

Yes, the Capitalist State Is Bad

IMT accusatiorn: "It is true that the
PST's August 20, 1974, declaration
pronounces itself against any political
support to a bourgeois regime or
coalition. That is really the least one
can demand from an organization
that claims allegiance to Trotskyism.
But the rejection of 'support to the
policy of a bourgeois regime' com-
bined with 'support to the process of
institutionalization," that ‘is, the con-
solidation and strengthening of the in-
stitutions of bourgeois-parliamentary
democracy, leaves the question of the
PST's attitude toward the bourgeois
state completely open. And it is that
question that lies at the center of the
controversy."

PST reply: We disagree that this is
the question that lies at the center
of the controversy. What is central
in our opinion, is the question of
guerrillaism versus Trotskyism.

Aside from that, it is fallacious to
argue that our defense of bourgeois
democracy against attack by fascists
and their kind leaves our attitude on
the bourgeois state "completely open.”
The argument should really be di-
rected against Trotsky. It was hewho
maintained that the struggle for bour-
geois democracy in - a semicolonial
country is progressive and revolu-
tionary. We only followed him in this.

Was Trotsky wrong? Did his view
on this question leave "completely
open” his attitude toward the bour-
geois state? Or have the leaders of
the IMT left themselves completely
open on the question of their attitude
toward ultraleft sectarianism?

We oppose the capitalist state and
support whatever democracy exists in
Argentina. Is this position right or
wrong?



The Slander on 'Political Accords’

IMT accusation: On temporary
practical agreements with "bourgeois
liberals" in defense of democratic
rights: "The August 20, 1974, docu-
ment of the Executive Committee of
the PST appears to say the same
thing. But in sliding from the ques-
tion of an occasional technical agree-
ment for the defense of a particular
democratic right to the search for an
agreement with the 'liberal' bour-
geoisie for the defense of democratic
rights in general, the statement passes
imperceptibly to the search for politi-
cal accords for the defense of the in-
stitutions of bourgeois parliamentary
democracy."

PST reply: Neither in our statement
nor anywhere else have we passed
"imperceptibly,” perceptibly, or in any
other way, into searching for political
accords. This is a slander. Not a
shred of evidence can be cited to sup-
port it, unless one considers the tor-
tured reasoning of the IMT leaders to
be"proof."

In our long struggle to convince the
vanguard of the Argentine working
class of the necessity for independent
political action, we have always been
alert to the importance of our own
example. Besides that, we did not care
to commit political suicide.

In seeking allies in this struggle we
have always sought practical objec-
tives such as the defense of political
prisoners, and, above all, concrete ac-
tions that, from our point of view,
would help mobilize the masses.

It is true that our tactics and at-
titude have been different from that
required in an imperialist country like
"France, Belgium, Germany, or the
United States. That was because we
paid attention to Trotsky's admoni-
tion concerning the difference between
democrats in imperialist countries and
those in colonial and semicolonial
countries.

Again we ask the leaders of the
IMT, was Trotsky wrong in teaching
us this?

What ' Institutionalized’ Meetings?

IMT accusation: "Now, the meetings
in which the PST has been participat-
ing in no way had as their objective
engaging in practical actions for the
defense of a given democratic right,
a given conquest of the working class.
It was a matter of meetings to affirm —
in the presence of the government — the
defense of the 'process of institutionali-
zation." Moreover, regular meetings

with the bourgeois opposition parties
and the CP are in turn becoming in-
stitutionalized meetings. In political
terms, that is called an interclass
political bloc against all those who
'resort to violence' in Argentina and
who thereby threaten the 'process of
institutionalization.’”

PST reply: Let us separate out the
various ingredients of this mishmash.

1. Our objectives from the beginning
have been to initiate practical actions
jointly ‘with other forces aimed at
helping to mobilize the masses.

2. The given democratic rights were
all those won by the Cordobazo and
similar mass actions, which we con-
sider to be conquests of the Argentine
working class.

3. The meetings "in the presence of
the government” were intended as con-
frontations, as efforts at obtaining
wide publicity, and as springboards
for actions such as mass rallies that
could lead to broader and more dy-
damic mobilizations of the working
class.

4. Meetings with the bourgeois op-
position parties "and the CP" (is the
IMT, then, against meeting with lead-
ers of Communist parties?) were
neither regular nor institutionalized,
nor led to any political accord, "in-
terclass,” or otherwise.

5. Our position is crystal clear. We
never make strategic, programm atic,
or long-term blocs with non-working-
class parties. Nor do we sign com-
mon political programs, or hold joint
rallies of a general political type with
such parties. With such parties we con-
clude only "limited, specific, tactical
agreements." Such tactical accords
serve essentially for propaganda cam-
paigns on well-defined individual
problems and to a lesser degree and
in exceptional cases for obtaining
some practical gain. They therefore
play only a relative role, since for our
party only "the mobilization of the
working class can solve all the
problems.”

6. As to the charge that we have
formed an "interclass political bloc”
against all those who "resort to vio-
lence,” this is a falsification.

The PST has never declared itself
in opposition to violence in general,
nor has it raised the slogan "Down
with violence." The purpose of this
falsification is to insinuate that the
PST has adopted the position of the
petty-bourgeois pacifists who oppose
violence even when it is exercised by

29

the masses.

(Certain phrases in the above IMT
accusation are enclosed in quotation
marks. The French translation does
not follow the Spanish in this. The
English version differs from both the
Spanish and the French. We would
appreciate it if the falsifiers would
reach a common agreement on what
phrases they want placed in quota-
tion marks and what were the sources
of the phrases.)

7. In political terms, this accusation
leveled by the IMT leaders can be
called a malicious factional construc-
tion aimed at prejudicing the rank and
file of the Fourth International against
the PST.

Workers United Front

IMT accusation: "Does the PST
counterpose the conception of a bloc
with liberal bourgeois parties for the
defense of the 'process of institutionali-
zation' to Trotsky's conception of the
workers united front?"

PST reply: We are against any bloc
that crosses class lines. We are for
practical agreements that help ad-
vance the struggle to institutionalize
the democratic gains won through the
Cordobazos. We are also decidedly in
favor of a workers united front.

With regard to a workers united
front we would greatly appreciate it
if the IMT leaders could furnish Ar-
gentina with the mass Social Demo-
cratic and Communist parties of the
Germany of 1932 to go along with the
quotations from Trotsky's writings on
this subject that they provided us.

In the absence of forces like the ones
in the Germany of 1932 we have had
to content ourselves with the reality at
hand —the disintegrating Peronist
movement and the mass trade unions,
which confront us with a different set
of problems from those the IMT lead-
ers have in mind.

Trotsky, Kerensky
and Joerger-Salemme

IMT accusation: "Under these con-
ditions, to counterpose defense of in-
creasingly paralyzed bourgeois-par-
liamentary institutions in decomposi-
tion to the rise of fascism is to court
certain defeat.”

PST reply: The IMT leaders are ar-
guing by analogy that what Trotsky
said about the situation in Germany
in 1932 applies to the Argentina of
1974.

But the IMT leaders are so one-



sided in their quotations that the les-
son they would like to draw for Ar-
gentina does not hold for concrete
situations that can arise in the struggle
against fascism even in the imperialist
democracies. Consider the following
observations made by Trotsky dur-
ing the Spanish civil war against the
position of the Joerger-Salemme
group:

1. The difference between Negrin

and Franco is the difference between
decaying bourgeois democracy and
fascism.
" "2. Everywhere and always, wher-
ever and whenever revolutionary
workers are not powerful enough im-
mediately to overthrow the bourgeois
regime, they defend even rotten bour-
geois democracy from fascism, and
they especially defend their own posi-
tion inside bourgeois democracy.

"3. The workers defend bourgeois
democracy, however, not by the meth-
ods of bourgeois democracy (Popular
Fronts, electoral blocs, government
coalitions, etc.) but by their own meth-
ods, that is, by the methods of revolu-
tionary class struggle. Thus, by par-
ticipating in the military struggle
against fascism they continue at the
same time to defend their own or-
ganizations, their rights, and their in-
terests from the bourgeois-democratic
government." ( The Spanish Revolu-
tion (1931-39), p. 282.)
~ In those years, the ultralefts did not
hesitate to call Trotsky wrong, and
even worse than wrong. Joerger-Sa-
lemme were as arrogant as others
of their school. In his rebuttal,
Trotsky did not give a millimeter:

" ™The difference between the Negrin
government and that of Franco,' I
said in reply to an American com-
rade, 'is the difference between decay-
ing bourgeois democracy and fas-
cism.' It is with this elementary con-
sideration that our political orienta-
tion begins. What! exclaim the ultra-
lefts, you want to restrict us to a choice
between bourgeois democracy and fas-
cism? But that's pure opportunism!
The Spanish revolution is fundamen-
tally a struggle between socialism and
fascism. Bourgeois democracy does
not offer the slightest solution. . ..
And so on." (Ibid., p. 295.)

Trotsky continued with further con-
crete analysis. One of the points he
made was the incorrectness in the giv-
en situation of attempting to engage
in an immediate effort to overthrow
the bourgeois democratic government:

"The Stalin-Negrin government is a
quasi-democratic obstacle on the road
to socialism; but it is also an obstacle,
not a very reliable or durable one,
but an obstacle nonetheless, on the
road to fascism. Tomorrow or the day
after tomorrow,; the Spanish proletar-
iat may perhaps be able to break
through this obstacle and seize pow-
er. But if it aided, even passively,
in tearing it down today, it would
only serve fascism. The task consists
not merely of theoretically evaluating
the two camps at their true worth,
but moreover of utilizing their strug-
gle in practice in order to make a
leap forward." (Ibid., p. 296.)

In several instructive paragraphs,
Trotsky took up the example of the
Bolsheviks in the struggle between the
Kerensky regime and the attempted
coup d'etat by Kornilov in August
1917:

"The left centrists as well as the in-
curable ultralefts often cite the exam-
ple of Bolshevik policy in the Keren-
sky-Kornilov conflict, without under-

standing anything about it The
POUM says: 'But the Bolsheviks
fought alongside Kerensky.” The

ultralefts reply: 'But the Bolsheviks
refused to give Kerensky their con-
fidence even under the threat of Kor-
nilov.' Both are right . .. halfway;
that is, both are completely wrong.

"The Bolsheviks did not remain neu-
tral between the camp of Kerensky
and that of Kornilov. They fought
in the first camp against the second.
They accepted the official command
as long as they were not sufficiently
strong to overthrow it. It was pre-
cisely in the month of August, with
the Kornilov uprising, that a prodi-
gious upswing of the Bolsheviks be-
gan., This upswing was made possible
only thanks to the double-edged Bol-
shevik policy. While participating in
the front lines of the struggle against
Kornilov, the Bolsheviks did not take
the slightest responsibility for the pol-
icy of Kerensky. On the contrary, they
denounced him as responsible for the
reactionary attack and as incapable
of overcoming it. In this way they
prepared the political premises of the
October Revolution, in which the al-
ternative Bolshevism or counterrev-
olution (communism or fascism)
evolved from a historic tendency into
a living and immediate reality.

"We must teach this lesson to the
youth. We must inculcate the Marxist
method into them. But as to the peo-
ple who are a few decades past school
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age and who persist in counterposing
to us at all times—to us as well as
to reality — the same formulas (which
they have, by the way, taken from us),
it is necessary to recognize them pub-
licly as incurables who must be kept
a few feet away from the general staffs
who are elaborating revolutionary
policy." (Ibid., pp. 296-97.)

We ask those who today echo the ar-
guments of Joerger-Salemme: Has
anything occurred since Trotsky's
time that would show he was wrong in
calling for a policy of defending "even
rotten bourgeois democracy from
fascism™? Has Trotsky been outmod-
ed? Should he be displaced to make
way for the theoreticians of "armed
struggle in Latin America"? Isn't it
time to speak up?

Was it Wrong for Antiwar Movement
to Let American Balbins Speak?

IMT accusation: "Of course, Argen-
tina in 1974 is not Germany in 1932.
There are important differences in the
social structure of the two countries,
in the relative weight of the different
social classes, and above all in the
forms of organization, political tradi-
tion, and level of political class con-
sciousness of the workers. But no 'na-
tional particularity' can transform the
Radical party of Mr. Balbin into a
serious candidate for the organiza-
tion of a general strike— not to men-
tion workers councils— at the side of
the workers organizations. Is it not
obvious that Trotsky is defending a
different political orientation in these
propositions of struggle against the
fascist threat through the workers
united front leading to the united class
action of the proletariat culminating -
in a general strike — different from the
orientation that sees regular meetings
with bourgeois parties, signing com-
mon declarations and communiqués
with these parties, and organizing
common meetings with these parties
as the useful condition for 'creating
the kind of social consciousness and
climate needed to defend civil liber-
ties or condemn fascism' (Avanzada
Socialista, July 4, 1974)?"

PST reply: In listing the differences
between Germany in 1932 and Ar-
gentina in 1974, the IMT leaders
ought to have added that Germany
belonged to the imperialist sector and
Argentina the semicolonial. How do
they explain having missed this cap-
ital distinction?

Despite the oversight, we think we
can reach substantial agreement with



the IMT leaders on at least one point
they raise. We can agree with them
that Balbin is not "a serious candi-
date for the organization of a general
strike—not to mention workers
councils.”

As to the rest of the accusation, it
shows either bad faith or political
blindness. We did not say that meet-
ing with these parties is a useful "con-
dition" for "creating the kind of social
consciousness and climate needed to
defend civil liberties or condemn
fascism."

Since the IMT leaders themselves
quoted us almost correctly only a few
pages previously, it is easy to ascer-
tain our views. (Perhaps a stronger
word than "almost” should be used.
In one of the paragraphs, an impor-
tant sentence was omitted without any
indication that something had been
left out.) Two paragraphs of the quo-
tation used by the IMT leaders should
suffice to show our views (we have
restored the missing sentence, itali-
cizing it for easy identification):

"Our party will always agree with
Balbin and the FAS lawyers in op-
posing by all means the suppression
of the daily El Mundo. Balbin does
this in the name of the bourgeois lib-
eral constitution he supports. We do
so in the name of workers democracy
and socialism.

"These convergences with bourgeois
sectors can be expressed in the form
of limited agreements, documents,
statements, etc. A recent example was
the rally organized by our party in
condemnation of the Pacheco Massa-
cre, in which, besides the left, almost
all the bourgeois democratic forces
participated. All these various types
of public actions, from joint communi-
qués to rallies, are useful and help
to create the kind of social conscious-
ness and climate needed to defend civil
liberties or condemn fascism. More-
over, they safeguard and reinforce the
legal rights of the revolutionary

party."”

It appears to us that the IMT lead-
ers do have a serious political dif-
ference with us. They seem to be op-
posed in principle to limited agree-
ments or public actions involving
bourgeois sectors in the struggle
against fascism or other ultrareaction-
ary forces. We think that they are not
alone in taking an ultraleft position
of this kind.

We should like to remind them that
at the height of the antiwar move-

ment in the United States, quite a few
petty-bourgeois and even bourgeois
figures sought to share the platform
in the giant rallies that were staged
at the time. The Trotskyists in the
United States did not oppose this. In
fact, they favored it. .

But how the ultralefts screamed!
They considered this to be proof posi-
tive that the Socialist Workers party
had formed an 'interclass political
bloc" with the liberal wing of the Dem-
ocratic party, thereby falling into the
Social Democratic "policy" of class col-
laborationism. It is one of the main
"proofs" still thrown at the SWP by
the ultralefts in the United States (and
elsewhere) to bolster the charge that
the SWP has "degenerated,” turned "re-
formist,"” and ™etrayed" the working
class.

Popular Frontism in Thirties
and Today

IMT accusation: "™oreover, the
comrades of the PST are caught in an
additional contradiction. They heavily
insist on the fact that they were and
remain irremediably opposed to coali-
tions of the 'popular front' type. Ex-
cellent resolve! But they seem to for-
get that the popular fronts were con-
stituted in the 1930s exactly with the
aim of 'defending democratic rights’
against the fascist threat. If.not only
technical agreements but also political
agreements with liberal bourgeois par-
ties are admissible for the defense not
only of a specific democratic right
but democratic rights in general, what
remains of the basis of the revolution-
ary Marxist opposition to the ‘'anti-
fascist' policy of the popular front?
Is it solely the fact that the popular
front also contains a governmental
program? Would it then become ac-
ceptable without such a program? If
agreement with bourgeois parties to
defend democratic rights in general
is admissible, is it not even more ad-
missible for regaining them where they
have been suppressed? What then re-
mains of the validity of the revolution-
ary Marxist opposition to the policy
of 'antifascist front' with the 'liberal’
bourgeoisie and its political parties,
as followed by the Spanish CP, the
Chilean CP, and the Uruguayan CP,
to cite only three examples?"

PST reply: This house of cards col-
lapses at the first touch. The popular
fronts in the 1930s were not consti-
tuted "exactly with the aim of 'defend-
ing democratic rights’' against the fas-
cist threat." That was the propagan-
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distic bait used to hook the naive
and the unwary. The popular fronts of
the 1930s were constructed "exactly
with the aim" of drawing the work-
ing class into political collaboration
with the bourgeoisie. Stalin was thor-
oughly aware of what he was doing
in both France and Spain.

That was why Trotsky saw these
popular fronts as replicas of the class-
collaborationist blocs of earlier times
despite the difference in publicly pro-
fessed aims.

The astonishingly superficial ap-
proach of the IMT leaders on this
question led them in 1974 to classify
the Union of the Left in France as
something different from the people's
fronts of the 1930s, since the propa-
gandistic bait used by the architects
of the Union of the Left was to "win
socialism" not "defeat fascism."

On the basis of that distinction, the
leaders of the IMT approved the pol-
icy of the Front Communiste Révolu-
tionnaire of calling on the French
workers to vote for Mitterrand in the
second round.

In Argentina, in contrast, the PST
entered the elections in opposition to
the Peronist candidates from top to
bottom — and not only in the first
round but in the second round.

The electoral course of the PST
proved where we stood politically in
relation to all the bourgeois parties
and those in the left tied to Perén's
Justicialista party such as the Stalin-
ists and most of the guerrilla organi-
zations.

The former official section of the
Fourth International went through a
crisis on the question of whether to
vote for the Peronist candidates, and
ended up by splitting. It is true that
the official section had already left
the Fourth International, so that the
IMT leaders cannot be held directly
responsible for this lamentable out-
come.

As for the PST, we had no prob-
lem whatsoever in this question; our
party demonstrated its political clar-
ity in the most graphic way through-
out the campaign.

One of the features of our campaign
was rejection of all overtures to build
a popular front or to help pave the
way for one.

In a report approved at a special
convention of the PST in July 1973,
Comrade Coral denounced the bour-
geois effort at establishing under Pe-
ron "the broadest alliance of classes
that the country has ever known."”" Co-



ral's concluding remarks were as
follows:

"It is not a question here of pre-
paring ‘the party to carry out an elec-
toral function but of putting the elec-
tions at the service of building the
party. During this period, as during
any other, we will have to carry out
the three-pronged revolutionary tasks
described by Lenin: agitate among the
masses, propagandize for our ideas,
and educate the cadres. It is in this
sense that we must intervene in the
elections.

"What I want to point out in con-
clusion is that at this stage we must
be conscious above all else of the
urgent need to educate our cadres.
For it is certain that the instability
of this latest attempt at an alliance
between the classes, the instability and
decrepitude of the bourgeoisie and the
ruling classes in the government,
opens up for us a revolutionary per-
spective. And when this moment ar-
rives, it is the strength of our organi-
zation and the ability of the cadres
of our party that will determine
whether this revolutionary crisis will
‘end in a tragedy, like the Spanish rev-
olution, or in a historic revolution,
like the Russian revolution of 1917."
(See the August 1-8, 1973, issue of
Avanzada Socialista.)

We have followed the same line since
then, scorning the overtures made in
our direction by both the Stalinists
and some of the bourgeois political
figures. :

In their Open Letter No. 2, the IMT
leaders sedulously avoid considering
how our electoral campaign proved
the intransigence of our revolutionary-
socialist stand against class collab-
orationism. In fact they do not even
mention our campaign.

Besides, the Uruguayans
Are Not Guilty

IMT accusation: "The question is
not simply rhetorical. Already the
PRT-U (Partido Revolucionario de los
Trabajadores-Uruguay), a close polit-
ical ally of the PST, has pronounced
‘itself squarely in favor of such a front
for the ‘'reconquest of free elec-
‘tions'. . . ."

PST reply: We are against the prac-
tice of determining guilt by associa-
tion. We are responsible for the po-
litical course of the Trotskyists in
Argentina; not those in Uruguay, Bel-
gium, Canada, or anywhere else.
Moreover, even if we were to prove
the innocence of the Uruguayan com-

rades, the IMT leaders would hardly
agree that this made us innocent by
association.

We' will say, in addition, that we
consider it completely inadmissible to
subject the Trotskyists, working in the
most difficult conditions in the under-
ground movement in Uruguay, to be-
ing pilloried in public this way with-
out discussing with them in advance,
without notifying them, without giv-
ing them a chance to explain their
position internally, and without even
quoting them in context.

Is this the way the IMT majority
of the United Secretariat proposes to
proceed from here on out with all the
sections and sympathizing organiza-
tions of the Fourth International?

We underline the fact that the re-
sponsibility for attacking the Uru-
guayan comrades in public this way
belongs completely and solely with
the leaders of the IMT.

As to our positions on issues fac-
ing the Uruguayan revolutionary
Marxist movement, we will state them

" after the Uruguayan comrades have

had an opportunity to reply to the
completely unjustified attack leveled
against them.

Divisions Among Bourgeoisie

IMT accusation: "The PST's partici-
pation in the institutionalized meetings
between the government and the so-
called center-left opposition on the con-
trary provides left cover for a politi-
cal operation whereby the Peronist re-
gime is seeking to camouflage its re-
sponsibility for the organization of
an antiworker and antirevolutionary
repression behind the shield of ver-
bal declarations against 'terrorism
wherever it comes from.'"

PST reply: Of course the Peronist
regime is seeking to camouflage its
responsibility. Nonetheless the divi-
sions among the bourgeoisie over the
question of putting an Argentine Pino-
chet in power are quite real. In our
opinion it is absolutely correct to try
to take advantage of these divisions
as part of the effort to mobilize the
working class in defense of democracy
against the ultraright.

To argue that the confrontations on
a propagandistic level with the gov-
ernment representatives provided a
"left cover” for the Peronist regime’ is
nothing but camouflage for the ultra-
left sectarian position that staked
everything on guerrilla action in iso-
lation from the masses.
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Should We Worry
QOver Bourgeois Press?

IMT accusation: "The PST's partici-
pation in the hypocritical comedy of
'national harmonization' around sup-
port to the process of institutionaliza-
tion organized by the Peronist regime
is all the more fraught with conse-
quences in that it allows the bourgeois
press to distribute in millions of copies
reports about the PST's approval of
the government propaganda about the
'union of all Argentines around dem-
ocratic institutions and the unanimous
condemnation of violence.'"

PST reply: The IMT leaders have
caught us red-handed; consequently
we plead guilty to the charge that we
have not gauged our tactics accord-
ing to what the bourgeois press might
say. We have resisted dropping to
such a low political level.

What we have kept our eyes on, in
accordance with the Trotskyist aim
of building a mass revolutionary
party in Argentina, has been among
other things the circulation of our
press, the rate of recruitment to the
PST, and our becoming rooted in the
m asses.

Because of long years of experience
under dictatorial regimes, the van-
guard of the Argentine working class
is accustomed to discount what ap-
pears in the bourgeois press to a high-
er degree than may be the case in
countries where the vanguard, under
imperialist democracy, has fallen into
uncritical acceptance of what is printed
in the bourgeois press. Consequently
the references to us in the Argentine
press helped to arouse curiosity as to
what we had really said and done.
Coupled with this were some exposi-
tions of our real positions that Com-
rade Coral was able to make to a
vast television audience. As a result,
the circulation of Avanzada Socialista
increased by leaps and bounds.

Similarly, recruitment to our ranks
proceeded at such a rate as to neces-
sitate our putting controls on it to
bring it into conformity with our ca-
pacities to educate and integrate new
cadres.

Was this swift growth resulting from
our political orientation and tactics
bad? The guerrilla groups may think
so. We do not. We are proud of the
expansion in numbers and in prestige
that we have been able to bring to
the world Trotskyist movement.

We propose to continue what we
have been doing with whatever tac-
tical adjustments may be required in
view of objective developments in the



situation. We grant the right of other
revolutionists to say what they want
about this. We are willing to debate
with them, publicly or otherwise. But
unless more compelling arguments
can be advanced than those assembled
by the IMT leaders, we do not intend
to change our course.

Where They Go Wrong
on the Situation in Argentina

10.

A Superficial Survey

The résumé of the Argentine situa-
tion offered by the leaders of the IMT
is journalistic and incomplete; it lacks
precise class characterizations. This
summary consists of the following
seven points:

1. "The replacement of the military
dictatorship of Lanusse" is attributed
to the struggle of the mass movement
beginning with the Cordobazo. Anoth-
er factor cited is "the development of
multiple forms of armed confronta-
tion" with the "military bourgeois
forces" by "sectors of the masses as
well as some groups of the vanguard.”

2. The bourgeoisie and imperialism
"'by promoting the 'process of institu-
tionalization' through the 'great na-
tional accord'. . . pursued the essen-
tial aims of averting the risk of an
overall confrontation between its army
and the masses” and "of reestablishing

control over the workers move-
ment. . . ."
3. " .. the sine qua non for the

success of this Peronist project was
the acceptance of 'social peace' by the
whole working class in exchange for
'free elections'. .. ." Minority sectors
of the working class were beginning
"to act independently.”

4. "Under these conditions, the re-
establishment of the Peronist regime
inevitably involved a growing violent
and terrorist repression not only
against the Peronist far left and. the
groups engaged in guerrilla strug-
gle, but also against all independent
sectors of the workers movement and
the working class.”

5. "The resolution on Argentina
adopted by the Tenth World Congress
of the Fourth International (Fourth
Congress since Reunification) af-
firmed . . . the unstable character of
the new period of bourgeois democ-
racy." At the same time this resolu-
tion pointed out it was "a.curious
‘democracy’ that develops the white
terror starting from the highest gov-

ernmental circles!"”

6. "This 'institutionalized' and sys-
tematized repression, under the direct
control of Loépez Rega, the 'strong-
man’' of the Peronist regime, reveals
the hypocritical and fraudulent char-
acter of the declarations of the lead-
ing Peronists. . . ."

7. "The PST's participation in the
institutionalized meetings between the
government and the so-called center-
left opposition . . . provides left cover
for a political operation whereby the
Peronist regime is seeking to camou-
flage its responsibility for the organi-
zation of an antiworker and antirevo-
lutionary repression. . . ."

Startling Omissions

This summary, which is correct as
to the facts— although not in its as-
sessment of the PST's actions — suffers
from omissions and insufficiencies that
are startling.. Let's consider a few.

1. The IMT leaders fail to say
whether the "new period of bourgeois
democracy” is better for us Trotskyists
than the -military regimes, and
whether, with the great gains scored
by the masses, the workers are in a
more advantageous position than
under the Lanusse and Ongania gov-
ernments. The PST holds that in fact
the present regime in Argentina differs
qualitatively from the military dicta-
torship, as well as the regimes of Pino-
chet, Bordaberry, Geisel, or Banzer,
which are brutal Bonapartist dictator-
ships supported by the oligarchy and
imperialism.

This characterization does not deny
the right-wing and reactionary course
of Peronism in office but does include
a qualification; namely, that we have
a bourgeois democratic regime al-
though the government is in the hands
of a party that is swinging more and
more in a rightist and reactionary
direction. ‘

2. The lack of a precise character-
ization “of the regime causes the lead-
ers of the IMT to overlook the danger
that a coup d'etat may wipe out the
democratic gains made by the masses
and the workers movement, that is,
sweep away the "new period of bour-
geois democracy" mentioned in the
resolution adopted at the last world
congress. !

The PST maintains that such a
threat exists, that it is a terrible dan-
ger (although not something that is
likely to happen next week, that is,
immediately), and that it constitutes
the gravest political problem facing
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the masses and our party.

3. While the summary takes into ac-
count and defines the attitude of the
vanguard of the workers movement,
it fails to say a single word about
the overall situation in the workers
movement.

It recognizes that the workers move-
ment as a whole does not act or think
in the same way as the vanguard,
by noting that the latter is "argely
a minority on a national scale.” But
it totally ignores the level of con-
sciousness and attitude of the working
class as a whole. This omission, this
failure to analyze how the entire work-
ing class thinks, feels, and acts, is
impermissible, since the level of class
consciousness is one of the funda-
mental elements required for formu-
lating a correct policy.

4. As a result of this deficiency, the
IMT leaders analyze Peronism as a
government and .the GAN |[Gran
Acuerdo Nacional — Great National
Agreement| a8 a system, but they over-
look Peronism as a mass movement
and they overlook the mass support
the GAN has. However, there are
some figures that point up these facts
clearly. The GAN, with its project of
"institutionalizing the country" was
voted for by 98 percent of all Argen-
tines over the age of eighteen. More
than 90 percent (95 percent comes
closer) of the workers voted for the
Peronists.

This current, therefore, has much
greater support in the workers move-
ment, for example, than Mitterrand in
France and more than double the sup-
port for the Socialist and Communist
parties in Italy.

The IMT leaders should specify
whether they believe that the situation
remains the same today or whether
they believe that it has undergone a
qualitative change. That is, does this
majority of the working class, which
does not follow the vanguard and
does not support its independent ac-
tions, still support the government or
not? ‘

The PST holds that the crisis of
Peronism in the workers movement
has begun, but only just begun, and
that it is developing very slowly. We
do not know whether, when this crisis
reaches its culmination, the workers
will turn directly to the positions of
revolutionary socialism, toward an
independent workers party, or will re-
main stalled for a period at some
"left" variety of popular frontism of-



fered by the populist Peronists.

Do the IMT leaders believe that the
crisis of Peronism is in its early or in
its concluding stages? Is there a pos-
sibility or not that a mass popular
front may arise as a result of this
crisis?

5. This ignorance of what the work-
ers movement is doing and what it
seeks is shown by the fact that al-
though they refer to the "Social Pact”
as a governmental plan, they "neglect”
to analyze it from the standpoint of
its relation to the working class. They
fail to point out that because of what
this plan means (freezing wages in
face of accelerating inflation), it has
been and will remain the source of the
most intense workers struggles.

The omission leads to a still graver
oversight: forgetting the struggle of
our class in general— not minority
sectors of the vanguard — against the
wage freeze. Nonetheless, this strug-
gle produced three giant strike waves
in 1974 and led to an important par-
tial defeat of the "Social Pact" and the
wage freeze.. The class struggle has
been deemed not worthy of a single
line in the document of the IMT, as
if it were devoid of significance.

6. An almost incredible oversight is
the failure to mention the guerrillas.
However, they exist and are active.
The PRT (Combatiente) and the ERP
launched a war to the knife against
the Peronist government shortly after
its installation. More recently, the Per-
onist left also turned to guerrilla ac-
tions against the government. The
guerrillas are part of the national
reality that deserves mention, and so
we will devote some attention to them.

Is it politically correct to launch
armed attacks against a government
that had— and continues to have—
the political support of the immense
majority of the workers movement
and a large part of the populace?
Is it valid to argue that the guerrillas
played no role in the stepped-up re-
pression, because such repression is
inherent in the capitalist system?
Shouldn't Marxist analysis note that
if the workers movement does not
react against the repression this is
because it is being carried out in the
name of defending a government re-
garded by the workers as their own
- that is being physically attacked by
a small irresponsible elite? Shouldn't
it be said that this guerrilla activity
provides an excuse for accelerating

the repression, provoking an unnes-
essarily early crackdown out of pro-
portion to the level reached by the
workers struggles; that this activity
enables the bourgeoisie' to isolate the
vanguard sectors, which cannot find
the mass support needed to resist these
attacks because the masses support
the government?

7. It is not made clear that in the
Argentine situation the gravest contra-
diction is the one between the degree
of  militancy and organization
achieved by the proletariat on the
trade-union level and the degree of
rottenness reached by its trade-union
and political leaderships. This contra-
diction cannot be left out of any seri-
ous analysis, since on the subjective
level it finds expression in the contra-
diction between the very high trade-
union consciousness: of the Argentine
workers and their extreme political
backwardness, their fanatic Peronism.

For a Leninist-Trotskyist
Political Course

11.

To develop a correct revolutionary
policy in our country requires taking
into account the situation as a whole,
of which the factors overlooked by
the IMT leaders form an essential
part. Thus the policy prescribed by
our critics, who call on us to "reso-
lutely orient ... toward the line of
the workers united front and the prop-
agation and carrying out in practice
of self-defense by the workers orga-
nizations themselves against the fas-
cist terror,” simply sounds ridiculous
to us.

A workers united front? With whom?
The relatively tiny Argentine Com-
munist party? No, obviously a work-
ers united front requires mass orga-
nizations, not small parties. A work-
ers united front with the Peronist
unions, which are the only mass or-
ganizations that exist? But the fact
is that a whole "sector of fascism"
draws its support from the Peronist
unions, which in their turn support
the government as do the workers.
So then, should it be a united front
of the Peronist unions against the Per-
onist unions?

"Self-defense" by the workers orga-
nizations themselves? Should we call
on the Peronist unions to organize
"self-defense” against their own fascist
goons or against the parallel police,
if the goons are part of the govern-
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ment apparatus?

We would like the authors of the
document to tell us exactly with what
"workers organizations" (mass orga-
nizations, of course) we are supposed
to achieve a workers front and pro-
mote self-defense. The key to the situa-
tion, precisely, is that the Argentine
workers in their vast majority do not
think or feel that there is any need
for the time being for self-defense
against the fascists. They do not think
so because in their extreme political
backwardness, as shown by their sup-
port for the Peronist government and
movement, they do not regard fas-
cism as their main enemy for the time
being. They do not feel the need to
defend themselves because, for the time
being, the fascists are not attacking
the mass workers organizations, or
the labor movement, but only sections
of the vanguard standing far in ad-
vance of the masses. The working
class as a whole, for the time being,
is indifferent to the fascist threat.

What the workers are conscious of
is the threat of a coup d'etat. But
precisely with regard to this danger,
which is the most serious one— much
more acute than the activity of the
fascist groups— and which the work-
ing class recognizes, the leaders of the
IMT have no line. Nowhere in their
document do they mention the pos-
sibility of a reactionary coup d'etat,
as if the perspective of a Pinochet
seizing power in Argentina were some-
thing remote. Just at the moment when
this danger begins to loom larger,
they prove to have no line for con-
fronting it. We cannot help feeling
astonished at this failure by those who
a year ago were predicting a reaction-
ary coup and accusing us of lack of
preparations to meet it.

Nor do our critics suggest a course
to help speed up the crisis in the Per-
onist movement and prevent the work-
ers movement from going through a
new populist or popular-front experi-
ence.

To top off their falsifications of our
positions, the leaders of the IMT go
so far as to suggest that the PST
thinks that the way to fight the re-
action is by agreements with the bour-
geoisie; and without any proof, they
go on to accuse us of having a "pop-
ular front” line.

Yet when it comes to analyzing the
immediate problems and formulating
a line for Argentina, they leave out
completely the danger of popular



frontism and what to do about it
Specifically, the IMT leaders fail to
even indicate that the main slogan
to advance in combating Peronism,
any alternative form of populism, and
a popular front is the political inde-
pendence of the working class.

Another incredible "omission”" by our
critics with regard to what line revo-
lutionists in Argentina ought to adopt
concerns the gravest kind of "ter-
rorism,"” as our party has defined it,
the terrorism waged by the Peronist
government against the workers in
imposing the "Social Pact" and its
wage freeze. We cannot understand
why those who accuse us of serving
as a "left cover"” for the Peronistgovern-
ment failed to mention that one of
the fundamental tasks in defending the
rights of the workers against this gov-
ernment is to struggle against the
agreement between the bosses and the
union bureaucrats included in the "So-
cial Pact.” '

Finally, there is another "omission"
that seems to be a complement of the
ironical attitude these polemicists de-
cided to adopt toward the "process
of institutionalization." They fail to
take into account its effect on the con-
sciousness of the working class. The
process of institutionalization as itcon-
cerns the bourgeoisie is one thing,
and our critics have correctly ascer-
tained what this is. But institutionali-
zation is something else again from the
standpoint of the understanding, feel-
ings, and aspirations of the labor
movement and the masses who voted
for it.

To the workers and the masses, "in-
stitutionalization” means the process
of winning democratic freedoms for
themselves besides supporting the Per-
onist government, which they consider
to be their government. If this is not
understood, it is impossible to under-
stand anything at all about the present
level of consciousness of the Argentine
workers; and, as a consequence, it is
absolutely impossible to develop a
correct line.

A genuinely revolutionary line must
take into account all these elements
that have been "overlooked" by our
critics. Our party weighed them in
arriving at a policy that combines
the following complementary lines of
action:

1. To mount a head-on fight against
the "Social Pact." Our policy is to help
the working class organize strikes to
win higher pay, break the "wage

freeze," and defeat the "Social Pact."

This line of struggle goes hand in
hand with denouncing the government
for enforcing the pact. It means seek-
ing to unmask the government in prac-
tice; and, what is just as important,
impelling the working class to mo-
bilize massively behind an objective
that it is able to undertake right now.

Our entire policy is based precisely
on finding a leverage point from which
the working class as a whole can
be set in motion on its own against
the capitalist system and the Peronist
government. Given the workers' high
level of trade-union consciousness, this
leverage point is to be found in their
readiness to mobilize against the "So-
cial Pact.” If, in struggling against the
pact, the working class wins succes-
sive victories, they will in due course
come to confrontations with the gov-
ernment and the fascists that will en-
able them to overcome their political
backwardness. Events are proving us
right in our choice of the central is-
sue, since the largest working-class
mobilizations have occurred against
the wage freeze, the main pillar of
the "Social Pact.”

2. To engage in an energetic defense
of the "process of institutionalization"
as the masses understand it— not as
the bourgeoisie and above all the
Peronist government understand it. In
voting for this "process,” the workers
voted for expanding democratic free-
doms. We agree with the workers and
with the feeling they expressed by their
votes. We are pointing out to them that
they must struggle to ensure that the
process moves forward and not back-
ward.

In this course, we are following the
method outlined in the Transitional
Program, which teaches us to look for
the progressive substance placed by the
working class in slogans that on the
surface may appear to serve their in-
terests (for example, "peace,”" when the
bourgeoisie advance it as part of their
preparations for a reactionary war).

3. To engage in a dialogue with the
Peronists as long as they continue to
enjoy massive support from the work-
ers. Qur purpose in engaging in a di-
alogue, which includes such tactics
as meetings with them, is to try to
accelerate the crisis of the Peronist
movement. We level demands on the
Peronists in the name of the working
class and denounce them for the "So-
cial Pact,” the repression, the protec-
tion of fascist groups, their reaction-
ary course, and their policy that ob-
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jectively facilitates preparations for a
reactionary coup. Our main accusa-
tion is that they do mnot defend de-
mocracy but undermine it and cur-
tail it.

4. To continue to make "limited, tac-
tical agreements” with any current in
defense of any specific right or body
of rights that is under attack or can
be won. At the same time, as condi-
tions mature for forming a real work-
ing-class united front against the fas-
cist gangs, we will continue to propose
to independent unions and left worker
parties that they form united fronts
and participate in united efforts of
workers militias. (Although we have
received only negative responses so
far, the PST has been carrying out a
full-fledged campaign in favor of such
proposals for months, a fact system-
atically ignored by our critics.)

5. To continue combining the strug-
gle for trade-union democracy with
the struggle against the "Social Pact"
as the best way of sweeping away the
trade-union bureaucracy.

6. To continue to raise the alarm
against the danger of a reactionary
coup d'etat and explain the need for
mobilizing the workers movement to
face this threat. This policy includes
using proletarian methods to defend
the bourgeois democratic regime
against a reactionary coupd’etat. That
is, we fight for the continuity of the
"present period of bourgeois democra-
cy" against reactionary assaults as
long as the masses are not yet pre-
pared to go beyond it to the estab-
lishment of socialist democracy.

7. To continue to battle for the po-
litical independence of the workers
movement and to oppose any slide
into popular frontism. This is the axis
of our entire line— class against class.

8. To continue to oppose guerrilla-
ism. In their ignorance of, and con-
tempt for, the consciousness of the
masses, for what the masses want and
feel, the guerrillas fell into terrorist
actions against a government that the
workers are not yet ready to abandon,
particularly in face of a threat from
the ‘ultraright. The majority of the
working people either ignore or re-
pudiate the terrorist actions of the
guerrillas. Moreover, we will continue
to explain how the irresponsible
course followed by the guerrillas has
helped accelerate the repression and
increased the danger of a reactionary
coup against a workers movement not
yet prepared politically to resist and
defeat such an attack. a






Part Il, From the Pages of Avanzada Socialista

Argentine PST Selects Presidential Ticket

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, September 10, 1973

The Argentine Partido Socialista de
los Trabajadores (PST — Socialist
Workers party) called a special con-
vention at the end of July. Its main
purpose was to determine the party's
response to the new election campaign
occasioned by the resignation of Pres-
ident Héctor Campora and the dec-
laration of the candidacy of Perén.
The election is scheduled for Septem-
ber 23.

The convention was described by
the August 1-8 issue of the PST's week-
ly, Avanzada Socialista, as a "work
session.” This was shown, it said, "by
the fact that the discussion of elec-
toral tactics took up only three of
the thirteen hours of the entire ses-
sion.”

Three points were on the agenda:
party activities, the international sit-
uation, and the national situation. The
last was broken down into three
points, dealing with political questions
and the election, the youth, and the
unions.

The proceedings went on under por-
traits of Marx, Lenin, and Trotsky,
and banners reading: "For -a world
party of socialist revolution,"” "Solidar-
ity with the persecuted members of
the French Communist League,” "For
a socialist Argentina,” and "For the
nationalization of Cdédex and Stan-
dard Electric."

A major decision of the gathering
was to announce the candidacy of

party leader Juan Carlos Coral for
president and Jos€ Paez for vice-pres-
ident. Pdez is a union leader from
Cérdoba and was a leader of the
now banned SITRAC (Sindicato de
Trabajadores Concord — Concord
Workers Union).

Following theé PST convention, the
party offered its ballot status to a
possible presidential slate consisting
of Agustin Tosco, head of the Cér-
doba Light and Power Union, and
Armando Jaime, a peasant leader
from Salta. Although considerable
support developed for such a ticket,
Tosco and Jaime decided in mid-Au-
gust not to run. Therefore, Coral and
Pé4ez remain the PST's ticket.

Avanzada Socialista provided the
following summary of the PST con-
vention proceedings:

"The report on party activities was
presented by Arturo Gémez and traced
the progress and advances of all as-
pects of party life. Its general line
was approved, and it was decided
to refer it to all party centers so it
could be discussed and definitively ap-
proved. Under this point, certain
forms of party organization were dis-
cussed, and it was agreed that the
main activity of the coming period
will be the training of solid Marxist
cadres, with an aim toward forging
a Leninist combat party.

"The international reports were pre-
sented by Companeros Mario Doglio,
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Nahuel Moreno, and Maria Encabo,
and the subsequent discussion touched
on various questions. This point ini-
tiated the international discussion
within the party. Although no reso-
lution was adopted, steps were taken
toward a characterization of the sit-
uation and tasks on an international
scale, and an orientation for party
work was set. This is a discussion
that remains open and is being carried
on in the party centers. - .

"With regard to the national situa-
tion, we are publishing Compafero
Coral's report separately. [See article
below.] Following discussion, the re-
port was approved, the Coral-Pdez
presidential ticket was chosen, and the
party executive committee was author-
ized, in line with Article 15 of the
party statutes, to implement any
changes in electoral tactics that might
be called for by the changing and
unstable political situation prevailing
in the country. In addition, the con-
vention approved a proposal by Com-
panero Grano to issue a call to all
class-struggle and socialist forces,
which was sent to the press.

"This was a gathering marked by
workers democracy, in which clear
resolutions were adopted that arm the
party to continue the struggle.”

The gathering also adopted, by ac-
clamation, a statement of solidarity
with the Ligue Communiste, French
section of the Fourth International,
which has ‘been declared illegal by
the Pompidou regime. O



Why PST Is Participating in Elections

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, September 10, 1973

[The following is the conclusion of
the report by Juan Carlos Coral to
the special convention of the Argen-
tine Partido Socialista de los Traba-
jadores (PST — Socialist Workers par-
ty) at'the end of July. Coral's remarks
were published in the August 1-8 is-
sue of the PST's weekly, Avanzada
Socialista, from which they have been
translated by Intercontinental Press.

[Coral's speech dealt with the cur-
rent situation in Argentina. "He ex-
plained,” reported Avanzada Socialis-
ta in an introduction, "the plunder
to which it has been subjected by im-
perialist penetration: growing in-
debtedness, the maintenance of the old
oligarchic structure of the large, rural
landholdings, and the exploitation of
the working class to a critical point.
He then showed how the workers
movement’ responded to this exploi-
tation in a combative, class-struggle
way, beginning with the Cordobazo.”
Coral's concluding remarks follow.]

* * *°

Thus, in the logic of these events,
and in face of this combative, class-
struggle response of the workers, the
bourgeoisie had to respond with the
only alternative remaining to it: the
broadest alliance of classes that the
country has ever known, in which
the dominance of international finance
sectors is taken for granted, but which
also involves the landed oligarchy

and the national bourgeoisie. Natural-
ly, this alliance has taken shape under
the leadership of Per6n as the great
Bonapartist leader who assumes the
luxurious role of arbitrating conflicts
between sectors of the bourgeoisie, and
enjoys the support of the working
class.

While he was in Madrid, Per6n was
a kind. of reservist for imperialism;
from that vantage point it was easy
for him to fill the role of a workers
and people's leader. On another plane,
he sent his tape-recorded blessing to
all sectors of the [Peronist] movement:
Osinde and Rucci, Galimberti and L6-
pez Rega. All of them had Pero6n's
blessing — naturally, with special en-
couragement: to the youth and the
combative sectors, since this was the
way to keep high the expectations of
the workers and people for this fake
revolutionary leader.

But when the moment for assuming
power arrives, .a position has to be
taken on all the concrete problems.
And Per6n now stands, as he really
is, before a working class that lived
through eighteen years of expectations
and heroically intervened to bring
about his return.

With regard to the archaic latifundia
setup, he responded with a diplomatic
tax on the potential income of the
land, maintaining the old, privileged
structures. With regard to the prob-
lem of the country's loss of capital
stock through the free outflow of prof-
its on foreign investments, Perén re-
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sponded by imposing a ceiling of 12.5
percent—a ceiling that is not even
being observed now that nothing
stands in its way. With regard to the
question  of nationalizing the banks,
which we called for, he responded only
by nationalizing bank deposits, which
made it possible to direct credits to-
ward sectors that had an interest in
receiving them.

Finally, with regard to the whole
gamut of superexploitation suffered by
the workers, the response was the won-
derful wage increasé of 20,000 pesos
[US$1 equals approximately 1,000
pesos], which is not an increase but
simply brings wages back to the level
they were at during the first months
of this year.

But through our party the working
class is also preparing its response
to this bourgeois policy. Its response
is the revolutionary mobilization of
the masses and the conquest of power
by the working class along the lines
of our revolutionary program. ,

This response consists of discredit-
ing all utopian, reactionary illusions
about national revolutions. For our
economy is nothing more than one
element within the organized pole that
is the world capitalist economy. There
is no possibility of freeing ourselves
from imperialism without escaping
from the confines of the capitalist sys-
tem. There is no possibility of saving
oneself from imperialist exploitation
through Third Worldist formulations
or references to national revolution;



this can only be done by changing
the relations of production—that is,
through socialist revolution, through
permanent revolution, as we can see
from the examples of Russia, Cuba,
and Vietnam.

We will carry out this political re-
sponse with one instrument—a party
of cadres who are perfectly disciplined
and conscious of the fact that they
will provide the leadership for the rev-
olutionary process that is approach-
ing.

And we, companeros, must now
solve the problem of using these new
elections to bring all these elements
together. At a time when all the other
forces are caught up in their own

maneuvers and cannot get out, we—
if we respond immediately —will be

_ setting an example in organization

and conviction. We will reflect not con-
fusion, which is their stock-in-trade,
but clarity, which is ours.

It is not a question here of pre-
paring the party to carry out an elec-
toral function but of putting the elec-
tions at the service of building the
party. During this period, as during
any other, we will have to carry out
the three-pronged revolutionary task
described by Lenin: agitate among
the masses, propagandize for our
ideas, and educate the cadres. It is
in this sense that we must intervene
in the elections.
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What I want to point out in con-
clusion is that at this stage we must
be conscious above all else of the
urgent need to educate our cadres.
For it is certain that the instability
of this latest attempt at an alliance
between the classes, the instability and
decrepitude of the bourgeoisie and the
ruling classes in the government,
opens up for us a revolutionary per-
spective. And when this moment ar-
rives, it is the strength of our orga-
nization and the ability of the cadres
of our party that will determine wheth-
er this revolutionary crisis will end
in a tragedy, like the Spanish rev-
olution, or in a historic revolution,
like the Russian revolution of 1917. O



Coral Confronts Peron With Five Demands

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, May 13, 1974

[The following document appeared
in the April 11 ‘Avanzada Socialis-
ta, weekly of the Argentine Partido
Socialista de los Trabajadores (PST —
Socialist Workers party, a sympathiz-
ing organization of the Fourth Inter-
national). It features points made by
PST leader Juan Carlos Coral at a
meeting held April 5 between oppo-
sition political parties and officials of
the Per6n government. The transla-
tion is by Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

Like that literary character who
spoke in prose without realizing it,
almost all those who met Friday,
April 5, at 10 a.m. at the Olivos man-
siori [Perén's country estate] failed to
see— or pretended not to see— that the
meeting between administration offi-
cials and representatives of eight op-
position parties was a by-product of
the big workers mobilizations that be-
gan with the Cordobazo.

The Cordobazo dealt a death blow
to- the oligarchic-imperialist military
dictatorship. It resulted in all the
bosses being compelled to support a
pact known as the- Gran Acuerdo Na-
cional [Great National Agreement}, de-
signed to maintain capitalist rule in
the : form of a bourgeois-democratic
government. ‘'That is the government
of ‘Lieutenant ‘General Perdén, which
will soon complete its first year in
office. -

‘Our  party considered it obligatory
to participate in all the difficult stages
of this laborious process involving
constitutional democracy, which was
initiated by Lanusse and Mor Roig!

1. -President and minister of the interior,
respectively, in the closing days of the
dictatorship — they were architects of the
Gran Acuerdo Nacional.

and is continuing today under Gen-
eral Perdn. The struggle has been over
democratic rightss on one side, the
masses fighting by means of strikes
and mass mobilizations to extend
these rights; on the other, various rul-
ing figures, parties, and bourgeois sec-
tors trying to restrict them.

This is something that General La-
nusse does not seem to understand:
In a speech he made last week, he
credited the armed forces with hav-
ing brought about the return to con-
stitutional rule. The bourgeois poli-
ticians, on the other hand, credit it
to "La Hora del Pueblo."2 Gentlemen
of the military, gentlemen of the bour-
geois parties, the credit goes to the
working people. They paid for it with
their blood.

Today the threat against the demo-
cratic conquests of the masses comes
from a sector of the ruling party and
the union bureaucracy. That is why,
just as we once demanded that the
military get out and that free elec-
tions be held, we have now confronted
Perén's government with five demands
of the labor and socialist movement.

Our party, based on the daily strug-
gle of the workers, believes that it was
proper to voice these deeply felt de-
mands at the Olivos mansion. Con-
sequently, to this meeting —which was
made possible by a Cordobazo that
toppled the military dictatorship and
opened a period of constitutional
bourgeois democracy —we sent a dele-
gation in the same way that we in-
tervened in the strike of the bank
workers, the occupation at Panam,
and in the Villazo to defend the de-
mands of the workers and the people.

We were able to confront the gov-

2. The People's Hour, the Peronist-led
popular-front formation in last year's elec-
tions.
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ernment ministers and the president
directly with these demands. Perén,
who was in good health and a jo-
vial mood, showed that he was per-
fectly aware of what is going on in
the country. From here on out, the
workers need not entertain any doubts
on this score. The excuse advanced
by left-wing Peronists that there is
some sinister conspiracy to keep the
president in ignorance lacks any basis
in fact. There is no "screening," no
"evil genius," no misinformation, no
doing things behind his back. The
president is in command and he is
directly responsible for everything
that happens.

Here are the five most urgent de-
mands of the working people in brief:
(1) Call a halt to the violent repres-
sion of popular organizations and the
murder of their activists. (2) Stay the
hand of the union bureaucracy, begin-
ning by recognizing the victory of
the workers at Villa Constitucién.3
(3) Repeal the law on redundancy.
(4) Stop exploitation, starvation
wages, and rising prices. (5) Fight
imperialism, beginning by nationaliz-
ing the automotive monopolies.

The government, we must say, did
not reply satisfactorily. There was si-
lence in some cases, evasive answers
in others. Nor were promises, hints,
or concrete announcements of any
kind made—contrary to what the
bourgeois press asserts. Each time the
government was asked for precise,
concrete answers, it evaded the ques-
tions, insisting instead on the need
"to carry out new meetings to deal
with the technical aspects." Only on
point No. 2 did Minister [of Labor]
Otero maintain that his ministry was
committed to carrying out the agree-
ment reached with the metalworkers.



On drawing a balance sheet and
making a report on this meeting, our
party must act like the companeros
in a Comisién Interna (plant com-
mittee) of a factory when they return
to the assembly after seeing manage-
ment: Compaferos, we met with man-
agement and we put our five demands
up to them. They responded affirma-
tively only to the one about Acindar,
although even that is not a complete
guarantee. The real victory there be-
longs to the companeros who carried
out the Villazo. On the remaining
points they made no positive response.
We must keep on fighting to win
them."

1. Stop Escalating the Repression

Coral: Minister [of the Interior]
Llambi—repeating a concept that we
have heard several times from Gen-
eral Perén—has just warned that
peace and internal security are threat-
ened as much from the ultraleft as
from the. ultraright. Nonetheless, we
note that the government deploys a
large police and military apparatus
that is quite efficient when it comes
to handling what is called ultraleft
violence; an apparatus that, in ad-
dition, carries out its functions so zeal-
ously that at times we see it tilting
with windmills —uncovering imagi-
nary assassination attempts and plots.
But, when it is faced with dealing
with the violence unleashed by the
ultraright, it has not made a single
arrest or cleared up a single one of
the shocking incidents that have been
happening almost every day in the
country.

This complacent attitude of the gov-
ernment toward the armed bands of
rightists has encouraged an escalation
of genuine terrorism, which reached
a peak in the seditious action of the
police in Cérdoba, and which is to
be seen in the assassination of stu-
dents and the destruction of headquar-
ters of political groups that is going
on; all of which stirs grave uneasiness
over a threat from the army to the
exercise of civil liberties.

In summary, gentlemen, the govern-
ment should speedily come to grips
with such flagrant contradictions as
the following: Giving a speech at a
peaceful assembly of workers is
treated as an act warranting arrest
for "disturbing the public order,” while
kidnaping a governor and his entire

cabinet, leaving a province at the
mercy of armed civilians, does not
constitute a crime, not even an of-
fense!

2. Stay the Hand of the Union
Bureaucracy — Respect the
Victory at Acindar

Coral: Another factor at the root
of the instability to be seen in the
country is the discriminatory and des-
potic way in which the union leader-
ship directs the workers organizations.
We could document this statement with
an infinite number of examples of in-
timidation and fraud, of corruption
and violence—habitual practices that
violate union democracy. But for the
moment I want to single out one ex-
ample, the metalworkers at Villa Con-
stitucién, as a symbol of the current
situation in the unions. For four
years they tolerated the national lead-
ership's intervention in their section.
They patiently went through every
conceivable channel to present their
grievances peacefully. They put out

thousands of leaflets and petitions. -

They made trips and negotiated. They
interviewed leaders of the UOM [Un-
ién de Obreros Metalirgicos — Metal-
workers Union] and officials of the
Ministry of Labor.

Finally they had no recourse left but
to occupy the main plants in the dis-
trict, which they did with the active
solidarity of the whole population,
completely paralyzing production.
That is, in order to exercise the ele-
mentary right to elect their own re-
gional leadership, the workers at Vi-
lla Constitucién had to go to the very
brink of a popular insurrection.

But that is not all, Mr. President.
The agreement signed as a basis for
ending the conflict has not begun to
be implemented, though fifteen days
have passed, and Villa Constitucién
has once again reached an explosive
point. We maintain that the govern-
ment cannot continue as a mere spec-
tator, only observing the unleashing
of situations of this gravity by the
despotic union leadership.

Minister Otero: In the first place I
should state that the agreement to
which Coral refers will be carried out
in all aspects as a responsibility of
this ministry. But I want to make
clear, too, that Law 14455 did not
establish any time limit on interven-
tions. In the new Trade Union Law
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we have included a clause doing just
that. On the other hand, we are aware
that in the past there have been long
interventions by the state, not only
in unions but also in the Central Obre-
ra [trade union fed eration] itself.

Coral: We gratefully accept the com-
mitment .that the minister has . just
made to put the Villa. Constitucién
agreement into force immediately. It
is true that the old law did not es-
tablish a time limit on interventions.
The fact is that all the deadlines and
limits laid down in the labor laws
were intended to prevent abuses by
the bosses and the state. Now the min-
ister should include time limits on
moves by the union leadershipsthem-.
selves. This example cited by the gov-
ernment, far from providing .a justifi-
cation for their actions, constitutes one
more proof of the abnormal sitnation
of the unions that I just mentioned. As
for the examples of previous interven-
tions —pardon me, Mr. M‘inister, but
I must tell you that your argument.
is quite unfortunate. Because if you:
have to point to the ill-fated interven-
tions by the "gorillas" in order to justi-
fy the present ones, then I must con-
fess that the situation of the unions
is even more serious than we our-.
selves had imagined. T

Mr. Otero: The workers. at - Villa:
Constitucién were right, but they tried .
to turn the strike into a political ac-
tion. . : .

Coral: I can assure the minister that
at Villa Constituciéon, as in the rest .
of the country, 80 percent of the work-;.
ers are still Peronists. It is. not com-
prehensible how Peronist workers
could organize a strike against their
own government. . . . s

3. Repedl ihe}l.(v:w on
Redundancy »

Coral: We differ with the president
when he states that the aim of the law-
on redundancy is to dismiss function:
aries who are not needed to carry out
the present policies and to eliminate.
employees who are hanging around
in the hallways with no useful func-.
tion and who are ingeneral not needed.
At Banco Nacién, on the contrary,
the law was used to dismiss the most
militant representatives of the work-
ers, some of whom had been rehired
by the Peronist government itself and
then were dismissed again under- the
law on redundancy. As for function-
aries who served the "gorilla” govern-



ment, they not only continue in their
posts, but in some cases have even re-
ceived promotions to key positions in
the current government.

President Perén: Those are isolated
cases. . . .

Coral: Yes, they are still isolated
cases, but sufficiently important to jus-
tify our alarm. Above all in view of
the government's insistence that par-
liament extend a law that up to now
has only been used to fire union mili-
tants. That is, this law has served as
one of the instruments with which the
government has tried to enforce the
so-called Social Pact. We ask thatthose
fired at Banco Naci6én, at IME —and
all others fired for the same reason—
be immediately rehired.

(Earlier, in answer to a similarques-
tion, the president stated that the con-
stitution gave the administration the
power to throw out, transfer, or re-
move public functionaries. Perénstated
that he had not wanted to raise the
problem so as not to stir up a juridical
controversy, but that he was not will-
ing to permit a limitation of his pow-
ers in this regard. From this, we can
only draw the conclusion thatthepresi-
dent of the republic is taking personal
responsibility for the application of
the redundancy law.)

4. Stop Exploitation and
Starvation Wages

Coral: At a time when the govern-
ment has begun to enter the danger-
ous road of declaring that a strike
voted on by an assembly of 3,000
workers is "illegal and subversive,” we
state that what is really subversive is
the minimum wage imposed on the
workers.

The minister of the economy has just
admitted that "we are entering a very
difficult phase in which we must con-

tfrol price increases to prevent them
from getting out of hand.” He has
also recognized that "there is a cer-
tain amount of speculation going on
among merchants and industrialists.”
In view of that situation, we main-
tain that it is indispensable and ur-
gent to set up mechanisms controlled
by the people to ensure compliance
with the price ceilings.

But, in addition, those price ceilings
should be set after an exhaustive study
of costs in all stages of production
and marketing, with control of the
study in the hands of. the workers.
We must end trade secrets and sub-
stitute workers for the accountants,
since the latter are real technicians in
tax evasion and in keeping two sets
of books to swindle the people. If the
whole country knows how much a
worker earns, all workers should also
know exactly what the bosses' gains
are.

Let's take the example of meat, which
is of decisive weight because of its
importance in the so-called family food
basket. The government has fostered
a running battle between the house-
wives and the butchers. We call for
a battle of all consumers against
the cattle barons—those typical
parasitic middlemen, the oligarchy's
base of economic power — whose fabu-
lous profit margins, reached under the
military, are now being recognized and
guaranteed by the present government.

5. Fighi Imperialism

Coral: The final item that we are
concerned about is the control that
imperialism continues to exercise over
our economy. This is another serious
cause of instability, as is shown by
what has happened in several other
sister countries of Latin America. Right
now, the conflict is coming to a head
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around the question of the North Amer-
ican companies that are delaying au-
thorization to their Argentine branches
to begin shipment of automobiles sold
to Cuba. This threatens our national
sovereignty and shows to what extent
the international monopolies exercise
control over the most dynamic sectors
of our productive apparatus.

Mr. Gelbard (minister of the econ-
omy): You are wrong. The Argentine
government is carrying out the trade
agreements with Cuba and is not ne-
gotiating — nor would it accept negoti-
ating — with foreign companies or offi-
cials.

Coral: 1 ask you concretely, Mr.
Minister, have the shipments to Cuba
of Ford and General Motors cars be-
gun yet?

Mr. Gelbard: They haven't begun yet
because we have set an order of pri-
orities that begins with agricultural
machinery.

Coral: Then our doubts are fully
justified, above all after reading the
recent foreign reports that Cuba will
turn to Mexico as an alternate source
for buying automobiles in view of the
delay.

[Foreign] Minister Vignes: The gov-
ernment has carefully maintained the
national dignity and sovereignty of
the country in all its foreign policy
actions. If a situation arose likethe one
described, the government would know
very well how to proceed.

Coral: And the Socialist Workers
party also knows what must be de-
manded of the government — national-
ization, under workers control, of all
branches of the foreign firms. They did
not come here graciously to use their
capital to promote the autonomous de-
velopment of our economy, but to set
themselves up like pumps to keep the
national wealth —that is, the country's
resources and what the workers have
produced — flowing into their hands. [J



May Day Manifesto of Argentine PST

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, June 10, 1974

[The following May Day Manifesto
was issued by the Argentine Partido
Socialista de los Trabajadores (PST —
Socialist Workers party, a sympathiz-
ing organization of the Fourth Inter-
national). It was published in the May
3 issue of the party's weekly Avan-
zada Socialista. The translation is by
Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

Worker activists and revolutionaries
have the chance to attend three rallies
on May Day.

One has been called bx the govern-
ment, organized by [Labor] Minister
Otero, and supported by the Juven-
tud Peronista [JP—Peronist Youth]:
the "Celebration of Labor and Na-
tional Unity." It will be blessed by
Caggiano and protected by Villar and
Margaride's police. The ads and post-
ers already indicate what will be ex-
pected from those at the Plaza de
Mayo [site of the "Celebration"]: to
shout, "We are with you, General."

The second is the rally called by
the Communist party, the party that
at one time was with the gorillas,
and until March 11 [1973, date of
the presidential elections that brought
the Peronists to office], accused Peré6n
of being "fascist,” only to become pro-
Per6n after March 11. This is the
party that defended and continues to
defend the line of the "peaceful road,”
which brought on the defeat of the
Chilean working class. At that rally
there will be some criticisms of the
government, but it also will conclude
with shouts of "We are with you, Gen-
eral.”

If you want to be honest with your-
self, you cannot attend either of these
rallies. First, because you are not
"with" the Social Pact and the wage
freeze. Second, because if you seek
—in spite of that —to attend the Plaza
de Mayo rally with the aim of "chang-

ing its content,” as the Juventud Pe-
ronista and some left currents do, you
will only repeat your error of Au-
gust 31 [date of a 1973 mass rally
organized by José Rucci, then the lead-
er of the CGT], when you acted as
the stooge of the union bureaucracy.
In addition, you will be committing
an aect of political provocation, be-
cause Per6n has the right to "cele-
brate” the. proletarian holiday in his
probourgeois, probureaucrat way.

If you are not "with the General,”
the only constructive, nonprovocative,
and nonopportunist way to-show it
is by coming to the only workKers,
socialist, and internationalist rally
that will ‘be held: the one -called by
our party, the Partido Socialista de
los Trabajadores. -

The ‘Peaceful Road’ Is Vio_lehi
Road to Reaction and Fascism

Chile was the great triumph for the
Communist party: the triumph of the
Popular Unity in office. For years
we Trotskyists had denounced the
counterrevolutionary Stalinist posi-
tions on the "peaceful road,” the "rev-
olution by stages,” and "popular front-
ism." Those concepts chained the
working e¢lass to the politics of the
bourgeoisie. They doomed it to the
role of "pressuring” its bourgeois ally
and led it to defeat. - o

In Chile the debate was tested by
events. Stalinist reformism greeted the
experience' as the concretization of its
old aspiration. Although not shar-
ing their enthusiasm, revolutionaries
around the world fixed our attention
on our Chilean brothers and were
infected with the great expectations
awakened by this experience during
the last few years. It was reformism's
great opportunity to demonstrate the
superiority of this heralded "road."

We did not stop warning the work-
ing class against this ill-fated policy,
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which recommended that the masses
have confidence in a bourgeois front,
sweetened the "progressive" character
of the national bourgeoisie, counseled
prudence to avoid frightening these
allies, exalted the armed forces as pa-
triots upholding society's institutions,
braked the revolutionary aspirations
of the masses, and impeded their or-
ganization and arming, which they
claimed would be provocative. A pol-
icy, .in the final analysis, that sys-
tematically paved the way for hand-
ing over the Chilean proletariat to
their military hangmen. A policy that
criminally squandered the heroism of
the masses and betrayed the interests
of the proletariat. A policy that suc-
ceeded in thwarting one of the deep-
est revolutionary processes in the
Americas and made possible the vic-
tory of the gorillas who today drown
Chile in blood.

The same policy and the same de-
bate have also come up in Uruguay.
A huge general strike with fifteen-
day factory occupations— undoubted-
ly one of the biggest workers mobi-
lizations in Latin America —was given
up by the Stalinist leadership, who
had confidence in a . progressive na-
tionalist sector of the Uruguayan
armed forces. Such confidence was
shared by the guerrilla groups. As
in Chile, they were incapable of pro-
viding a revolutionary alternative and
ended up capitulating to bourgeois
nationalism. They had confidence in
precisely those who buried all sem-
blance of bourgeois legality and who
today "progressively" are conquering
our brothers.

Revolution Is Exploding
All Over the Globe

Today, this policy is revealed to
be incorrigibly counterrevolutionary.
We are witnessing a period of up-



surge of the world revolution. Its most
visible signs are found in the process
of "Latin Americanization" of the de-
veloped countries, which are begin-
ning to experience the social explo-
sions that until recently were exclu-
sively our endowment.

In the old world the crisis has been
simmering on a low flame; the in-
crease in oil prices is making it flare
up. While inflation soars and produc-
tion goes down, workers struggles
grow. Strikers bring down the con-
servative government of England, and
the military itself comes forward to
do it in Portugal, in view of the chaos
that the colonial war has provoked
within the country. Strikes, collapsing
governments, and an increasingly di-
vided bourgeoisie is the new face of
old Europe. The era of the insoluble
crisis of the imperialist bourgeoisies
has begun. Watergate and the Nixon
affair show that the process is not
strictly European; it is worldwide.

The colonial world is experiencing
violent shake-ups that have repercus-
sions in the imperialist centers. Por-
tugal is the latest demonstration of
that. Vietnam, the great detonator of
the Yankee ‘crisis, that is, the crisis
of the world imperialist system, was
the predecessor of the African revolu-
tions. The Middle East and its oil
were the spark that ignited the crisis
of the big capitalist countries.

To this picture must be added the
democratic struggle of the peoples of
the workers states to throw off the
yoke of their bureaucracies. That
struggle at times begins in the form
of protests by intellectual or student
sectors. It is the expression of a pro-
found revolution embracing the entire
society, which inevitably will involve
the working class and generate a
broad process of mobilization to re-
conquer socialist democracy in the
workers states. An evidence of that
is the recent episode involving the Rus-
sian writer Solzhenitsyn. Although not
a revolutionary, in his works he made
important allegations against the So-
viet bureaucracy and in favor of de-
mocracy, and he was expelled from
the country.

The bureaucracies of the USSR and
China need to silence any opposition
voice in order to carry out unimpeded
their counterrevolutionary pact with
North American imperialism and
other policies. The only aim of the
Nixon-Mao-Brezhnev pact is to bene-

fit the national interests of its signers
by curbing the worldwide revolution-
ary process. Its first and most dra-
matic application has been the Paris
accords that the Vietnamese revolu-
tionaries were forced to sign. The in-
adequacy of Chinese and Soviet aid
and the pressure of these countries for
"peace” imposed accords that did not
expel the Yankee aggressors nor li-
quidate the Saigon puppet govern-
ment.

In this international context the rev-
olutionary movement is cutting a
path, breaking away from reformist
and capitulationist influences. For this
the development of revolutionary
Marxist-Leninist-Trotskyist parties is
indispensable. Such parties must join
together in the Trotskyist Fourth In-
ternational, the embryo of the only
party of the world revolution.

This same choice between reform
and revolution faces us in Argentina,
where we undeniably form part of
that world revolution.

Balance Sheet of One Year
of Peronist Rule

The Peronist government took of-
fice under very favorable political and
economic conditions. For one thing,
the military dictatorship and the so-
cial sectors supporting it agreed to
yield governmental power. Specifical-
ly, the oligarchy and imperialism
gave Peron their approval. For
another, the working class, which had
been fighting the dictatorship with
semi-insurrectional mobilizations like
the Cordobazo, offered Perdon the
broadest electoral support That was
accompanied by a profound confi-
dence about what lay ahead. To this
must be added the international eco-
nomic situation, which permitted some
sectors of the ruling class to export
at a great advantage. That reinforced
their political support to the govern-
ment. Given these conditions, Peron
could sum up his program in one
sentence: go slower than Allende; or,
better yet, go slower than his first
government. Now, let's see where this
has led.

Noﬂring Has Changed
Fundamentally

During this year the oligarchy did
not lose a single hectare, imperialism
not a single monopoly, the bureau-
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cracy not a single soft job. Beyond
that, they strengthened their control
over the country and the workers.

Bunge and Born did not return a
single cent of the money they amassed
in their fifty years of exploitation. On
the contrary, they are preparing to
take over management of the State
Enterprises Corporation.

Ford, FIAT, and General Motors
did not give up a dollar of what they
had piled up for twenty years. On
the contrary, they are rewarded with
preferential prices, juicy exports, and
more superprofits.

Standard Electric did not lose the
Sheraton Hotel, nor did they con-
struct a children's hospital on the site
as the JP announced they would. On
the contrary, they did not get the pun-
ishment they deserved.

Miguel, Otero, and Company [sec-
retary general of the "62 Organiza-
tions" and labor minister, respective-
ly] were not penalized. Instead they
were rewarded with ministries, gov-
ernment posts, and a new Trade
Union Law.

The chiefs of repression during the
military dictatorship exchanged the de-
cree-laws for the reformed Penal Code,
and, with several Chejoldns added to
their list of victims, they retained their
posts and influence.

And, to complete this picture, the
wage-freeze policy has been inherited
by the new government under the
pompous name of the Social Pact.

Anti-Imperialist Foreign Policy?

Not even in the arena of foreign
policy — where ' the Communists and
the Peronist youth agree with Balbin,
Alende, and Sueldo [bourgeois poli-
ticians], and praise the government
—has the regime adopted really anti-
imperialist measures. Of course, we
all support the opening of diplomatic
and commercial relations with Cuba
and Russia, but we should not mis-
understand their political significance.

Breaking the ideological barriers to
permit commerce with all countries
of the world was initiated under La-
nusse. He embraced Allende and sent
emissaries to China. Peron has taken
one more step in this policy. But can
we call it anti-imperialist?

Those steps were taken at the same
time that the worldwide struggle of the
masses forced the Yankees to reach
an understanding with the bureau-



cracy: the Nixon-Mao-Brezhnev pact.
Then it stopped being a crime to sell
wheat to China. How could it be a
crime after Nixon had tea with Mao?
And it was at tea time that our oli-
garchy and bourgeois nationalists got
up their nerve.

They were not alone: Even the dic-
tator Bordaberry got up the courage
to sell 40 percent of Uruguayan wool
to the socialist countries. The jackal
Franco was more "anti-imperialist’
than the Argentine government when
he negotiated with Cuba. Franco ne-
gotiated while the United States pro-
hibited it; Argentina waited until the
blockade had been broken and even
the Pope was sending bishops to talk
with Castro.

The Argentine government has de-
fended the interests of the national
and imperialist bosses. Thus the own-
ers of Ford, Chrysler, and General
Motors pressured the government of
the United States so that it would
permit the opening up of the virgin
market represented by Cuba and the
socialist world. '

We are not ignorant of the fact that
there are frictions and pressures ac-
companying these negotiations, such
as the well-known incident between
[Foreign Minister] Gelbard and Mr.
Schultz, the North American chargé
d'affaires. But that cannot be confused
with a true anti-imperialist policy,
which begins by destroying the fun-
damental bases of the domindtion—
expropriating the imperialist enter-
prises, and nationalizing banking and
foreign trade. Such a policy would
break colonial treaties and ties with
the OAS [Organization of American
States] and would propose a Federa-
tion of Latin American Workers
States. Per6n had done none of this.
Thus we do not hesitate to assert that
these meaningful anti-imperialist tasks
can be accomplished only when the
working class takes power in our
countries. ‘

The Peronist government had the
opportunity to adopt an anti-imperial-
ist stance when the Chilean military
coup took place. Our party demanded
a break in diplomatic relations. Pe-
rén not only did not do that. In ad-
dition, he refused to grant asylum
to the refugees who were fleeing the
military's fury, and he extended a
credit of ten million pesos to the junta.

Peronist Government Entering
a New Period

Nonetheless, the Peronist regime is
entering a new -period in the series
of changes governed by the tempo of
mass struggles, which began with the
Cordobazo and modified national life
to its very roots. From a directly
imperialist government they passed to
an oligarchic one, and now, to one
where the bourgeoisie is represented
by the CGE [Confederacién General
Econémica, the national employers
organization] and the union bureau-
cracy. v

The upsurge of the masses shows
the other side of the coin: the retreat
of imperialism without giving up its
privileges and monopolies. On the in-
stitutional level, this was reflected in
a reversal: The government run by
the armed forces, and supported by
the parties of the Hora del Pueblo
[the Peronistled electoral bloc in last
year's elections] and others, became
a government of these parties (with
their parliament, their - Perén-Balbin
agreement, etc.), supported .by the
armed forces.

Defend and Deepen
Democrqﬁc Process

Per6n and Balbin - think  that this
democratic process, which began with
the Cordobazo, can be stopped at its
present level. To achieve this :objec-
tive they plan to take advantage of
the juridical-institutional mechanism of
constitutional reform, through which
they are trying to guarantee stability
to the current bourgeois front and
share the government between  them-
selves. . o

On the other side, the CP warns
about the imminent danger of a "fas-
cist coup” through which imperialism
plans to regain its foothold.

Perén and Balbin in their optimism
do not take into account that all the
factors stabilizing the regime are tran-
sitory, and even now are shifting. The
political credit that the working class
extended to the government is dimin-
ishing. The workers have not stopped
struggling for their economic de-
mands and these are bringing them
rapidly toward a confrontation with
the government.
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This has been particularly clear
among the bank workers. They were
fired under the Law on Redundancy,
which bears the signatures of Per6n
and Gelbard, and then, for good
measure, they were repressed by the
police of the "people's government."

Nor should anyone be fooled by
the favorable economic situation for
our exports. That cannot be the basis
for any sustained progress. Since the
world market is dominated by the im-
perialist powers, a simple agreement
or order by them can modify the
prices and the conditions, as is hap-
pening this very minute with the
doubling of oil prices.

That makes Per6on and Balbin's
dream of a long economic, social, and
political stability very unlikely at pres-
ent, given the fact that no fundamental
steps have been taken. The most prob-
able perspective is that of an inescap-
able crigsis. But does that mean that
the imperialist "fascist coup” is immi-
nent? Concretely, is the Navarrazo
[February 1974 coup that ousted the
elected Cordoba provincial governor
Obregén Cano] the prelude to that
coup?

There is no question that Peronist
bourgeois nationalism is historically
threatened with the danger of a reac-
tionary - coup. But it goes farther: Al-
most all our country's formally demo-
cratic governments — from Yrigoyen to
Hlia —were brought down by force.
Perén, in 1955, and similar Latin
American governments (Arbenz, Ge-
tulio Vargas, Paz Estenssoro, Gou-
lart, etc.), fell in the same way and
for the same reason: By hobbling and
impeding the mobilization of the work-
ers and people, they handed over pow-
er to imperialism.

On the other hand, the pressure and
democratic struggles of the masses af-
ter the rise of Peré6n combined ad-
vances and retreats. One integral sec-
tor of the government (the union bu-
reaucracy is exactly that), in a pact
with the right wing of the cabinet,
tried to respond to the masses with
the Navarrazo and profascist coups.
The Villazo [recent successful strike
by metalworkers in Villa Constitucion]
has been the most recent big workers'
response to that offensive. )

But neither the historic danger that
menaces all bourgeois nationalist gov-



ernments nor the present exacerbation
of the struggle between the masses and
the right wing justifies the CP's pre-
diction of an imminent CIA coup. That
is crying wolf. The government re-
mains stable, in part because the fun-
damental line of imperialism, the oli-
garchy, and the native bourgeoisie is
to support it.

Our party has a principled position
with regard to democratic conquests:
They belong to the masses and should
be defended unconditionally. In spite
of the fact that this is not our gov-
ernment, we do not waver in proclaim-
ing that we will be in the front lines
when danger approaches, in the strug-
gle to preserve the present government
against a coup, because we recognize
only the masses' right to install and
overthrow governments.

By taking this position, we are not
doing anything different than we did
in"1955. At that time the Federacion
Bonaerense del Partido Socialista de
la Revolucion Nacional [Buenos Aires
Federation of the Socialist Party of
National Revolution] — thename of our
party then—was the only one that
warned in advance and called for a
struggle against the gorilla coup.

Meanwhile, fighting with the masses
to defend and deepen t-eir conquests,
we will not waver in combating the
most reactionary sectors of thegovern-
ment and the government as a whole,
as they try to cut back the conquests.

For Political Independence
of the Working Class

Three roads are open to the Argen-
tine revolutionary vanguard. One is
proposed by the Juventud Peronista
and the Communist party. Another,
similar to the first, is proposed by
the guerrillas. We propose a complete-
ly different, third road — the political
independence of the working class.

For forty years the CP has come
to us saying that the governments of
the "good"” bosses will begin building
socialism, that what is needed is to
find and support them. For twenty
years, since the Union Democréatica
[Democratic Union— pro-Yankee pop-
ular front that opposed Peroén's bour-
geois nationalist program], the CP has
found and supported them in the camp
of antiworker, antipopular, antination-
al gorillaism. For a little less than

one year now, they have joined the

Juventud Peronista in asking.the Pe-
ronist bosses for socialism, although
without breaking with their past
friends. The CP and the JP together
are desperately looking for the new
leader to follow Per6n among the CaAm-
poras, the Alfonsins, the Alendes, and
others who aspire to ride a new pop-
ulism. The important thing for them
seems to be that the mass movement
not become independent, not follow its
own course, but that it continue in
its allegiance to Per6n. In summary,
they propose a new Argentine version
of the Chilean popular-front experi-
ment.

Equally incorrect is the road the
guerrillas propose. The guerrillas are
like the populists, who try to force
the working class to take a passive
role and simply support capitalist
leaders. But the guerrillas put armed
organizations whose social base is in
student and petty-bourgeois milieus in
the place of capitalist leaders.

The guerrillas and the populists
share a common underestimation of
the masses. They believe that their role
can be filled by a leader or by a hand-
ful of fighters.

Thus the guerrillas always stand
aside from the big mass movements,
which, when they arise, take them by
surprise. The biggest urban semi-in-

surrection in our history —the Cordo-

bazo—exploded while the guerrillas
were training in the countryside. And
the advice that the guerrillas gave
to the Cordoba workers was that they

-should not confront the repressive

forces, because they were not sufficient-
ly equipped. Not only did they not
foresee an urban semi-insurrection like
the Cordobazo; it was made against
the guerrillas' suggestions and advice.

This same disorientation, born of
that underestimation of the masses,
was repeated with the Villazo. Again
the working class demonstrated that
no one can replace it as protagonist
of history. For their part, the guer-
rillas demonstrated that their "armed
road” is not appropriate for "insertion
into the masses,"” an objective that pre-
occupies them so much since the rec-
ognized failure of focoism.

But the guerrillas are not merely
disoriented. Their ill-planned actions
create a double danger for the work-
ers. The first is an immediate, direct
one: The regime always takes advan-
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tage of those actions as an excuse to
act against the workers. The most re-
cent example was the guerrilla assault
on the Azul barracks, which the gov-
ernment used to get the Penal Code
approved. The other danger is still
more serious: The guerrillas become
brakemen of the mass initiatives. Like
the populists, they relegate the masses
to the role of spectators instead of
calling them into organized, indepen-
dent political action.

Populism is the common feature that
unites the guerrillas with the CP, as
is shown in the FAS [Frente Antiim-
perialista y por el Socialismo—An-
ti-imperialist and Socialist- Front],
which, it is worth mentioning, is a
popular frontist proposal, open to the
"progressive" sector of the bourgeoisie.

The working class's big problem is
that its political independence is com-
promised. It does not have an or-
ganization or a line of its own in the
political arena. In the union arena,
its independence is subordinated to
the bureaucracy and in the political
arena, to Peron. The struggle against
the bureaucracy to obtain rank-and-
file control over the union is much
more advanced than the struggle to
obtain political independence.

Only our party speaks of the neces-
sity for the latter and intervenes in
all arenas in defense of- the political
self-determination of the labor move-
ment. In union elections we propose
that the workers movement should
have its own candidates (for which we
throw open our slates, proposing class
unity along the lines of the Tosco-
Jaime formula). This is an example
of our meaningful defense of class in-
dependence for the workers, which is
a life-and-death issue for them.

For a Coordinating Committee
of Antimanagement,
Antibureaucratic Forces

in Workers Movement

The struggle to defend and broaden
democratic rights won by the masses
centers today on the fight against the
bureaucracy. To uproot it from its
control of the CGT and the unions
is essential to transforming these or-
ganizations into true weapons for the
mobilization of the workers against
the Social Pact, the wage freeze, the



firings, and exploitation in general.

Regaining control over the unions,
currently dominated by a bureaucracy
that indirectly ties them. to manage-

ment and the state, will be a first -

step toward political independence for
the workers movement.

The current struggles demonstrate
that there are possibilities for a mass
movement uniting all antimanagement,
antibureaucratic forces to-be born and
to develop. We saw this possibility in
the recent plenum of the Comisiones
Internas [plant committees] at Acindar,
Metcon, ‘and Marathon in Villa Con-

stitucion. With: the -exception of the -

JTP [Juventud Trabajadora Peronis-

ta — Peronist Worker Youth), all forces

that agree on those objectives gathered
there. S

At the plemum it was decided to
form coordinat'ng committees by zone
to support all struggles; to demand
wage increases and present other eco-
nomic demands, and to fight for un-
ion democracy throughout the coun-
try. The PST proposed the formation
of a national antimanagement, anti-
bureaucrat coordinating committee
then and there. -

There were two forces against that:
the JTP, which announced publicly
that it would not attend the plenum;
and the Communist party, which at-
tended to oppose it from within. It is
no accident that the same forces that
are political agents of bourgeois pop-
ulism appear here, opposed to the
working class developing independent
union organizations.

For their part, the guerrillas, in-
laws of the CP by virtue of their com-
mon marriage to populism, played
no significant role; as always in these
important actions in which the work-
ing class is protagonist, they had no
adequate answers.

In contrast to all this, our party was
and will be the one to do most for
the formation of such a national coor-
dinating committee to unify struggles
and regain control of the unions. This
is because the PST will conduct a
serious defense of the working class's
union and political independence.

The development of this coordinat-
ing committee is the most important
and pressing task for worker and rev-
olutionary activists. It will und oub ted-
ly be the tool that will enable the
working class as a whole to win its
most urgent demands.

Our Revolutionary Workers
and Socialist Party

The winning of workers democracy
and political independence are the two
main tasks. To accomplish them, all
worker and socialist activists must be
part of the same organization—a rev-
olutionary party.

Activists isolated in different sections
of a factory can do very little against
management. Only if they are united
in a plant committee, for example, can
they  manage to lead all their com-
pafieros in a unified struggle. The
party is made up of the best activists
emerging from the mass movement.
There it is rooted, learns, discusses,
and orients the masses — providing an
answer and a line on all their prob-
lems. '

This party is the only one that can
recapitulate, enrich, and transmit all
the experience and theoretical and po-
litical tradition of the struggles of the
world - working class, the synthesis of
which is Marxism-Leninism-Trotsky-
ism. The party teaches the working
class the need to struggle for its po-
litical independence and to organize
the revolutionary vanguard party to
take power and create a workers and
popular government. With such a gov-
ernment the working class willadvance
toward the socialist society through the
continuous mobilization of the masses.

- It is precisely the lack of this political

revolutionary vanguard organization
in a world ripe for socialist revolu-
tion that we see most dramatically to-
day.

In our country there are revolution-
ary fighters who do not understand
this necessity to join a revolutionary
party, which fights at the head of
the masses. That is the price of long
years of Peronist populism, which has
made them forget not only the masses’
struggle for political independence, but
even the need for their own political
parties as vanguard elements. Thus,
they disperse themselves within a bour-
geois movement with the argument,
"That is where the masses are." This
converts them into accomplices in ty-
ing the masses to the cart of the bosses
and the bureaucracy.

Nor do the guerrillas and the sec-
tarians see the necessity to form this
revolutionary party. They are not fa-
miliar with the mass movement and
deprecate the power of its mobiliza-
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tions.

They believe that the revolu-
tion will not be made by the masses
but by a small elite group. Thus, their
organizations are caricatures of a rev-
olutionary party and become closed
groups that jump from sectarianism to
opportunism.

We are building the revolutionary
party —against populist opportunism
and reformism, against union and
political bureaucracies, and against
guerrillaism and elitist sectarianism.

The PST is the party needed to de-
stroy capitalism here, and the Trot
skyist Fourth International is the in-
ternational party. °

% * *

Join Us in Fighting
for These Godals

Against the Social Pact, the 13 per-
cent [the wage increase granted by
Per6on with the Social Pact; prices are
expected to have risen by 24 percent
by the end of the year, however], and
the wage freeze. For a minimum
[monthly] wage of 250,000 pesos
[US$250], to be adjusted automatical-
ly every two -months to the cost of
living. Reopen the:parity commissions
[where democratically -elected labor
delegates challenge the bosses' repre-
sentatives on questions of wages and
working conditions].

Against rising prices. Abolish com-
mercial secrecy. For workers control
of production and the accounts.

Against the oligarchy and imperial-
ism. For the expropriation without
compensation of all plantations and
the resettlement of farmlands. Expro-
priate all monopolies without compen-
sation and nationalize them wunder
workers control. Nationalize all bank-
ing, finance companies, and insurance
companies.

Against the new Law on Redun-
dancy. Rehire all workers fired at IME
[Industrias Meecanicas del Estado,
state-owned automobile enterprises],
Banco Nacién, and other state and
provincial government departments.

For solving the housing problem by
expropriating all luxury housing and
uninhabited land and turning them
over free of charge to those without
homes. Turn over all rented quarters
to those who are living there. Develop
a plan for housing construction under
workers control, with the units to be



paid for monthly at a maximum of
10 percent of one's salary.

Against profits in public health care.
Nationalize all laboratories and pri-
vate clinics under workers control. For
free health care and medicine for the
entire population.

Against the Penal Code reform and
Article 48. End the repression of ac-
tivists and their organizations. Free
all political prisoners. End torture.
Disarm the goon squads. Investigate
and punish those responsible for all
the massacres and attempted violence
that have taken place.

Against the closing down- of penod-
icals.
El Mundo, Militancia, and ElDescami-
sado. For freedom of the press and
expression.

Against the Trade-Union Law. For
a national coordinating committee of
all antimanagement, antibureaucratic
forces to organize in solidarity with
the workers at Villa Constituciéon and
with all workers and people's fights.
For a congress of democratically elect-
ed delegates of the rank and file of
the CGT to elect a new leadership for
the labor federation and the unions
that will put those organizations at
the service of the ranks. For new lead-
ers and the return to the factories of
all the current leaders for a period
of at least two years.

Against the decree that prohibits the
sale of contraceptives. For the right of
women to control their own bodies and

Repeal the decrées that closed

the right of the family to decide how
many children they want. For equality
of men and women on the job, in
wages, and before the law. For free,
legal abortion and sex education. Cre-
ate free, twenty-four-hour childcare
facilities.

Against the Peronist-Radical univer-
sity law and the restoration of the
"De La Torre" in secondary schools.

— Defend all conquests of the stu-

dent movement. For rectors and

deans supported by the students.

— For the right of students to elect

their own administrators and deter-

mine their own programs of study.

— For student control of the univer-

sities and secondary schools.

— For student solidarity with the

struggles of workers here and

around the world against imperial-
ism and exploitation.

— For socialist education in a so-

cialist Argentina.

Against any coups. Defend and
deepen the democratic rights won
through worker and popular mobili-
zations.

Against the new populism advocated
by the Juventud Peronista and the
Communist party. Against guerrilla
actions isolated from the masses. For
the political independence of the work-
ing class.

For the construction of a revolu-
tionary Marxist party of the work-
ing class in our country.
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Against any capitalist government.
For a workers and popular govern-
ment and a socialist Argentina.

For breaking relations with the OAS.
Break agreements that tie us to im-
perialism.

— Solidarity with the peoples of Chi-

le, Brazil, Bolivia, and Paraguay

who are fighting against their pro-

Yankee dictatorships.

— Unconditional defense of socialist

Cuba. For a Federation of Social-

ist Republics of Latin America.

— Solidarity with the people of Viet-

nam and all colonial peoples who

are fighting imperialism and exploi-
tation.

— Support to the Arab peoples who

are fighting Zionism and imperial-

ism.

— Solidarity with the European

workers who are mobilizing against

their imperialist bosses.

Against the counterrevolutionary
Nixon-Mao-Brezhnev pact. Against
peaceful coexistence with imperialism
and the exploiters.

— Solidarity and support to those

struggling to regain socialist de-

mocracy in the USSR, China, and
the other workers states..

— For proletarian internationalism.

For a Marxist party of the world

revolution. For the strengthening of

the Fourth International. O



No PST Signature on Statement Handed to Perén

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, July 15, 1974

[The following editorial note ap-
peared in the June 26 issue of Avan-
zada Socialista, the weekly newspaper
of the Partido Socialista de los Tra-
bajadores (PST— Socialist Workers
party), an Argentine sympathizing or-
ganization of the Fourth International.
The note deals with the PST's partici-
pation, together with seven other po-
litical parties, in two interviews with
General Juan D. Perén.

[The first interview took place on
March 21. It was intended to help
dramatize, and thereby help mobilize
active resistance to, the resurgence of
the ultraright that had led to, among
other things, a coup d'etat in the prov-
ince of Cérdoba on February 27.

[In its report in the March 28-April
5 issue of Avanzada Socialista on
the confrontation with Perén, the edi-
torial staff indicated that the PST had
added its signature to a joint docu-
ment presented to the general by the
eight parties that participated in the
meeting. This led to some misunder-
standings of the position of the PST,
which the editorial note is intended to
help clear up.

[The second interview with Perdn,
in which delegations from the eight
parties participated, was held April
5. No general document was presented
on this occasion. For the stand taken
by the PST, sze "Coral Faces Perén
in Defense of Strikers," Intercontinental
Press, April 29, p. 501; and "Coral
Confronts Perén With Five Demands,"
Intercontinental Press, May 13, pp.
60 6-608.]

We have received a letter from a
European reader who follows our
newspaper closely, although hereports
that recently a few issues have not
reached him. The compafero ex-
presses solidarity with us in facing
the violent attacks and assassinations

our party has suffered, but he would
also like something cleared up.

He learned that in April a delega-
tion from our party participated,
along with seven other political or-
ganizations, in an interview with Gen-
eral Per6n. He asks us to make clear
whether we— along with these bour-
geois parties— signed a document to
be presented to Perén. The question
arises from three contradictory re-
ports: one in Avanzada Socialista, in
which we stated that the document was
jointly signed; a second, an account of
a television program in which Juan
Carlos Coral denied having signed the

document; and a third, an article inthe -’

magazine Asi about the television pro-
gram, in which Coral's denial was not
mentioned.

The companero wants to know
whether or not there was actually a
document signed by the eight parties.
Along with his question, the compa-
nero makes other points in which he
criticizes our party's policy with re-
gard to agreements for the purpose
of defending democratic rights.

In this brief reply we are not going
to take up the various criticisms of
a political and theoretical nature made
by the companero. Here we want only
to state again the basis of our politi-
cal position and clear up the question
of the document.

In our country the democratic lib-
erties we have at present are the result
of tremendous workers' struggles that
erupted with the Cordobazo [the 1969
semi-insurrection in Cérdoba). These
liberties are being threatened by the
rise of fascist groups that are sup-
ported by a wing of the government,
by the union bureaucracy, and by the
bourgeoisie. Faced with that threat,
we consider it not only permissible
but obligatory to make limited, tac-
tical, temporary agreements with any
sector that comes out for the defense
of democratic rights. That does not
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stand in the way of — on the contrary,
it requires—our continuing to ad-
vance the socialist revolution as the
only way to really solve the crisis.
And, at the same time, for this pur-
pose we have to narrowly define our
agreements with bourgeois parties,
since these parties cannot be relied
upon to defend democratic rights con-
sistently.

It was to press this policy that we
attended the interview with govern-
ment officials, and mounted mobiliza-
tions for democratic rights te counter
the murder of our members and those
of other parties.

Let us turn now to the question of
the document. As Compaifiero Coral
told an immense television audience
April 8, our party did not sign any
docu}neng\ jointly with the other
parties. Coral explained in front of
the television cameras that the report
in Avanzada Socialista was the result
of an error.

If Asi did not take note of Coral's
explanation, it was because the ar-
ticle is a reporter's selective treatment
of a program that lasted nearly two
hours. The Argentine public can verify
Coral's public denial, and also the
fact that the entire program argued
the case against popular frontism.

For our part we want to make clear
how Avanzada Socialista happened
to make the error. It resulted from the
following sequence: One of the eight
parties proposed that a joint declara-
tion be made, and it presented a draft.
Our party proposed a series of chang-
es that were partially accepted. At the
time we went to press, the editorial
staff thought that the document bore
the signature of the Partido Socialista
de los Trabajadores. Actually, it was
not signed because there was still dis-
agreement with it..

We on the editorial staff complete
the record by indicating how the error
was made with regard to the signa-
ture. ' a



Why Argentine Workers Need Their Own Party

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, July 22, 1974

[In its first issue after the death of
Per6n, Avanzada Socialista anélyzed
the political alternatives before the
Argentine workers. To those workers
who supported the so-called orthodox,
or "anti-Marxist," wing of the Peronist
movement, the weekly of the PST (Par-
tido Socialista de los Trabajadores—
Socialist Workers party, a sympa-
thizing group of the Fourth Interna-
tional) pointed out that there could
be no more doubt now about what
"orthodoxy" implied.

[A contradiction had persisted while
the populist caudillo was still alive:
Some trade-union militants had fought
for the interests of the workers against
the effects of Perén's class-collabora-
tionist deals, while still pledging un-
conditional obedience to "our general.”

["Now this contradiction is finished,"
Avanzada Socialista wrote. "If you
had any hope about Per6n making
a turn, that is over." The "orthodox"
Peronist workers had to realize that
backing official Peronism meant sup-
porting the wage freeze, rightist goons,
and .a trade-union bureaucracy that
denied the workers even the right to
elect their own leaders. : :

[As for the left Peronists, who had
been under direct attack from theright-
ist gangs and under political attack
from "el lider” himself for many
months, they also offered no alterna-
tive. In the first place, the left Peron-
ist politicians had proved their inabil-
ity to stand up to the offensive from
the right:

["You who want to defeat adversaries
such as imperialism and the oligarchy,”
Avanzada Socialista asked, "can you
rely on an Obregén Cano, who con-
fronted the semifascist coup -in Cér-
doba by resigning?"

[Along with politicians like Obregén
Cano, the Peronist left includes the
old nationalist guerrilla groups now
united under the name of the Monto-
neros (the Irregulars). Avanzada So-

cialista recalled how ineffective their
military actions had proved in counter-
ing the political plans of the bour-
geoisie. N

["When they kidnapped Aramburu,
they said that they had scuttled the
Gran Acuerdo Nacional [Great Na-
tional Agreement, the scheme for a
class-collaborationist regime that was
eventually implemented by Peron], but
it continued to sail along.”

[The Trotskyist weekly also noted
how the needs of staying in the frame-
work of Perén's movement had pre-
vented the left Peronists from effec-
tively supporting or leading workers'
struggles.

[The guerrillas' objective of winning
‘hegemony" within a bourgeois move-
ment and a bourgeois government
was illusory, Avanzada Socialista
stressed. Either they would end up
administering the capitalists' govern-
ment for them or be forced to break
totally from the bourgeoisie and its
political formations.

[The major part of the article, which
follows, discussed the problem of
class-collaborationist politics at some
length and contrasted this with the
alternative of the PST, building a
mass revolutionary workers' party.]

- * * *

There is a third alternative not very
different from the one proposed by the
Montoneros, although it has more of
a left, or Marxist, veneer. This is the
popular front advanced by the Com-
munist party and other sections of
the left that are seemingly opposed
to the Communist party, such as the
FAS [Frente Anti-imperialista y por
el Socialismo—the Front Against Im-
perialism and for Socialism].

The Communist party has been pro-
posing a national coalition that all
the bourgeois, oligarchic, and petty-
bourgeois parties would enter to
govern the country jointly. That is,
it proposes a Social Pact too, although
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one with different— leftist — trappings.

We believe that such a recourse
would be disastrous. We don't have to
go very far to find examples. What
happened in Chile with .the Unidad
Popular? What happened in Uruguay
with the Frente Amplio? o

Some of our readers may work in
factories owned by Argentine capital-
ists. Maybe your bosses have prob-
lems in competing with the Yankees.
But what do you think? When the
fat is in the fire, are your bosses
going to join with the workers against
the Yankee big boss? Or is the little
boss going to join with the big boss
against the workers? '

When the time comes to decide who
owns the factories and the banks or
who manages production, or still
more, who rules in the country, who
owns the means of production, who
has the right to hold arms or to make
the economic plans, are the bosses
going to let us workers give the
orders? Haven't we had to fight tooth
and nail against the bosses, including
the Argentine ones, in order to get
food to eat, clothes to wear, and a
place to live?

When the Social Pact was signed,
all the advantages went to the bosses.
Despite the fact that it was designed
to. guarantee them maximum profits,
they were not satisfied and resorted
to hoarding and black-market opera-
tions to get still more. If, when every-
thing was in their favor, they still
tried to gouge the workers for more,
does it seem likely that they're going
to let us run the economy of the coun-
try? Do you think that if we go into
a government with them, they're going
to become our benefactors?

So, the Communist party is de-
liberately deceiving us, because expe-
rience has already shown what hap-
pens in a deal between the bosses
and the workers; it has already shown
that even when the scales are tilted



in favor of the bosses, they won't
carry out their end of the bargain.

What is the Communist party try-
ing to get us to swallow? That when
we are in a government together with
the bosses we can do what we want
and the bosses will accept what they
have never accepted before?

As regards imperialism, experience
has shown us what is going to hap-
pen. Every bosses' government has
a fundamental understanding with im-
perialism, an agreement to maintain
the system of exploitation. Along with
this, friction develops from time to
time over problems of competition. In
view of this understanding, a bosses’
government is hardly likely to ex-
propriate the imperialists altogether.
Moreover, in the cases where some
governments have made partial ex-
propriations, as did Per6n's first ad-
ministration and the Allende regime
in Chile, the bosses have shown that
they were completely incapable of re-
sisting the imperialists when the latter
struck back.

This is what happened to the Chile-
an workers. Their government did not
arm them or prepare them to resist the
coup by Pinochet. It left intact all
the economic levers that could be used
to create scarcity and a black mar-
ket. It did not touch the armed forces,
but left the officers armed and ready
to strike. In short, the Allende gov-
ernment carried out a capitalist and
not a working-class policy.

So, the government of workers and
bosses that the Communist party pro-
poses to us is really a government
of the bosses. It would use false rep-
resentatives of the working class to
inflict on us the same thing that the
Social Pact does now.

What they are calling on us to do
is join hands with the so-called good,
progressive bosses, with the "patriot-
ic" officers, to adjust the program and
the organization of the workers to
fit the needs of the bosses.

At this point you might think that
we believed we could never come to-
gether with bourgeois currents on any-
thing. This is not so. There are some
minimum, limited questions on which
we might agree at times with currents
that represent the bosses. For exam-
ple, our position coincides with that
of Balbin in opposing the penal code
reform [the reintroduction of harsh

penalties for political offenses]; and
we have also found ourselves in agree-
ment about the right of El Mundo's
publishers to put their paper out. We
agree with Oscar Alende that our oil
should be exploited by Argentines and
not by imperialists.

On these questions, we don't object
to a common struggle embracing
workers and bosses. These are strug-
gles based on specific agreements that
in no way involve the workers' move-
ment in the plans of the bosses' gov-
ernment. They may even be very bene-
ficial. But these agreements do not
mean that we should participate in
the bosses' governments or let our-
selves be directed by them, or join
their parties, or vote for them. These
are agreements for concrete struggles
and not agreements involving support
for a government.

The line of the Communist party
in Argentina is the same as that taken
by the Communist party in Chile. If
the workers' movement takes this
course, it will be heading for a catas-
trophe like the one suffered by our
Chilean brothers.

All these variants differ considerably
among themselves. It is possible,
moreover; that they will not emerge
in precisely the same way as we have
described them. It is possible that in
the immediate future we will have a
certain stability. But sooner or later
we are going to see a struggle be-
tween the proponents of these different
lines, who will be spurred on by the
crisis of the Social Pact, by the con-
flicts among different sectors of the
capitalist class, and also by the pres-
sure of our own struggle, the fight
waged by the workers' movement.
These battles may lead to shifts in
the government. The confusion that
reigns in all sectors, including the cap-
italist class, makes it impossible to
make any definite predictions.

However, all these variants, those
put forward by the ruling group as
well as by the opposition, have one
thing in common. In all of them the
workers' movement is seen as the tail
of one or another section of the cap-
italist class. What they have in com-
mon is their opposition to political
independence for the workers' move-
ment.

What does political independence for
the workers” movement mean? It
means that the workers' movement
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should organize its own political par-
ty. If this were achieved, it would be
a big step forward. We, for our part,
would try to make this party revo-
lutionary.

For some time— to be more precise,
since the Cordobazo [the insurrection-
ary general strike of May 1969]—
the Argentine workers' movement has
been starting to move in the direction
of class independence, although in a
contradictory way. The workers did
not carry out the Cordobazo by fol-
lowing the Peronist principle of obedi-
ence to superior officers. They did it in
opposition to the orders of the recog-
nized leaders of the movement.

Most of the struggles the workers'
movement has waged since the Cor-
dobazo have pointed in the direction
of political independence. In every one
of these strikes, the workers have gone
against the orders and advice that
came both from their "lider" and the
trade-union bureaucrats. They did not
follow the order to "dismount until
the dust settles.” Riding over all these
obstacles, the workers' movement has
adopted a program of action, al-
though a limited one in many cases,
to fight for higher wages and to get rid
of bureaucrats.

When the workers' movement voted
for General Pero6n, it did so with the
hope that he would defend its interests.
But, in contradiction to the logic of
this vote, it did not abandon this road
toward working-class independence.
While it continued to struggle against
Per6n's own directives and at times
against his direct representatives, it
voted for him in the elections.

This is a historic confusion, because
many workers sincerely believed that
voting for Per6on was voting for the
working class. This confusion can no
longer be maintained; even while
Per6n was alive, it was dissipating.

If you are an activist in the printing
workers' union and you are fighting
for higher wages, if you are a metal-
worker in Villa Constitucién and you
are trying to get the representatives
you elected recognized, and if you are
not listening to those who are telling
you that you've got to go along with
the Social Pact and the bureaucracy,
then you're taking steps along the
road to independence for your class.

What has been happening is that



this class independence has been ex-
pressed in trade-union or political
struggles. But this has been in an iso-
lated, atomized way, without the com-
paneros in different parts of the coun-
try being able to get to know one
another, to raise their voices in a co-
ordinated and united way, or develop
clear objectives.

The workers have got to govern this
country. That is the only way to solve
its problems. But in order to do this,
they need a party. Only a workers'
party, led by workers and with a
program expressing the immediate
and future interests of the workers,

can unite the class and lead it to set-
ting up its own government.
Both because we fought against the

‘_1955 coup, al;d _for Perén's right to
return ‘and: because we did not vote

for him, we have a right now to say
that this is the time to push to build
a big, independent, working-class rev-
olutionary party. The ranks of our
party are open to those who want
to build such an organization.

The fundamental purpose of the PST
is precisely this—to lay the founda-
tlons of a mass revolutionary work-
ers' party. We know that the work-
ing class as a ‘whole does not rec-
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ognize us as its leadership. We are
convinced, moreover, that there are
other working-class currents that are
in favor of political independence and
will contribute to building a mass
party. .

Compaieros, don't let the Campo-
ras, the Bidegains, or the Lépez Re-
gas, or the Oscar Alendes decide
things for you. You have seen all
the variants they represent in power.
and you know what they are. Think
back and you will recognize them.

It is the workers now, through their
party, who should decide things with-
out the tutelage of any boss. O



‘Institutionalization’ and Rightist Threat

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, July 22, 1974

[The following article is from the
July 4 issue of Avanzada Socialista,
the weekly paper of the Argentine PST
(Partido Socialista de los Trabaja-
dores — Socialist Workers party, a
sympathizing group of the Fourth In-
ternational). The translation is by
Intercontinental Press.]

* * *

Qur party is the only militant left
party in Argentina that has publicly
stated that it supports the "process of
institutionalization.” In line with this,
it was the only working-class and
socialist current that, in order to par-
ticipate in this process, did the work
necessary to gain the status of a legal
party and intervene in the elections.

In October 1972, representatives of
our party went to meet with the repre-
sentative of the military dictatorship to
tell him that we supported the "process
of institutionalization” and to demand
the withdrawal of the military junta
from the government. More recently,
in the case of the coup by Navarro in
Cérdoba, we met with the Peronist
government. And, along with reiter-
ating our opposition to military dic-
tatorship, we called for a series of
measures such as the repudiation of
the Social Pact, democratization of the
unions, and expropriation of the oli-
garchy and the imperialists.

These are the same demands we
make today, when once again, in the
aftermath of General Perdn's death,
we have reiterated our support for
the "process of institutionalization”
against the attacks of the putschist
right.

What is the meaning of this process
that we find ourselves supporting to-
gether with bourgeois political forces?

In Argentine politics, the term "pro-
cess of institutionalization™ began to
be used a few years ago with more or
less its present meaning. This was
not happenstance. Its meaning was
associated with the struggle against

the military dictatorship. More con-
cretely, it meant ending the dictatorial
regime of Ongania. Thus, different sec-
tors that opposed the Ongania regime
from different standpoints and with
different perspectives, could use this
common language.

In the same way, in these days,
actions that represent an attempt to
return to the methods of the Ongania
dictatorship— the coup in Cdrdoba;
the murders of left-Peronist, Commu-
nist party, and PST militants by fas-
cist gangs with government protection;
or the closing down of El Mundo or
El Descamisado by the Ministry of
the Interior—have all been con-
demned in the name of the "process of
institutionalization.” Different currents,
including some bourgeois ones such
as the UCR [Unié6n Civica Radical
— Radical Civic Union] and Alende's
party, as well as working-class ones
such as our party, have condemned
these acts.

In a nutshell, since the Cordobazo
unleashed the struggle against the On-
gania regime, the word "institutional-
ization" has acquired a meaning in
Argentine politics different from the
one given in the dictionary. It has
become a synonym for fighting to
defend or win democratic rights.

This is why we have used the term
in public statements. And we do not
regret using it to condemn. military
dictatorship, even though this could
have the effect of defending the elec-
tions the Peronists won; or to con-
demn the Navarro coup, even though
this could have the effect in practice
of defending Obregén Cano; or to
condemn a coup d'etat now, even if
this has the effect of defending the
Peronist government. )

"Anyone who cannot defend a
higher form of government against
a lower one does not deserve to be
called a revolutionist. "( Lenin)

Neither the government of Obregén

53

Cano nor the one of Maria Estela
Martinez de Perdn is the revolutionary
socialist workers' government we
want. But we condemn and will con-
demn any reactionary attempt to
overthrow these governments, and we
will fight together with them against
the common enemy for two reasouns.

The first is that as far as we are
concerned only the workers have the
right to elect and to remove govern-
ments. As long as the masses want
these governments, we will fight to-
gether with them against any reaction-
aries that try to overthrow them. At
the same time we will patiently ex-
plain, until we convince the majority
of workers, that what is needed is a
socialist workers' government, that
the constitution that governs Peronist
Argéntina is a bourgeois constitution
and it serves the interests of the ex-
ploiters, that under Peronism the or-
ganization and leadership of the coun-
try is in the hands of the bosses, and
that the working class must develop
a new program, a new socialist,
working-class plan and constitution,
to replace this kind of organization
and leadership.

And the other reason is that we must
distinguish carefully among the var-
ious kinds of bourgeois governments.
It is true that Perén's government was
just as bourgeois as the one of Aram-
buru and Rojas. This can be easily
demonstrated. Under Perén as well as
under Aramburu and Rojas, the
owners of the factories and those who
controlled the police, the armed forces,
and all institutions were bosses or
agents of bosses.

Nonetheless, there were profound
differences between the Peronist gov-
ernment and the "gorilla" dictatorship.
For example, under Perdn, the plant
committees functioned; Aramburu
tried to ban them. Under Perdn, the
unions could operate, although with
bureaucratic leaders; Aramburu sent
in military interventors. That is, the



bosses' government of Per6n was vast-
ly more favorable for the workers and
for the country than the bosses' dic-
tatorship of Aramburu and Rojas.

This is what Lenin was referring
to when he said that every revolution-
ist had to distinguish between forms
of government and defend the higher
ones. These forms are higher because
they give a basis for better elements,
types of organization, and more
rights and opportunities for the work-
ers so that they can fight the bosses
more effectively to win their class and
socialist objectives. What these higher
forms of organization— which may
be unions or revolutionary parties
granted legal status by bourgeois gov-
ernments —represent precisely are is-
lands, tools of workers' power, the
first fragments of power won by the
workers that are advance installments
of the future workers' government and
the future socialist society.

How must the process of institution-
alization be defended? .

The fact that in defending democrat-
ic rights our position coincides with

that of non-working-class and non-
socialist currents and parties does not
mean that we agree with them on any-
thing else or on the way to defend
these democratic rights.

Our party will always agree with'/

Balbin and the FAS [Frente Anti-
imperialista y por el Socialismo—
Front Against Imperialism and for
Socialism] lawyers in opposing by all
means the suppression of the daily
El Mundo. Balbin does this in the
name- of the bourgeois liberal con-
stitution he supports. We do so in
the name of workers' democracy and
socialism.

These convergences with bourgeois
sectors can be expressed in the form
of limited agreements, documents,
statements, etc. A recent example was
the rally organized by our party in
condemnation of the Pacheco Mas-
sacre,* in which, besides the left, al-
most all the .bourgeois democratic
forces participated, All these various
types of public actions, from joint

*The murder ' of three members of the
PST by rightist goons. — IP
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communiqués to rallies, are useful
and help to create the kind of social
consciousness and climate needed to
defend civil liberties or condemn fas-
cism. Moreover, they safeguard and
reinforce the legal rights of the revolu-
tionary party.

It would be naive, or — worse still
—Ilegalistic cretinism, to think that
these rights can be defended simply
by a scrap of paper or from a public
platform. In our country, moreover,
this would mean completely ignoring
recent history. Here, the celebrated
"process of institutionalization" is the
direct result of the Cordobazo. It was
this great mobilization of the workers
and the people that awakened and
spurred the dormant democratic con-
sciences of the bourgeoisie. Since then,
every gain, every prize, has been the
result of great struggles, strikes,
demonstrations, occupations, and
mobilizations. The pride of our party,
the only militant left party intelligent
enough to take the lead in the "institu-
tionalization,” is precisely that it has
intervened in every one of these strug-
gles, strikes, demonstrations, occupa-
tions, and mobilizations. O



Balance Sheet on Argentine ‘Multisectoral’

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, October 28, 1974

[On October 8 a "multisectoral” con-
ference was held in Buenos Aires. At
tending were representatives of all the
legal political parties, except the Com-
munist party, as well as representa-
tives of big business and the trade
union bureaucracy. (The Communist
party -was not represented directly be-
cause, since it did not participate in
the elections of February and Septem-
ber 1973, it does not have the status
of a registered party. It was, however,
represented indirectly.) These figures
met with Argentine President Maria
Estela Martinez de Per6n to discuss
eliminating violence.

[The following arficle analyzing the
conference as a whole appeared in
the October 10 issue of Avanzada So-
cialista, weekly newspaper of the Par-
tido Socialista de los Trabajadores
(PST— Socialist Workers party, a
sympathizing organization of the
Fourth International). The statement
drawn up for the conference by the
PST follows. The translation is by
Intercontinental Press.)

The "multisectoral conference"” began
in a framework of unknowns and
doubts, some of which have still not
been cleared up. One of these ques-
tion marks is represented by the ab-
sence of several sectors that it had
been announced would attend, such
as the armed forces and the church.
Moreover, the Communist party was
not invited.

The president expressed the idea
— which she later repeated clearly, off
the top of her head, in her impromptu
closing remarks— that to confront the
threat of an imperialist military coup
and to combat "violent terrorism, sub-
version, and ideological extremism,"”
the government was turning to dia-
logue and a pact with the political
parties. To achieve such an agreement,

she stated, she was ready to "'make
any necessary sacrifices as well as the
adjustments always needed by a
machine in constant operation.”

The lineup of the sectors partici-
pating also pointed toward a shift
toward the "adjustments"” the president
mentioned and the policy of "dialogue"
she laid out. Of the seventeen persons
who spoke— not including comrade
Coral [Juan Carlos Coral, a leading
member of the PST], whose remarks
had special characteristics — thirteen of
them had the same axis. While con-
demning guerrilla warfare and
terrorism in general, with different
nuances, they agreed in their denuncia-
tion of the indulgence or tolerance
by the government itself toward the
rightist terrorism. And, by extension,
they harshly criticized the government
that they considered responsible for
such indulgence.

This is the thread connecting the
speeches of the capitalist Julio Broner
("There are irresponsible publications
that have the support of official
bodies” and "the break-off of dialogue
is as serious as terrorism is"), Chris-
tian People's party representative
Enrique de Vedia ("We must get rid
of this concept that 'the best enemy
is a dead enemy'), and of [Radical
Civic Union leader] Ricardo Balbin
("The dialogue and this meeting have
one virtue—that of breaking down
the walls of the narrow circles that
surround presidents, disturb the func-
tioning of government, and create an
atmosphere of political intolerance
and blindness™).

The tone of the conference was set
fundamentally by this lineup of thir-
teen speakers, who made different lim-
ited criticisms directed at the govern-
ment in general — most of which were
played up in the press—but who cen-
tered their criticism on the Lépez
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Rega/Ivanissevich! antidialogue sec-
tor of the regime.

It was the accusations against the
rightist terrorist organization AAA
[Alianza Anticomunista Argentina—
Argentine Anticommunist Alliance] by
a representative of Dr. Héctor Sand-
ler (who did not attend the meeting
because of the threats on his life) that
prompted a reply from Rail Lastiri.
The representative of the Partido Jus-
ticialista [Social Justice, a Peronist par-
ty], explaining that he had not in-
tended to speak, took the floor to tell
Sandler’'s representative that his party
condemned all forms of terrorism and
that he would personally accompany
Sandler to assure his safety.

Outside this bloc were others whose
remarks must be analyzed. First there
was Frondizi, who defended the need
of the state to protect itself against
subversion and maintained a careful,
neutral tone in face of the political
differences.

There was the representative of the
Partido Conservador Popular [Peo-
ple's Conservative party], who made
a passionate apology for the govern-
ment and for the president inremarks
that seemed oriented more toward de-
fining his position in his party's inter-
nal disputes.

Finally there were the speeches by
Palma and Miguel. 2 The former, who
made a reappearance in the political
arena after a considerable absence,
came to join the government conclave,
demonstrating his support in general
for the Social Pact,3 and in particular

1. Jose Lopez Rega, minister of social wel-
fare, and Oscar Ivanissevich, minister of
culture and education, are part of the old-
guard Peronist right.

2. Segundo Palma and Lorenzo Miguel,
the general secretaries respectively of the
CGT and the metalworkers union, are two
top rightist union bureaucrats.

3. The Social Pact is the antilabor wage-
freeze policy of the Peronists.



his- endorsement of Isabel, whom he
hailed ‘as "a person with a clean record
who undoubtedly will leave her mark
on the norms of political life."

Lorenzo Miguel angrily claimed that
most of the victims were among the
union leadership. Responding indirect-

ly to Comrade Coral, he harshly criti- -

cized those he said had been stirring
up the workers against the Social Pact.
He added that the union leadership
was going to ask for a wage increase
soon, and then he announced a "his-
toric . mobilization” in repudiation of
the violence.

_As for our party's representative,
he did not fit into any of the de facto
‘factions that formed there. Coral con-
"demned the threats of a coup and crit
icized, from a socialist standpoint,
guerrilla warfare in isolation from the
_mass ~ movement. He denounced
‘rightist terrorism, and placed overall
blame on the government for all that
has happened —not just on its "right"
'wing but also on its "prodialogue” sec-
tors, including the one that promoted
the  Social Pact. His remarks were
based on the document that accom-
_ panies this article. . ‘

“An initial balance sheet indicates that
there has been a relaxation of social
‘tensions, as reflected in the unanimous
repudiation of a military coup, al-
though in this regard it remains to
be seen why the military was absent
from the meeting, A turn seems to be
in the making —the "adjustment” re-
ferred to by the president— which con-
sists of an agreement by almost all

the parties, the government, and the
armed forces to cement a social and
political front for the purpose of sup-
pressing the guerrillas. This "adjust-
ment" or turn involves a step back
by the "no dialogue” sectors of the
government and those who favor
rightist terrorism. This retreat is not
definitive nor does it mean a dissolu-
tion of the gangs who only on Tues-
day murdered two members of the
JUP [Juventud Universitaria Peronista
— Peronist Student Youth] in La Plata.

Within the government the economic
team together with the wing of the
old guard represented by the minister
of the interior appeared to be the ones
leading the turn. However, the posi-
tions of these elements have not been
uniformly reinforced, as shown by the
fact that Brunello4 —a friend of the
economic team — failed to appear at
such a crucial meeting.

The agreement reached on the bases
outlined is aimed at isolating the guer-
rillas socially and politically so that
they can be eliminated by the police.
The direct participation of the armed
forces in this task seems to be a ques-
tion secretly under discussion. The
president revealed that she was op-
posed to this when she said:

"What they want is to get the armed
forces to come onto the streets. And
while I am president, I will not permit
this.”

4. Duilio Brunello is second vice-president
of the Justicialist party and former federal
interventor of Cordoba.
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Within the context of this agreement,
the union bureaucracy seems willing
to support decisions such as those
being made today by the Comité Cen-
tral Confederal.5 At the same time,
the bureaucracy — especially the sec-
tor represented by Lorenzo Miguel —
is continuing to put pressure on the
Social Pact, invoking it to demand
some reforms such as the Ley de Con-
tratos de Trabajo. 6

This is the line that seems to have
prevailed, to judge from the indica-
tions given by the conference in the
Casa Rosada [government palace].
With dialogue, a pact, and the police,
they plan to suppress the guerrillas.
Nonetheless, the workers movement
and the left are also threatened, as is
shown by the outlawing of the Federa-
cion Gréafica [Printers Federation)],
which was decreed by the Labor Min-
istry at the very time the conference
was going on, as well as by the presi-
dent's references to "ideological
extremism,” and the institution of the
State Security Law. O

5. The Comite Central Confederal is the
top body of the General Federation of La-
bor. At the time of the "multisectoral” it
was meeting to decide the date of a dem-
onstration in support of the government
and against terrorism.

6. The Ley de Contratos de Trabajo (La-
bor Contract Law) provides for compen-
sation for workers who are fired, guar-
antees holiday pay, sets health and safe-
ty requirements the bosses must meet, and
grants workers the right to disregard any
agreements signed to which discrimina-
tory provisions have later been added.



PST Statement at the ‘Multisectoral’

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, October 28. 1974

[The following is the statement of the
executive committee of the Partido So-
cialista de los Trabajadores (Social-
ist Workers party, a sympathizing
organization of the Fourth Interna-
tional) that was presented at the "'mul-
tisectoral” conference in Buenos Aires
October 8. The translation is by In-
tercontinental Press.]

* * *

Our party is attending this meeting,
as we did previous meetings between
the government and other parties and
organizations. Not because we aspire
to, or believe in, the possibility of a
"national unity"— which is impossible
between antagonistic social classes —
but because we want to defend the
democratic liberties won at a heavy
price by the masses in the fight that
began with the Cordobazo.1

The fundamental purpose of such
democratic rights is to ensure respect
for the right of the masses to decide
what government they want— which
in this case is the Peronist govern-
ment— and the fundamental respect
for the right of all political forces to
present their ideas to the masses.
Thus, we unhesitatingly condemn any
attempt at a coup designed to bring
down the current government, which
has been elected by the majority of the
working class.

Starting with June 12, when the so-
cial tensions caused by the failure of
the Social Pact came out into the open,
provoking a resignation threat from
the deceased President Per6n, a period
began in the country that has been
marked by a threat hanging over our
heads — a threat that the forces of oli-
garchic-imperialist reaction, the same

1. The 1969 semi-insurrection in Cordo-
ba.

elements that had to begin a retreat
after the Cordobazo, were trying
for a comeback by means of a new
1955.2

This threat, which if realized would
mean the worst kind of defeat for the
country and the workers, is real be-
cause the lukewarm nationalist mea-
sures and the relatively independent
foreign policy line adopted by the
government have not touched the
powerful economic and political bases
that imperialism maintains in the
country.

However, the threat of a comeback
by oligarchic-imperialist forces at
their worst is being aggravated, rein-
forced, and compounded at this mo-
ment by another danger.

This second threat is represented by
a. growing militarization of political
life prompted fundamentally by the
activity of the guerrillas and their
mirror-image— the terrorists of the
AAA and other organizations of the
ultraright.

Many sectors objectively are push-
ing for such a militarization. Inde-
pendently of the intentions of the pro-
tagonists, a dynamic leading toward
a military coup has been set in mo-
tion. No matter what its ideological
tendency may be—but especially if
it is under the direction of the oli-
garchy and imperialism — this coup
will have the effect of smashing the
democratic rights of the masses.

We did not have to wait until the
gsituation reached its present gravity
to express our condemnation—in the
name of the working class and so-
cialism — of guerrilla warfare isolated
from the masses. We have consistently
opposed that desperate resort, which
has been taken at times in the name

2. On September 16, 1955, Peron was
overthrown in a military coup.

57

of a soclalist ideal and at others as
a tactic designed to apply political
pressure. Normally this kind of ac-

_tion ends up sowing the worst type

of confusion in the ranks of the work-
ers, as well as opening up the way for
the most indiscriminate repression. In
this case it has promoted a militariza-
tion of the country that may lead
very far, that may lead ultimately to
eliminating the increasingly limited
democratic freedoms that the masses
won by their struggles.

But these condemnations of the
guerrilla operations must not be used

to cover up the causes that provoked

this phenomenon nor to whitewash the
fascist gangs by lumping their activity
together with that of the guerrillas
under some general common heading.

We recognize perfectly the differences
between the present government and
the dictatorial forms that preceded it
and threaten to return. We recognize
that guerrilla actions and terrorism
promote putschism. We proclaim our
determination to fight against any at-
tempt to topple the government by a
coup. At the same time, we must point
out the responsibility for this situation
that falls on the government because
of its retreat on democratic rights,
which began May 25, 1973.3

The attack on democratic freedoms
was launched by the government it
self on the day when, without con-
sulting the workers or taking their
opinions into consideration, it im-
posed a Social Pact freezing wages.
Moreover, this guidelines policy was
applied with sympathy for the needs
of big business, while workers who
resisted it were hit with harsh
penalties.

3. May 25, 1973, was the day the Peron-
ists took office.



The attack on democratic rights be-
gan when a repressive system was set
up to protect that Social Pact. The
first step in this process was firming
up the position of a tarnished union
leadership through reforms in the
Trade-Union Law.4 The next was the
application of the new penal code
against striking workers.

The attack on democratic rights be-
gan when the internal fight in the
ruling party spread to public institu-
tions and led to totalitarian measures
that affected the whole country. In
this way, in a tragic escalation of
violence foreshadowed by Ezeiza, 5 the
"Navarrazo"é occurred, elected pro-
vincial officials were replaced by
federal appointees, newspapers were
shut down, university administrations
were purged, and many of the facul-
ties were closed:

The attack on democratic rights is
shown by the absolute impunity with
which the fascist gangs act. It now
culminates in the passage of the State
Security Law, which contains articles
designed to repress the guerrillas and
uses their activity as a pretext to in-
stitute repression of strikes and leftist
currents.

4. The Trade-Union Law is designed to

protect the job trusts of union bureaucrats.

5. Scores were killed and several hun-
dreds were wounded in May 1973 when
right-wing Peronist goons opened fire on
the left-wing Peronist contingents awaiting
Peron's return from exile.

6. The February 1974 coup that ousted
the elected Cordoba provincial governor,
Obregon Cano.

This rightist course of the govern-
ment, followed by its four presidents,
has in itself achieved many of the
objectives that a reactionary coup
might shoot for. This course in our
country has been an expression of
the same evolution that has led to
brutal repression of our brothers in
another part of the Southern Cone.
Continuing this orientation cannot
lead anywhere but to a "cold coup”
born in the belly of the very regime
in power, a reactionary take-over
which, through a Bonapartist dicta-
torship, will end up suffocating the
democratic possibilities of the parlia-
mentary regime.

Moreover, this course, unmitigated
by feeble attempts at concessions such
as the Labor Contract Law, prevents
the government from responding to
the provocations of the terrorists and
the guerrillas in any way but with
stepped-up police repression or the
militarization of the country, which
in turn expose it still more to the
danger of a coup.

In April we told General Per6n that
only adopting measures that could
"put the brakes" on the escalating re-
pression, the union bureaucracy, the
Law on Redundancy,? exploitation
and starvation wages, and the oli-
garchy and imperialism could stop
the march down a dead-end street.

We took then the same position that
we have maintained throughout these
troubled seventeen months of Peron-

7. The Law on Redundancy is designed
to facilitate the firing of union militants
on the basis that there is "excess person-
nel" in the workplace.
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~objectively necessary solutions.

ist rule and that we once again re-
iterate now. We simply point out the
We
have no illusions that they will be
adopted, since many of them would
require a socialist, workers revolution
to transform the structures of society.

In the same spirit, we believe now
that the solutions that would be
adopted by an authentic workers gov-
ernment arising out of, and based
on, a mass mobilization, would start
with repealing the State Security Law
and disarming, investigating, and
punishing the fascist gangs. Such a
government would throw out the So-
cial Pact and immediately reinstitute
collective bargaining. It would democ-
ratize the CGT [Confederacién Gene-
ral del Trabajo— General ‘Confedera-
tion of Labor] and the unions, guar-
anteeing the election of leadership
representative of the ranks. It would
return the universities to the authori-
ties chosen by the students, teachers,
and workers. It would cut down the
economic power of the oligarchy and
imperialism by expropriating the big
landholdings, monopolies, and for-
eign and domestic companies, and by
putting them under workers control.

If even at this point in the deepen-
ing of democracy and the revolution-
ary process guerrilla and terrorist
groups were to persist, they would be
turned over to the working masses
for judgment.

Our party demands its right to offer
this socialist option to the masses and
pledges to fight, and is fighting,
against any attempt to bring down
by a coup d'etat the government these
masses elected. a



Coral’s Statement at the Multisectoral

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, January 13, 1975

[The following statement plus an
editorial introduction was published
in the October 15, 1974, issue of Avan-
zada Socialista, the weekly newspaper
of the Partido Socialista de los Traba-
jadores (PST — Socialist Workers par-
ty, an Argentine sympathizing organi-
zation of the Fourth International).
The translation is by Intercontinen-
tal Press.]

The Secretaria de Prensa y Difu-
sion de la Presidencia de la Nacioén
[Presidential Press Office] was respon-
sible for the official version of the
speeches given at the October 9%
multisectorial meeting.

It was through this office that the
official versions were sent out to all
the media.

However, all the speeches, except
those of the president [Maria Estela de
Per6n] and Doctor Ricardo Balbin [the
head of the main bourgeois opposi-
tion party] suffered omissions that in
many cases changed their meaning
or made them incomprehensible.

This is what happened, for example,
to Doctor Alende's speech. In the Oc-
tober 11 La Opiniéon, the leader of
the Partido Intransigente maintains
that "the version given to the press by
the Secretaria de Prensa y Difusion
was mutilated,” since his positions on
the Constituent Assembly were left out.

Similar things happened to the
speeches of Professor Américo Ghioldi
of the PSD [Partido Socialista Demo-
cratico — Democratic Socialist party]
and Doctor Haydée Birgin, who stood
in for Doctor Sandler [the leader of
the Revolutionary Christian party].

In the replies by the president to
Ghioldi and by Lastiri [head of the

*This is apparently a typographical er-
ror. The date of the multisectorial meet-
ing was October 8. — IP

Peronist parliamentary bloc] to Doc-
tor Birgin, it is a mystery what they
are referring to. The official steno-
gram omitted precisely the sections
that motivated these answers, sections
that contained criticisms of, and de-
mands on, the government.

The same thing that happened in
these cases happened with the speech
by Compaiiero Juan Carlos Coral
We had intended to publish the of-
ficial version. But when we got it, we
realized that it suffere_d from the same
omissions that in the radio and tele-
vision reports had altered the mean-
ing of what he said.

For this reason, and in order to
inform our companeros and readers
better, we are publishing here a re
constructed text of what Coral said.

* * *

Fully assuming the responsibility
that falls to us in the present political
process, with the sincerity with which
we have always expressed our points
of view before the government and
the sincerity the president asked of us
in her opening speech, we have come
here this morning to declare our cate-
gorical repudiation of all forms of
terrorism, all manifestations of indi-
vidual or group violence carried out
in disregard of the wishes or the needs
of the masses, and of this other form
of violence — a more extensive one that
has become almost an institution in
our country — the coup d'etat. We be-
lieve, however, that the analysis of
terrorism as an abstract category is
one-sided and insufficient. For de-
cades, criminologists have ceased cori-
sidering individual modes of behavior
in isolation from the social environ-
ment that produces them. With still
greater reason, then, such a complex
social = phenomenon as terrorism
shovld be considered within the
broader framework of the economic
and political conditions in which it
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takes place.

Terrorism and guerrilla activity are,
thus, much more than a simple politi-
cal matter; they are much more than
a simple relationship of forces be-
tween the "security bodies" and the
armed groups. These phenomena are
a critical manifestation, an acute
symptom, of the conditions currently
existing in Argentina, which we should
take up in all their fundamental as-
pects. '

For all these reasons, we want to
use as a reference point in making
our analysis the meeting we had with
General Perén early in April. On this
occasion, we socialists summed up in
five points what we called the main
factors in the instability and crisis.
And we pointed out the indispensable
solutions that were urgently de
manded. Along with other political
parties, we asked for a meeting to
warn the government about the dan-
gers of a wave of violence that was
being allowed to spread with im-
punity. And our warning was so well
founded that today it is the govern-
ment that has called the parties here
to consider the problem of terrorism.
From that date to this, it has not
adopted any of the measures pro-
posed; and what then were only the
seeds of violence have developed in
the short period of six months into
a dizzying escalation of terrorism that
threatens democratic rights and is
circumscribing the rights of the work-
ing class. o '

In early April, the first signs of
terrorism appeared in trade-union
circles—veiled forms of fascist vio-
lence, introducing terror into assem-
blies and intimidating trade-union ac-
tivists every tifme they raised elemen-
tary demands for higher wages or
disavowed conciliationist or sellout
leaderships. The police and the armed
forces, which are waging a merciless
battle against the guerrillas, have not
arrested a single person responsible



for this rightist terrorism, they have
not collected or exhibited a single piece
of evidence against these rightist ter-
rorists. This form of violence has nev-
er been punished; and what began
with threats by goons in plant bath-
rooms has ended in the publication
in the newspapers of long lists of per-
sons "condemned to death,” who are
being ‘"executed" with efficient regu-
larity. We can repeat this morning
our firm condemnation of the death
of the latest victim of terror, who hap-
pens to be an officer of the armed
forces. But, on the other hand, when
our turn came in this orgy of killing,
when four ordinary workers, four
young activists in our party were mur-
dered in Pacheco, we did not hear
any condemnation from the govern-
ment, nor did we see the government
use the power of the state to punish
those responsible.

The only formal response from the
government to these developments
were the amendments to the Penal
Code, which were first used to repress
the strike of the Matarazzo workers;
and the recent "State Security Law"
that has made certain kinds of strikes
and opinions crimes. While interna-
tionally ideological barriers are being
broken down— for the sake of profit
able business deals— within our coun-
try itself the violence is being used
as a pretext to draw lines of ideo-
logical exclusionism in order to re
press the protests of the workers move-
ment and the spread of socialist ideas.

But not all the subversion can be
ascribed to the terrorists and the guer-
rillas. The terrorists and the guer-
rillas have no monopoly on subver-
sion. There are also subversive wages,
subversive hunger, subversive work-
ing conditions, subversive slums. A
wage of 130,000 old pesos [about
US$132.60] a month is a subversive
wage, Senora. And we will not let
anybody justify this as the legacy left
by bad previous governments, be-
cause in that case you couldn't ex-
plain the salaries of military officers,
judges, and government functionaries,
who get more than two million pesos
a month—that is, some of them get
more in a month than a worker does
in a year, although no one has yet
proved that military officers and func-
tionaries have stomachs twelve times
larger than those of workers.

If we are faced with a grave na-
tional emergency, if the country is
paying the price for fifteen years of

oligarchic and proimperialist govern-
ments, all inhabitants of the country
should bear the consequences equally,
as they do the results of any catas-
trophe. And I propose that the ad-
vocates of the Social Pact, those who
have imposed the Social Pact on us,
be the first to restrict themselves to
an income of 130,000 old pesos a
month, the wage to which they have
condemned the workers who are sup-
posed to build up Argentina into a
great power by the year 2000.

I understand that this is not an
occasion for polemics. But with all
due respect, Sefiora, I must express
our fundamental disagreement with
the idea you put forward in your
speech opening this meeting. You said:
"The government has achieved har-
mony between workers and manage-
ment, except in those sectors where
the forces of disorder are active." We
disagree absolutely with this. Outside
agitators or not, it is impossible for
harmony to exist between superex-
ploited workers who earn 130,000 old
pesos a month and bosses who con-
tinue levels of profit secured for them
by the military dictatorships. There
can be no harmony between workers
whose wages have been rigidly frozen,
and bosses who are allowed to raise
their prices in the name of the sacred
capitalist principle of "profitability."”
The sole harmony that does unfortu-
nately exist is between the bosses and
the trade-union bureaucrats, who are
united by the Social Pact, which was
not discussed by the workers in their
workplaces or in their unions.

Another factor of instability and vio-
lence that we pointed to in April is
that of prices, especially the prices
of necessities. We called for opening
the account books, for letting the
workers study prices, and for super-
vision of price ceilings by popular
bodies. None of these measures were
adopted. To the contrary, the gov-
ernment went from a policy of frozen
prices to "administrated" prices, giv-
ing the Secretaria de Comercio [Com-
merce Bureau] the authority to grant
price increases, which has brought
about a steady decline in the real
wages of workers. And, as we an-
ticipated, the companies that have
gone to cry on the doorstep of the
Secretaria de Comercio, appealing for
increases to eliminate their deficits, are
the same ones that every two or three
years turn out to have billions of dol-
lars of undeclared income. This pe-
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riodic amnesty for tax evaders and
swindlers of workers is what they call
a "write-off for capital.” Through this
policy, the government itself becomes
the main instigator of hoarding,
black-marketeering, and scarcity,
which in turn are used to create a
threat of scarcities to pressure it and
to promote inflationary expectations.

The price ceilings exist only in of-
ficial statistics, while speculators and
hoarders are invariably rewarded by
being granted new increases. This was
also done for the ranchers who hold
the winter pastures, the most privi-
leged and anachronistic caste not only
in the countryside but in the entire
national economy.

Another factor in the violence that
we pointed out is the exaggeration
of some government measures. You
cannot substitute propaganda for
reality, and when the outlook is
painted rosier than it is, disillusion
and collective frustrations necessarily
follow. You cannot, for example, pro-
claim that the distribution of petro-
leum products has been nationalized,
while the foreign companies retain
their hold intact on their refineries
and their rights to séll outside the gas
stations, Barely 15 percent of the for-
eign companies' local market, the part
represented by their sales through gas
stations, has been affected. But even
within this very modest percentage,
we do not know exactly what inter-
ests belong to international capital,
nor do we yet know if YPF [Yaci-
mientos Petroliferas Fiscales — State
QOil Fields, the national oil trust] will
have even the financial liquidity that
can be provided by the gasoline tax
income. All this, Senora, is very far
from constituting nationalization of
petroleum distribution.

It is also an obvious exaggeration
when you call the Ley de Contratos
de Trabajo [Work Contracts Law]
revolutionary. We hailed many of its
provisions without reservation. But it
is not a revolutionary law, nor is it
the most advanced in the world. It
extended some rights of the sort the
workers in Argentina have been
winning since 1905. The drafters in-
corporated in the law many pro-
visions that were already being ap-
plied by judges. But in 1974, the
workers throughout the world are
fighting not only for the regulation
of wage labor, but for control and
ownership of the instruments with
which they produce. '



Moreover, to cite another example
of the government's advertising ex-
cesses, I would point to the Agrarian
Law, which is far from being an ef-
fective instrument for transforming the
latifundist structure and which marks
an obvious retreat even from the
homesteading projects of the Second
Five-Year Plan. This draft, which is
being touted as a great step toward
agrarian reform, guarantees the prop-
erty of the present owners for ten
years, and after this generous con-
cession of time, in the event that the
landlords fail to put their land into
production, it sets the laughable "pen-
alty" of forcing them to take tenants.

All these factors that I have rapidly
summed up, from violence and terror-
ism to disillusion and poverty, go to
make up a climate favorable to a
coup. The coup d'etat is a full-fledged
institution in the semicolonial coun-
tries of our continent. It is not in-
scribed in the constitutions because the
liberals prevented this. But the ruling
classes resort to it every time a mass
upsurge, a sharpening in the class
struggle, endangers the bourgeois
power structure. The coup d'etat func-
tions, in all, as a safety measure for
the system.

For this reason, the working class
is the only sector of society that con-
sistently opposes coups d 'etat.

Military officers, obviously, have
participated in coups d'etat. They are
the indispensable protagonists. Ar-
mies, in fact, with a tradition of pro-
fessionalism and abstention from pol-
itics like those in Chile and Uruguay
have staged the most repressive and

bloody coups in memory in Latin
America.

Businessmen participate in coups
d'etat when they think a despotic gov-
ernment can better guarantee their in-
vestments and profits. Politicians par-
ticipate when they lose hope of getting
mass support. And some trade-union
leaders also participate when they
think they can hold on to their bu-
reaucratic positions more easily in as-
sociation with a military dictatorship.
I have here in my briefcase advertise-
ments in support of the proimperial-
ist dictatorship of Ongania signed by
some leaders who at this moment are

heading major trade-union organi--

zations.

The only sector of society that has
never been involved in a coup d'etat
is the working class. The working
class has always been the main vic-
tim - of coups d'etat, which have in-
variably been carried out in order
to increase the exploitation of the
workers and the looting of the coun-
try by imperialism.

For these reasons, the Partido So-
cialista de los Trabajadores declares
its categorical opposition to a coup
d'etat and to the violence in the form
of terrorism and guerrilla activity,
which although with different motiva-
tions, are equal in provoking coups
and thus stand in opposition to the
democratic demands of the masses.
But we believe that a coup d'etat can-
not be prevented by lyrical appeals to
"national unity." Such unity is im-
practicable in a society historically
divided into antagonistic classes.
There is no reason, however, to carry
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the discussion onto the theoretical lev-
el, since it is enough to point-out that
it is clearly absurd to call for unity
of the entire nation, when unity can-
not even be achieved in any one of
the [bourgeois] political parties, which
are suffering an infinite number of
cleavages that reflect the contradic-
tions in which capitalist society is
caught.

I will end, Sefiora, by saying that
our party considers this kind of dia-
logue, which is unprecedented in our
country, to be useful. We have no il-
lusions that we can change the policy
of the government by speeches, but,
surely, you Senora Presidente and
your ministers. have taken note of
some of our observations.

We know that the government's
bourgeois limitations will prevent it
from adopting the minimum measures
we call for. It cannot carry out an
agrarian reform, nor can it expro-
priate the monopolies, nor can it sub-
stantially change the relationship of
prices and wages, nor can it decisive-
ly punish the outrages of fascist vio-
lence.

We socialist workers will continue
to struggle against all these factors
that are creating the climate for a
coup, and will fight to keep this gov-
ernment's term of office from being
cut short illegitimately, since it was
elected by the majority of the Argen-
tine workers and since it permits the
exercise of some democratic freedoms,
which, in turn, are the fruits of the
mobilizations by the workers and the
poor sectors of the population that
shook the country beginning with the
Coérdoba insurrection. O



~ Against a Coup and Against the Government

Reprinted from Intercontinental Press, January 13, 1975

[The following editorial appeared in
the October 15, 1974, issue of Avan-
zada Socialista, the newspaper of the
Argentine Partido Socialista de los
Trabajadores, under the title "Luchar
contra el golpe sin apoyar al.gobier-
no" (Struggle against a coup without
supporting the government). The
translation is by Intercontinental
Press.}

As a result of the distorted reports
on the multisectorial conference on
television and in the papers, we have
received letters and telephone calls
asking if we have changed our posi-
tion and are now supporting the gov-
ernment.

We think this has been clarifiéd suf-
ficiently by the publication on this
page of a resumé of our statements
in the multisectorial meeting. The
maneuver tried by the Secretaria de
Prensa regarding our statements as
well as those of the other parties was
so clumsy that it can be exploded just
by publishing what we said.

But besides this we want to take
advantage of what has happened to
reiterate some of our positions toward
this government and the threat of a
coup. This will give us an opportuni-
ty to explain at the same time why
the government attempted such a ma-
neuver,

We went to this meeting and put
forward all of our positions, the same
ones that we have expressed every
week in the pages of this paper and
that we apply in our daily work, be-
cause we are completely and firmly
opposed to a coup d'etat. Opposing
a coup— that is, opposing the return
of a military dictatorship— does not
mean supporting the government,
What is more, we oppose a coup for
the same reasons we do not support

this government or its policy (i.e.,
the Social Pact; allowing the local and
foreign monopolies to maintain their
hold over our economy; the Security
Law; giving free rein to the fascist
gangs; arbitrary rule by the bureau-
cracy .in the workers movement;
handing the universities over to prim-
itive reactionaries; and other such
things). The fact is that the main ob-
jective of a coup would not be so much
to oust Isabel and end her right-wing
policy as to crush the workers move-
ment. The coup would come to finish
the job that the present government
cannot be relied on entirely to carry
out and to follow through to the end.

Among some compaieros on the
left, you can hear it said that the prob-
lem of a coup is less and less impor-
tant because, in the last analysis, this
government (with the Security Law,
its take-over of unions, and.so on)
more and more resembles the
Ongania regime, that there is less and
less difference.

It seems to us that this is a com-
pletely wrong way of posing the ques-
tion. It is true that the entire policy
being carried out by the Peronist gov-
ernment is aimed at cutting back the
margins of democratic freedom that
the workers and student movements
won in the struggle against the dicta-
torship. But this does not mean that
it does not matter to the working class
whether we have the one kind of
regime or the other. A military coup
would no longer be a question of
more or less democratic margins with-
in a bourgeois-democratic govern-
ment but would represent a change
of regime. It would no longer be a
question of partial defeats (such as
the one in SMATA,! the typograph-

1. Sindicato de Mecanicos y Afines del
Transporte Automotor — Union of Auto-
motive Machinists and Allied Trades.
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ical workers union, etc.), defeats that
can easily be recouped as the work-
ers overcome the confusion created
by their confidence in the government,
the provocations of the guerrillas, and
the errors of the leaderships in the
recent conflicts. A coup, on the other
hand, would represent a general polit
ical defeat for the working class.

The companeros who equate this
regime with a military dictatorship
also overlook one "detail"™: This gov-
ernment was elected by the votes of
the working masses and not by the
three "commanders in chief,” and al-
though its luster has waned, it still
enjoys the confidence of a large part
of the working class.

For all these reasons, we also op-
pose the guerrillas, who by their ac-
tions are promoting a coup as well
as the anti-working-class repressive
measures of the government.

The proof that we have only one
point in common with the government
(i.e., that we do not want a coup)
was given by this government itself
after the multisectorial, in the first
place by its censorship of the state
ment we made there. If this had been
reported as it was given, no one could
have made a mistake and thought
that we supported the government. In
the second place, an even more "force-
ful" demonstration of this fact was
given by the police raid on our head-
quarters in Cordoba. Along with this,
our headquarters in Mendoza was
blown up and comrades were kid-
napped, as we report in other pages.

What happened in Cérdoba was es-
pecially revealing. The government,
or at least a wing of it, acted within
the spirit of the recently passed Secu-
rity Law, whose intent was to repress,
using the convenient pretext that the
entire workers and left movement is
giving aid and comfort to the guer-



rillas. The government knows that we
are completely opposed to its policy
and that is why it both distorted what
we said in the multisectorial and did
what it did in Cordoba. ,

The task of the entire movement

of the workers and toiling masses is
to fight against a coup without sup-
porting this government Only a mo-
bilization of the working masses can
guarantee that we will not be sub-
jected to a Pinochet. This struggle is
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inseparably bound up with the strug-
gle against this government's reaction-
ary measures such as the Security
Law. For this reason we call for a
massive repudiation of this law and
for its repeal. 0
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