
./ 
\'7 f .' 

No 28 December 1980/January 1981 15p BRITAIN 

Free Irish hunger strikers! 

maeria ist, utcners 
a now! 

For workers revolution 
in Ireland! 

The hunger strike by seven Republican pris
oners in the H Blocks of Long Kesh. now j~ined 
by three women in Armagh jail, is bringing the 
long-simmering Irish crisis back towards boiling 
point. The Tory Cabinet, zealously backed by 
Labour's front bench, remains intransigent: the 
prisoners' demand~for the rights of polit~al 
status will not be met and they will continue to 

strikers are victims of 
British 'imperialist re
pression and its 
draconian laws, which 
shore up Protest~nt as
cendanc-y .. ~y intimidating 
and suppressing the 
Catholic minority. 'Sus
pect·s' are arrested 
without charges, held 
incommunicado until 
'confessions' are beaten 
out of them, and then 
convicted on this 'evi
dence' alone in juryless 

be treated as common criminals. Bipartisan im- courts. British 'jus-
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.. pel"ialist arrogance Wa/3 summed'ttP by Northern tice' in Northern Ire-
._----.ire land ~-~ll~Q:fflta:t.e...l!!!II'J)bxW!.~~: .•• ~;L~.).~~.lS1.$~.a!t .. ~~,,~l',.~Jl,~.I"'.;l.~.N~~~.~W,P1!P~Il,'SpjJr:t~is-t.92{!lt~!called.f9r.£l'!lisst!IJ1HlLe.!2J!:eeJlungerstri kers. 

'tbey die,' sobeTt. ' ~ '.'.' case of Pauline~' ,,' ".". , .. 
And well they·might. The first hunger '~cLaughlin, now seriously ill in Armagh jail. work; to organise education and recreation and 

strikers will be in critical condition by mid- She was found guilty on the basis of a 'signed send and receive a weekly letter, parcel and 
December, and the prisoners have announced that" confession' -- even though she can neither read visit; and to full remission of sentences -- are 
for each one who dies another of their number nor ,write. completely just and supportable. But H Block is 
will join the strike until the government gives The H Block prisoners' five demands __ the not a liberal 'human rights' issue and political 
in. Far from being the 'criminals' painted by right to wear their own clothes; to freely as- prisoner status is manifestly not enough. 
Westminster and the capitalist press, the hunger sociate with each other; to refuse to do prison continued on page 4 

Thatcher's Britain 

Enough is enough! 
Margaret Thatcher should justifiably be ner

vous about the fact that some 150,000 people 
were prepared to hit the streets of Liverpool on 
a wintry Saturday afternoon on 29 November just 
to demonstrate their hatred for her 'party of 
unemployment'. The venue could not have been 
better chosen. Liverpool is the promise of 
Britain's future under capitalism: social devas
tation, pervasive lumpenisation, industrial 
wastela!ld. And the big electronic clock t.hat 
ticked off one more man for the dole queues 
every 15 seconds was far more eloquent than all 
the Labour politicians at the podium put 
together. 

It is not only that the Iron Lady presides 
over this depression misery that makes her a 
favourite for effigies; her Friedmanite policies 
express open. contempt for those whom the misery 
most afflicts -- the unemployed, the pensioners, 
the coming victims of 'hypothermia'. 'Tory
bashing' is so cheap these days that even Tories 
are doing it: the Cabinet 'wets', old rival 
Edward Heath and the CBI's Sir Terence Beckett 
have all spoken out, whether the1r concern is 
high interest rates or the political conse
quences of a restive mass of unemployed. 

So recycl&d' ex-' left' '~ichael Foot no sooner 
ascended to the leadership of the Labour Party 
than he announced he would march at the head of 
the anti-Tory protest; then he broke his ankle. 
It was an'exquisftemetaphor for this party of 
reformism in a crippled economy in which it,is 
hard to scrape up even the most meagre of re-

forms. Foot issued fi~ry calls for a 'mobilisa
tion of the British ~ople' to see that 'this 
governme~t is thrown out'.' But sections of the 
crowd booed when he told them how he wanted it 
done: 'Prepare to destroy at the ballot bOX, 
which is the only place they can be finally de
feated, the party of unemployment.' Wait three 
years to stuff a piece of paper in a ballot box 
in order to replace the party of unemployment 
with the party of the Social Contract? 

\ Sir Geoffrey Howe's November 'package' hiked 
up National Insurance while slashing public 
spending and Social Security/pensions indexa
tion. And the only categories exempt from the 
new 6 per cent public sector pay freeze are the 
bosses' paid strikebreakers -- the cops and the 
armed forces. But all the bureaucrats can do is 
complain about how the Tories mismanage the 
economy, mutter about 'foreign competition'· and 
pOint to a brighter future with their man Foot 
in Number 10. Firemen's outrage at withdrawal-of 
their promised 18.8 per cent pay rise was di
verted into a work-to-rule and one-day strikes. 
Engineering workers were forced to settle for 8 
per cent with no pretence of a fight. And Ley
lan~ workers have been told to take it in the 
neck again because of ~fichael Edwardes' closure 
threats. A former Consett steelman summed it up 
at. the ISTC special conference in London, 23 
November: 'Enough is enough!' 

That's right -- enough is enough. But if the 
deep-seated hatred for the Tories is Channelled 
into Labourite anti-Toryism, it will only be , 

more of the same. Yet while Foot was writing his 
speech for Liverpool, miners were voting at the 
pitheads over whether to accept the NCB's 13 per 
cent offer (including pJ"0duct"ivity bonus) agreed 
to by NUH president'Joe Gormley or stick to the 
original 35 per cent pay claim. Two weeks before 
the vote, NU~ officials (as the 15 November 
Economist noted) were 'already planning their 
various excuses for dOing nothing'. It looked as 
though the bureaucrats had succeeded in their 
criminal sabotage, a crime directed not just 
against NUl.! members but every worker .. Because if 
the miners did go out, it could turn things 
around in Thatcher's Britain. It's not just the 
pay claim that could set the pace for every 
unionist attempting to keep ahead of a 16 per 
cent inflation rate. If Wales is to be saved 
from a wave of decimating· pit closures it won't 
be through talk of a new 'Triple Alliance' 0Z 
the do-nothing misleaders of the. Nm{; NUR and 
ISTC but through militant industrial unity in 
struggle. 

And even more im~ortantly, a militant nation
al miners' strike could galvanise the anti-Tory 
sentiment that permeates large sectors of the 
population and point the way to ending the numb
ing cycle of Tory attack and Labour betrayal. 
The miners are in a better position to lead such 
a fight than most other sectors of the British 
proletariat. They could do the job Bill Sirs' 
betrayal kept the steelmen from doing: to spear
head a classwide counter-offensive to knock the 

continued on paqe 2 



Enough is enough!... 
(Continued from page 1) 

Tory juggernaut reeling and place the British 
working class on a higher terrain of class 
struggle. Heath met his fate at tbe miners' '\ 
hands; so could Thatcher, and wtth her the 
spending cuts, the hospital closures, the wag~ 
freezes, the anti-pic~et laws. If the 'left' NU~ 

'leaders like the' Communist' Party' s ~[ick ~[cGahey 
in Scotland and 'King' Arthur Scargil,l in York
shire -- who were campaigning for a no vote -
had such a perspective, they would have been ar
guing fora lot more than that Gormley 'carryon 
negotiations' (Morning Star, 24 November). They 
would have announced their determination to lead 
their regions in the vanguard of a national 
strike regardless of the ballot outcome. 

But Scargill and McGahey offer the workers 
the same package of trade-union economism and 
Labourite parliam~ntarism wrapped in a 'social
ist' cover. What the British workers need now is 
a militant lead from a miners' strike that re
fuses to be diverted by the claptrap of Labour
ism. Mipers: to hell with Gormley's excuses! 
Fight for the f.ull 35 per cent! Stop the redun
dancies! Offer a lead against the Tory offen
sive! A decisive victory by the miners could 
open the road to the struggle for the only solu
tion to the problems facing th~ proletariat: a 
revolutionary workers government to administer a 
planned econo~y and fight for a Socialist United 
States of Eur~pe. 

The alternative to a bout of decisive class 
confrontations resolved in favour of the working 
class is .the spread of the~iverpool plague. As 
a TGWU convenor from the once !'>roRperous West 
~,jidlands ,told the Economist (29 August): 'Birm
ingham has become like Liverpool. ~oople are 
suddenly realising thdt there is nowhere else to 
go.' An industrialist from ~he same area put it 
a~other way: 'The theory is that a phoenix will 
arise frbm the ashes of this slumn. In reality 
it ain't like that.' 

No it ain't. And everybody had better know 
it. In Britain the effects of the international. 
recession co~bine witti and exacerbate a long
term structural decline -- the sun is setting on 
British capitalis~. Liverpool shows it, ~ales 
'shows it, increasingly the ~.lidlands shows it. 
The latest regular feature in the bourgeois' 
press is a column announcing that day's plant 
closures arnrredundltilC'1e~·::::- (Julte a' co~n't 
to the closing prices on the stock exchange. And 

\ when a T.imes (24 November) leading article tried 
to look on the 'bright side' of B~itain it could 
only manage 'our success in tourism' and the 
claim that 'our broadcasting has no equal', be
fore despairing: 

'Even some of the fields of activity in which 
our pre-eminence is unasailed rsicl ... 
rhavel a dubious aspect. No doubt Italy was 
the centre of the world art market before the 
Sack of ~ome. ' 

Tge irony is excruciating -- the Times itself is 
planning to close up shoo, an increasingly com
mon feature of life on Fleet Street. Yet when 
dne mili tant demanded unified strike, action in 
response to the massive redundancies and 'volun-

. tary' wage freeze shoved down the throats of 
Express Newspaper workers, a union official re
plied that the time was not right. 'It never 
seems to be the right time to fight', the bur
eaucrat added wistfu~ly, 

For the reformist bureaucracy, confrontpd 
with the palpable bankruptcy of reformism, it. is 
never the right time to fj.ght. And the pas\sivi ty 
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preached b~ the bureaucrats is ~i~rored by the 
polyanna 'bUsiness as usual' union militancy 
pushed hy the likes of the International ~~arxist 
Group (IHG) and Socialist Workers Party -(SWP). 
Both roads lead to Liverpool. Both share a fun
damentally reformist premise :-:- tha.t Bri tif-lh 
capitalism can continue to linger on in the same 
old way. The fascists who are taking to the 
streets with increasing visibility know better 
-- they have a real 'shock treatment' in store 
if they get the chance. Revolutionaries know 
better too: reformist business as usual is a 
recipe for working-class demoralisation and de
feat, espeCially in Britain 1980-81. 

Even in Leyland, which has witnessed defeat 
after defeat, opposition to the latest wage 
sellout ran deep. Edwardes was not prepared for 
the wave of resistance to his slave-labour plans 
last spring. And in late November, only days 
after the latest sellout, workers at Longbridge, 
home of the Uini ~1etro, exploded in rage after 

I onp. too many management attacks. 
But the way the IMG tried to win BL workers 

to strike action last month was by ~aying that 
closure threats were all hot air: 'BritiSh capi

"...tal ism needs BL ...• ~ Axing BL would be a blow at 
the strength and viability of the whole of Brit-

Thatcher's vision of Britain: poverty, unemployment. / 

ish capitalism" (Socialist Challenge, 13 Novem
ber). The HIG' s programme for· BL workers is to 
fight for work sharing on full pay. Commendable 
-- except it's no secret that Leyland has pre
cious little woDk to share. In fact the point 
is that the lwhole-o~ British capitalism' is 
'epi,t~·by. t-he'·"'1'·Hght ,of BL. What- ~'st~th--
and,via·bility'? -- ... -

What provides the bureaucracy's treacherous 
passivity in the face of Edwardes' vicious at~ 
tacks with a semblance of rationality is that , 
BL workers know that ~eyland could well be 'ex
pendable to the capit~list class. Even so, be
~ore the November pay sellout,-militant workers 
at Rover Solihull were talking abo/ut a 
'Custer's last stand' -- ~ith Edwardes playing 
the role of the ill-starred general. They under-' 
stood that it is far better to fight than roll 
over and die. And a fight at BL could succeed 
-- if it went betlOnd BL, wi th a conscious per
spective of sparking a broader struggle which 
enlisted the heavier battalions of the prole
tariat 'against 'the whole of ~ritish 
capi tal ism' . 

Lacking that revolutionary perspective the 
HIG, SWP et, al set·tle for the small change of 
isolated militancy and Labourite street rallies. 
That is why they all pounced en the seven-week
Ions occupation at Gardner's, "anche~ter (which 
was eventually settled when management withdrew 
a compulsory redundancy threat to 590 workers in 
favour of a scheme for vOluntary' redundancies). 
The euphoria over Gardneot;'s was exemplif'ied by 
the SWP's Paul'Foot: 

'It is diffjcult to think of a dispute in 
- postwar history upon which so much hangs -

or, for that matter, a dispute where the 
forceS" of brotherhood and democracy.are so 
clearly set against the forces of hierarchy 
and exploitation.' (Socialist ,"orker, 8 
November) 

Gardner's showed the use of a powerful tactic 
the plant occu:1ation. But even discounting an 
obvious proclivity for romantic !,>oetry, this is 
incredible. What about the miners in 1974; the 
steelmen' in 1980? 

Likewise the IHG and SWP practically get 
delirioUs over the prospect of the Labour mis
leaders taking the 'anti-Tory struggle' into the 
streets on 29 November. In successive issues of 
Socialist Challenge there was only the m~smer
ised repetition: '100,000 expected at Liverpool 
demo'. And Socialis't v1orkr=r (22 November) which 
generally tries to counterpose to Labourt'ts own 
brand of social democracy (iced with apolitical 
'militant' economism), could not contain its 
glee over Michael Fo.ot' s call for a' 'hurricane 
of protest against .this blackhearted government'. 

'That's exactly what w~ need', crowed the SWP. 
The bure9ucracy can tolerate a few Gardners, 

if only they do not spread. What it cannot toler
ate, what it dreads, is an upsurge which breaks 
Olilt of the s·trai t'jacket of simple economist trade \ 
unionism and poses a challenge to the bourgeois 
order. Yet in ~oday's Britain virtually any 
reasonable demand to defend or improv~ the living 
standards of the working class !,.:.ses an imposs
ible and threatening challenge to a capitalist 
economy wjth little to give. Even the steel
workers' simple demand for a wage increase which 
kept pace with inflation edged towards a test of -
str~ngth between the organised working class and 
the capitalist state which/would have rapidly 
escaped the grip of the'pro-capitalist bureau
cracy. Incapable of securing substantial wage in
creases to pacify the workers the bureaucracy has 
oniy one strategy -- Channelling all discontent 
into the promise of a better future under Labour. 
And for that it needs a Labour Party which at 
least appears like it can offer an alternative 
to Tory despair. So ~Uchael Foot won the 1 eader-
3hip, not Denis·Healey.~Foot made no bones about 
wh~ he intended to hobble down the streets of 
Liverpool: 

'I t~ink there is a very deep ferment 
growing.. When it will explode I do not know. 
But I want it to explode in a way which will 
make it possible to Iriaintain·pemoci'atic in
stitutions in this country, and that means 
that represent.ation outside thi!'l place [Par
liament] has got to have its representation 
here. People outside have got to have some 
fait!) in what happens here. ,- (Guardian, 13 
November) 

,. And the fake-revolutionary left does its 
share to keep the faith. Incapable of posing a 
po'li tical challenge to the stranglehold of the 
reformist bureaucracy, the fake left instead 
accommodates itself to the small-chang'e 
struggles acceptable to the bureaucrats and 
falls in step behind the 'anti-Tory ani ted 
front', offering a ready base of support to 
every 'left' reformist who comes along to re
kindle the workers' illusions worn thin by be
trayal. It .is not a question of subjective will, 
but of programme. The only counterposition to 
reformism within the workers movement is com
munism _ .... Trotskyism -- and t.here is only one 
Trotskyist programme, the programme of the 
Spartacist League. 

Thus, . it was not only the HIG, SWP and 
.. .-StllJ.d1'ri .. ~-. ~ :~~(f~: • t@Si1::'""1!Jlm:p:"I't.,.;r: ... · .. ...,U~-,~~ .. ;.,-__ ~-,,--.... ~ 

formist in the recent AUEW elections, but ev.en. 
the left-centrist Workers Power (WP). Terry, 
Duffy is certainly a reprehensible, notoriously 
right-wing traitor. But what did the Broad 
Left's Bob Wright offer ~hat advanced the work-
ing class even a step forward i~the struggle 
for a dictatorship of the proletariat? Nothing. 
The best that WP could say, of Wright that 'He 
does not stand on a positive programme of des- -
troying the elements 'of rank and file democracy 
that exist in the AUEW' (Workers Power, June 
1980). No, he simply stood on a 'positive pr~
gramme' of Js.eeping the working class tied to it·s 
bourgeOisie economically through protectionist 
chauvinism(and politically through Labourism. Is 
it any wonder then that despite WP's claim to be 
fighting in the unions for a programme.~or the 
'workers dictatorship' , its real programme for' 
the AUEW offers no alternative to the 'left' 
reformism of a Bob Wright: some more democ'racy, 
OPPOSition to a merger with the EETPU, national
isation of the engineering industry. 

The working class needs a communist leader
ship at its head, nothing less. In th~ struggle 
to win authority for the communist programme 
among the ":orkers, revolutionaries may at times 
extend critical support to·someone who claims to 
stand on key elements of that programme. But our 
task is not to advise th~ workers on the 'best' 
alternative for winning a few cruJ:lbs from the 
bourgeoisie's table, even when there are crumbs 
to be had. We seek rather to win them to the 
expropriation of the bourgeOisie by mobilising 

-them in a struggle for their own state power. 
A~ainst economic nat~.Qnalism, we counterpose 
proletarian internationalism exercised in de
fence of the Soviet workers state and in oppo
sition to imperialist troops in Ireland. Against 
reliance on police arid Parliament, we counter
pose the necessity for workers d~fence guards to 
defend strike pickets and crush fascist provo
cations. Against craftist, racist and sexis.t 
divisions within the working' class, we offer a 
fight for unity around a programme which meets 
the .needs of the entire working class. 

Britain has already had too many 'winters of 
discontent'. What it needs now is a winter of 
d.ecisive working-class victory which will-roll 
back the Tory austerity onslaught. And then it 
needs .. ,a revolutionary workers party which can 
take it/ all the way -- to the destruction of 
this system of despair and depression .• 

SPARTACIST BRITAIN 



Workers Power on , 

'anti-imperialism' 
Two years ago the Workers Power (WP) grouping 

~heered on the mUllah-led movement which re
placed the tyrannical monarchy of the shah with 
the reactionary theocracy Q:f Khomeini. Once in
stalled in state power the mullahs proceeded to 
carry out the reign of terror they had 'Openly 
pr9mised against women, ~ays, communists and 
oppressed nationalities. In the intervening 
period the left-centrist WP has been wont to 
point to the 'warnings' it muttered as it was 
urging the masses on behind Khomeini. But 
warnings come cheap; it is programme which is 
decisive. And in refusing to repudiate its sup
por,t to Khomeini against the shah, WP has now 
come to the defence of Khomeini's 'territorial 
integrity' against his n~ighbouring despot in 
Iraq. 

For ostensible Leninists to justify support 
to one reactionary regime against another in 
this epoch in the absence of qualitative dis
tinctions between the~ necessitates a consider
able distortion of the narxist attitude towards 
war. And WP 'has attempted a polemical defence of 
its line with the gamut of shoddy and decep
tive argument·s. An article in the November 
Workers Power by J~ark Hoskisson, essentially re
peated in a presentation by the author at a 7 
November public meeting in London, is devoted in' 
large measure to 'proving' the unremarkable, 
thesis that Leninists are not .,. paCifist. Thus 
Hoskisson noted Marx's support to German 
national consolidation in the Franco-Prussian 
war of 1870 -- in a period when the bourgeoisie 
was still capable of carrying out a hist'Orically 
progressive role. Then he quoted a letter from 
Lenin to Zinoviev in August 1916: 

'But in the imperialist epoch there may be 
also "just", "defensive", revolutionary wars 

~""'-(IHtlnely (I) national, (2) civil, (3) soct'al
'''',." _~.1)!,.·~t"~1WR.1.t~ .. ,l;';.~4ec£e4..~+_-Y,:vol 35-,. 

p 229} '. -

Indeed there are national wars by colonial 
and semi-colonial countries against imperialist 
powers and even, as ~n the case of ~omalia's • 

crackdown by Khomeini on the left. 
But beyond such rubbish, WP raises a further, 

fundamentally anti-Trotskyist argument, as pre
sented by Workers Power editor Dave Hughes, 
that the 'Iranian revolution' had 'dealt real 
blows to imperialism'. Iraq, on the other hand, 
is now on '~n objectively pro-imperialist course 
... designed to allow imperialism to re
establish its control in a crucial region' 
(Workers Power, November 1980; emphasis added). 
For Trptskyists the central tasks of t~e . 
bourgeois-dem'Ocratic revolution, including, in 
the words of the Transitional Programme, • 'nati'Onal independence, ie the. 'Overthrow of the 
imperialist yoke', ~an be achieved in a country 
~ike Iran only by breaking with capitalism 
through the conquest of power by the prolet
ariat, drawing the peas-antry behind it. For 
Workers Power the imperialist yoke in Iran has, 
presumably been ... bent a bit. 

Permanent revolution v 'anti-imperialist 
\ united front' 

WP'13 position and argumentati'On on the Irani 
Iraq war reflects an effective denial of t\le 
Trotskyist programme of permanent revolution -
a position on the national question which WP has 
maintained from its 
earliest origins. In 
common with a number 
of others, WP broke 
from the Cliffite In
ternational Socialists 
(IS) ,over its cringing 
capitulation to imperi
alis,:t 'anti-terrorist', 
hysteria after the de
fensible bomhing of the 

,'Aldershot" barracks" by' 
the IPA in 1972. But 
urllike those cadre who' 
were to find their way 
to the Trotskyism of 
the iRt, WP's alterna
ti~e to Cliffite ca
pitulation to imperi
alism was to seek a 

Stalin who sought to 'force' Chiang further 
'along .the road in an 'anti-imperialist revol
ution'. It was on the basis. of the Chinese ex
perience that Trotsky generalised ~is 
perspective of permanent revolution in the col
onial and semi-colonial countries, which he had 
developed for Russia following the 1905 Revol
Ution. In the epoch of imperialist decay the 
programme of the bourgeois revolution could only 
be carripd to a successful conclusion by a pro
letariat wlelding state power -- and 'in this 
task it w(Ju,d find the bourgeoisie not a bloc 
partner bUl an implacable foe. 

In its espousal of the 'anti-imperialist 
united front' WP rejects the'lessons of the 
bloody experience of the Chinese Revolution. The 
slogan of the 'anti-imperialist united front' 
was raised by the Fourth Congress of the Commu
nist,International (1922) in the 'Theses on the 
Eastern Question'. As applied to specific, 
time-limited agreements (Trotsky later gave as 
an example of this an agreement with the. Kuo
mintang Youth for a joint demonstration against 
imperialism) it was on the whole prinCipled and 
supportable. But the theses were suffiCiently 
ambiguous in places t6 be easily used by re
visionists. Thus it was under thi~ slogan that 
Stalin liquidated the Chinese CP with~urderous 
consequences into the K~IT in an eail y equivalent 
Qf the popular front in the colonial and semi
coloni"al w~rld. 'But call ing for a vote to the 
petty-bourgeois nationalist Provis~onal Sinn 
Fein, as WP does, is noj one whit qualitatively 
different from entering the KHT. 

In the wake of the, Chinese experience t~e 
slogan for an 'anti-imperialist united front' 
was not to be used again by Trotsky. The Bol
sheviks, he emphasised, unlike the Stalinist 
epigones, 'entirely reject[ed] the charlatan 
"anti-imperialist" blocs with the numerous 
petty-bourgeois "national" parties of czarist 
qussia' ('On the South African Theses', 
Plritings 1034-35, p 251). 

attempt to conquer the Somali-inhabited Ogaden 
from Ethiopia three years ago, supportable wars 
,of national corisolidation against qualitatively 
equivalent capitalist states. But Iran is fight
ing not for national consolidation, but tQ pre
serve an oppressive prisonhouse of nations. Nor 
is this a civil war, and WP certainly does not 
claim,Iran to be socialist. So Hoskisson re
sorted to pOinting out that lenin had under
scored the w'Ord 'suchlike' -- thus inventing a 
new type of war, the 'etcetera war'! WP's search 
for historical justification for supporting Iran 
against Iraq has more in common with a business
man's search for tax loopholes than a Marxist's 
attempt to understand history. 

more consistent accom
modation to petty
bourgeois nationalism 
and to embrace the 
'anti-imperialist 
united front'. If WP 
members sat down to 
some serious study of, 
say, Stalin's On the 

Fruits of' anti-imperialist united front': massacre of CommuQlst militants In Shanghai, 1927. 

After all the 'dialectical' footwork and his
torical irrelevancies, the Workers Power polemic 
gets to the real pOint: 

'To deny the progressive aspect of the masses 
struggle against such elements in this war, 
and to see only that they ~re defending 
Khomeini and his counter-revolutionary aims, 
must l'Ogically lead to denying that the 
Iranian revolution had any pr'Ogressive 
content. ' 

And that leads to 'those like the International 
Spartacist Tendency who never saw anything pro
gressive in the overthrow of the Shah [whose 
position on the war] it is at least consistent' . 
That's right! ,Unlike th,e rest of the left inter
nationally, the iSt was' consistent in denying 

\ that the mullahs were in any way more progress
ive than the butcher they replaced. 

Confronted with this choice, the 'consistency' 
that WP has chosen is to hark back ever morE' to 
the 'gains' of this still 'unfinished revol
ution'. For example? As one WPer enumerated them 
at the London meeting: Iranian leftists now have 
the freedom to offer themselves up as cannon 
fodder for Khomeini's 'holy war' against Iraq 
'as long as they take their red armbands 'off'; 

women can protest against Khomeini's imposition 
'Of the chador -- if they are prepared to face 
bloodthirsty Khomeiniite mobs; and the shoras 
'however Islamicised ... can discuss what's 
g'Oing on in their factories'. Within days of 
this acclaim of the Iranian left's freedom to 
organise, the bourgeois press report~d a massive 
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Opposition, they would find some disturbing par~ 
allels between their line and Stalin's attitude 
towards Chiang Kai-Rhek. 

Thus the recent polemic in Workers Power 
claims that, 'Like Chian Kai Shek rsic], who the 
left opposition and Fourth International t~re
lessly opposed, the 'Iranian regime can be 
forced, .because it was installed by an anti 
imperialist revolutio~ in which the masses 
played an overwhelming part, into a role they 
abhor.' In the first place, unlike Chiang, who 
waged a war against militarists who were open 
and direct ~gents of Britain and other imperi
alist powers, Khomeini's movement toppled·a 
despot who, though favoured by US imperialism, 
was by no means a puppet. 

~~oreover, despite WP's attempts to paint 
Khomeini as a Thermidorean betrayer of a bour
ge,ois-democratic revolution, Khomeini -- again 
unlike Chiang -- never even claimed to be for 
bourgeois democracy. He has betrayed nothing 
except the illusiQns fostered in him by his 
'left' apol08ists. Chiang, on the other hand, 
was a genuine bourgeois'nationalist who op
posed, for example, the binding of women's feet; 
his Kuomintang (K~IT) claimed commitment to a 
national-revolutionary programme and. the Chin
ese Revolution of 1925-27 was marked by signifi
cant proletarian and peasant uprisings. But WP's 
reference to Chiang is not only skewed in its 
attempts to compare him to the clerical
reactionary Khomeini; it also reflects an under
standing of the struggle against imper~a1is~ , 
closer to Stalin's than the Left Opposition'S. 

Indeed, it was not the Left Oppo'sition but 

For Stalin two-stage revolution was part an~ 
parcel of a reactionary, Thermidorean strategy 
for winning bourgeois allies rather- than 
spreading the revolution internationally. WP 
actually stands historically closer to the tran
sient current which sought to wed~e itself be
tween Trotskyism and Stalinism, represented 
outstandingly by Kamenev and Zinoviev. At bottom 
their common guiding princ~le was -- always go 
with the masses. And for ·all its leftward shifts 
on key programmatic positions, it is this cardi
nal rule of centrism, so faithfully followed by 
Workers Power, which separates it from Trotsky
ism and makes it see in the Spartacist tendency 
'classical sectarian values', as Hughes put it 
in the London public meeting. In every decisive 
test, WP draws back from the hard programme of 
Trotskyism in preference to confronting backward 
consciousness among the masses. 

When the Iranian masses are sw'ept along in a 
fervour of clerical reaction, WP would rather 
conjure u,p an 'anti-imperialist' movement than 
fight to uphold the banner of the proletariat. 
It recognises the danger of ca~italist resto
ration in Poland and warns against it, but hails 
even openly pro-Vatican leaders like Walesa 
whl1e the mass of the workers is behing him. It 
recognised the necessity of standing with the 
Soviet Union against the imperialist furore over 
AfgKanistan but went off on a futile search for 
a mass movement pitted both against the Red Army 
and. the imper:1'alist-backed mullahs rather than 
support the Red Army's just war against Islamic 
reactiOn. It stands apart from its centrist and 

continued on page 8 
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Hunger strikers ... 
(Continued from page 1) , 

Yet sundry British pseudo-revolutionary or
ganisations, notably the Socialist Workers Party 
(SWP) and International ~~arxist Group (n~G), are 
using the hun~er strike to collapse ever-deeper 
into single-issue 'humanitarian' politics aimed 
at cajoling a more liberal policy out of the 
imperialists. For Republican petty-bourgeois 
nationalists in Ireland, ~he use of classless 
'Jluman rights; rhetoric is natural -- their prs>
gramme is openly for a united capitalist Ire
land. But the British left's riehtward motion on 
Ireland has a different impetus. They have noted 
a small but growing section of houreeois opinion 
which views continuing support for, the sectarian 
Northern statelet as an unacceptably expensive 
and politically embarrassing burden for failing 
fifth-rate British capitalism. And, being invet
erate opportunists, the SWP, IMG et al have 
rushed straight towards a popular-frontist al
liance with this burgeonin~ winE pf impe~ialism. 

Eighteen months ago, the SWP and p~r; endorsed 
a Young Liberal-initiated Committee for With
drawal from Ireland (CWI) gemonstration whose 
social-patriotic rhetoric called merely for a 
vague 'commitment to withdrawal' by Britain 
sometime in the indefinite future. Now, arguing 
that supp~rt for the hunger strikers should be 
based on the single demand 'Don't let Irish 
prisoners die', they have embraced such 'exemp
lary actions' as a 48-hour fast outside Downing 
Street bY,Lord Gifford and pacifist Pat Arrow
smith. An SWP/IMG-championed Ad Hoc Huneer 
Strike Committee has accepted as its basis for 
unity a letter by 'left' Labour ~P Ernie Roberts 
appealing for the Tory government to 'compromise' 
in order to avert further violence in Northern 
Ireland. 

For real revolutionaries, the qepublican 
hunger strike is not an occasion for moralist 
protest in alliance with a war-weary wing of 
murderous British imperialism, or for pleas for 
'compromise' to the Iron Lady. ,In the same way 
that popular-frontist alliances like the Anti 
Nazi League and Campaign for Nuclear Disarmament 

• cannot stop faSCism or imperialist war, so cam
paigns on Ireland like the CWI and the SWP's 
'Charter 80' movement are worse than useless. 
The only way to defeat the imnerialists' plans 
is through a strategy of proletarian class 
struggle against the bourgeoisie. 

Centrists in retreat 

On a 15 November CWI demonstration throuv,h 
London. while all and sundry fake revol~tion
aries were tailing liberal imperialism and 
nationalism, the Sp,artacist League (SL) contin
gent provided an anti-imperialist, proletarian 
revolutionary pole. Our banner read 'Smash 
Britain's torture camps, troops out now', and 
our slogans drew the class line for both Britain 
and Ireland: 'Freedom for the hunger strikers!', 
'Trade unions, take a stand -- black military 
goods to Ireland!' and 'Troops out now! Not 
Green against Orange but class against class, 
for a workers republic in Ireland'. Such slogans 
were anathema not onAy to the IHG/SWP cabal but 
even to the most 'left-' of the pseudo-
revolut ionaries, the Workers Rower (",'P) group, 
who refused to support our cal'ls for blacking 
and an Irish workers republic. 

,Since that demonstration events in Sheffield 
have further underlined the pernicious role of 
the new popular-front style alljances over 
Ireland, and the bending of even the most left
wing centrists like WP towards them. A meeting 
of left organisatiqns to plan lOCal action 
around the hunger strike was held on 18 November, 
and two counterposed proposals were put forw~rd 
for action. One, presented by Workers Power and 
supported at the time by the SWP and IBG, was 
for a demonstration organised on the basis of 
'Solidarity with the hunger strikers' and 'Pol
itical status now'. In order to adopt this pro
posal, the'~arious g~oups had t~ unite aqainst 
a Spartacist proposal for a united-front demon
stration around the demands 'Free the victims of 
imperialist repression in Northern Ireland' and 
'British troops out of Ireland now'. To a ,~ 
representative's prattle that the SL's proposal 
must be opposed because 'we don't want to place' 
conditions on people supporting the hunger 
strikers', an SL,spokesman replied that the 
pOint was to organise an action that took the 
basic questions head on: What right have ~he 
British to be in Ireland, and why should fight
ers against imperialist repression be left to 
rot in Britain's torture camps? 

In a characteristic attempt to cover their 
le'ft flank, Sheffield Workers- Power has issued a 
fiery leaflet which castigates other groups for 
'headlong retreat on the major poljtical ques-
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t ions raised in carrying out' sol idari ty work' 
and denounces the 'Charter 80' campaign for 'op
portuList short-cutting techniques' and'using 
'the method of the lowest common denominator'. 
\I'P puffs itself up ,to pronounce that 'the issues 
must be confronted, in an unflinching, consist
ent and principled fashion'. 

Sounds fine. But the only 'difference' WP has 
been able to concoct with the lUG, SVIP et al 
over the hunger strike is that while they stand 
for political status, the ,other groups only sup
port the five demands of the prisoners. Some 
difference! In fact, Workers Power employs the 
same 'opportunist short-cutting technique' as 
the rest, decrying demands for 'troops out now' 
and freedom for the prisoners as too advanced, 
as they succumb ~o the same popular-frontist 
conciliation over Ireland that is currently in
fecting the entire British fake left. Like the 
IMG, SWP et aI, Workers Power also flinches. Two 
years ago, these organisations were on the fag 
.end of t'heir Republican-tailing enthusiasm of 
the 1970s and would have screamed with rage at 
abandoning 'troops out now' as a central mobil
ising slogan. But no more. Indeed, at a recent 
'Charter 80' rally in Sheffield, the Spartacist 
League was the onlll organisation to call for tm
mediate troop withdrawal! 

For an Irish work'ers republic! 
The H Block hunger strike has captured pol-, 

itical sympathy among the Catholic population in 
both the North and South of Ireland to an extent 
not seen in years. Twenty-five thousand marched 
in support of the strikers in Belfast, twenty 
thousand in Dublin and thousands more in smaller 
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Socialist Worker (18 
September 1969) 
supported troops 
to Ireland. SWP 
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towns and cities. Belfast dockers and workers 
throughout Derry have staged political strikes 
in solidarity. 

But the politics of Republicanism offer no 
way forwaro for the oppressed Catholic masses of 
the Six Countips. The ,Republican-movement's per
spective is reunification with the southern Re
puolic -- with its rampant ~lericalism, its own 
Long Kesh at Portaloise and'~ts own draconian 
'anti-terrorist' legislation. Even as the H 
Block prisoners battle on in the North, the Dub
lin government is today preparing the gallows 
for the execution of three Republican militants 
convicted of murdering a policeman. ~~oreover, 

the Provisional I~A and other Republican 
nationalist groups are also guilty of sectarian 
atrocities against the Protestant workinp, people 
of the North. While revolutionaries shed no 
tears for British imperialist or Orange state' 
representatives killed by the nationalists, we 
adamantly oppose indiscriminate terror like the 
Ifl78 La ~~on fire bombing which killed 12 inno
cent P~otestants, and call for anti-imperialist, 
anti-sectarian workers militias to combat 
bo~h Orange and Green terror. 

Today Northern Ireland teeters ~ the brink 
of anOther major escalation in imperialist and 
sectarian violence. Loyalist paramilitary groups 
have launched a murderous sectarian offensive, 

,with,the .ctive complicity of British and,North
ern Irel.nd state forces. The Ulster Defence 
Association openly threatens to 'take the Ulster 
people to the brink of civil war' (Times, 21 
November). A particular tareet for the Orange 
reactionaries has been H Block defence campaign
ers, like Ronnie Bunting and Noel Little who 
were brutally assassinated in a raid on 
Punting's home on 15 October. Bunting and Little 

were special targets for the Orange supremaCist!' 
and their imperialist backers, for both were 
Protestants who broke from their Loyalist heri
ta~e to join the Republican movement. Indeed 
Ronnie Bunting's father was none other than 
Major Ronald Bunting, Ian Paisley's '~ommander 
in the field'. 

Imperialist terror and Orange supremacy must 
be smashed ~-::::but through a fight for prolet
arian revolution, not Green nationalism. What is 
ne~ded is a revolutionary proletarian party that 
can cut through the sectarian divisions in the 
working class and end the cycle of repression 
and terror by showing the way,to workin~-class 
political power. Smash the torture camps! 
British troops out now! For an Irish workers 
republic in a socialist federation of the 
British Isles!. 

CND'debates' warlord 
Birmingham University student union 

witnessed an obscene s'Jectacle on 27 November 
when spokesmen for the Campaign for Nuclear 
Disarmament (CND) engaged in a polite debate 
on nuclear disarmament with leading Tory 
government and military spokesmen. The mili
tary was represented by Lord Hill-Norton, 
currently Admiral of the Fleet, until last 
year Chairman of NATO's Hilitary Council and 
top-level strategist for imperialism's war 
plans against the Soviet Union -- a war
mongering butcher who should never have been 
allowed near a student union building in the 
first place. But among the several hundred 
gathered for the event only the Spartacist 
SOCiety objected to the spectacl~ of 'dia
logue' with this architect of imperialist 
war, whose military career was built over 
the bodies of 1'alaysian anti-colonial 
insurgents. 

When one Spartacist spokesman rose to 
protest the presence of Hill-Norton she 
received a lesson in pacifism from the 
student union's thugs, who dragged her 
viciously from the floor. The attadkers 
then set upon another Spartacist comrade who 
joined the protest, while sundry pacifists 

• 'and 'support,ers of the Communist Party and 
International ~~arxist Group remained happily 
silent in their seats, presumably waiting to 
try> and ."j;>er$>uade Hill·Nort011l1rrd"':'1t:I:'S""~·'" ,
debater, Tory Under Secretary of State for 
the RAF Geoffrey Pattie, that unilateral 
nuclear disarmament is the way to 'save 
Bri tain' . 

The whole disgraceful event illustrated 
the unity of the no-nuke social patriots and 
the British'ruling class. Bruce Page, editor 
of the New Statesman, speaking for the 'uni
lateralist' proposition, made it explicit: 
'we face a difficult intellectual task ... to 
separate legitimat~ national defence from the 
insanity of nuclear warfare.' The BritisH 
bourgeoisie didn't need A,~ombs when it 
roasted vast numbers of ~ermans in the fire
bombing of Hamburg. Neither do they need 
nuclear weapons to kill and maim Pepubiican 
militants in Northern Ireland, as Stan Orme, 
former Labqur Cabinet spokesman on Ireland 
and another scheduled pro-unilateralist 
speaker could have testified. In opposition 
to patriots and chauvinists of .11 stripes, we 
counterpose our proletarian-revoluti,onary path 
to peace: unconditional military defence of 
the Soviet Union from imperialist attack and 
class war to disarm the bourgeOisie and sweep 
ailr-Norton and his ilk off the face of the 
earth. 
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Ireland, Afghanistan, anti-Soviet war drive 

_Why we are jo· • 

SWP: 'left' cover for 
imperialist anti-Sovietism 

Dear Comrades, 

jOined the Socialist Workers Party in Jan
uary 1979, thinking it to be a genuine revo1-
ution~ry organisation. Being still at school at 
the time, I became mainly involved in the SWP 
youth group, Pebel. Rebel had a very unstable 
existence, to say the least, since its method of 
recruiting youth was not on the basis of poli
tics, but by patronising them and offering them 
'excitement' in a 'revolutionary' youth group. 
Rebel recruited radicalised, mainly unemployed, 
youth and offered them nothing politically. It 
was simply the SWP's attempt to cobble together 
a youth group out of the glossy, superficially 
attractive, popular-frontist politics of the 
Anti Nazi League, rather than fighting for the 
revolutionary programme of communism among work
ing class youth. Thus the SWP still hasn't got a 
stable youth group, because its trendy, patron
ising substitute for politics, which derive from 
the S1I'P's own bad politics, repel serious minded 
would-be revolutionary youth. 

When someone joins the' SWP, they are often 
recruited out of some campaign or other and are 
not told about the SWP's politics on Russia etc, 
but that 'you'll learn that later' or 'it 
doesn't matter much anyway'. This seemed to work 
well enough for the S'~ in the period when I 
jOined, since such arguments were regarded as 
abstractly theoretical, 'sectarian' and not im
portant. Especially since Afghanistan, however, 
the leaders of the capitalist world have em
barked on a frenzied cold-war drive against the 
Soviet Union. The SWP's line about 'Russian 
Imperialism' and 'national liberation for 
Afghanistan' only adds a 'left' cover to imperi
alist propaganda. Every SWP member should ask 

cp: rejects the traditions 
of Bolshevism 

Dear Comrades, 
I am writing this letter to give my reasons 

for joining the Sp~rtacist League. The economic 
decline of Wales and the apathetic misery which 
this produced in the sections of the workin~ 
class with which I came into contact convinced 
me as a teenager of the need for a drastic 
change in society. Originally emotionally at
tached to nationalism, on questioning several 
Plaid Cymru members I was told that their party 
could embrace people of all political opinions 
around the banner of an independent Wales. Ap
parently the question of what kind of indepen
dent Wales we should have did not come on to the 
agenda. I decided that this lack of programme 
provided no acceptable solution to our problems, 
and was lat~r repelled when various Plaid Cymru 
sympathisers displayed an attitude towards the 
English (of all classes) which can only be com
pared with racist bigotry. 

On being introduced to Marxism by older pu
pils at school, I found it an objective ex
pression of my subjective feelings. Although I 
had read Trotsky and recognised the shortcomings 
of the deformed workers states, I saw that 
nothjng could be achieved without the leadership 
and organisation of a revolutionary party, and 
therefore joined the Communist Party in April 
1979 under the mistaken impression that it still 
acted in the historic tradition of the Bolshe
viks. I was soon told, however, that this was 
out of the question because 'the working class 
would laugh at you if you told them they have to 
have a revolution'. When I suggested that cre
ation of a revolutionary class consciousness was 
the CP's task, this was rejected as due to a 
youthful enthusiasm which I would soon grow out 
of. 

It soon became clear that the CP has no in
tention of doing more than tail the 'left wing' 
of the Labour Party, seeing Tony Benn as a 
messiah who. will relieve the proletariat of the 
necessity to take action on its own behalf. CP 
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themselves -- do they rea11y wish to side with 
the reactionary, feudalist, CIA-backed Afghan 
rebels against the world's first workers state, 
created by the OctOber revolution and never 
overthrown? The Soviet Union is not a workers 
democracy; political power is monopolised by a 
parasitiC caste which must be overthrown by pol
itical revolution. But the socialised property 
relations created by the Oct6ber revolution 
still exist, and are a historic gain of the 
workers which must be defended. 

I came to agree with this point of view over 
a period of time, and began to realise the im
portance of the Pussian question through talking 
to people from various organisations, but once I 
came round to this point of view, I realised 
that the only group that was serious about this 
was the Spartacist League. I thought about the 
IMG, but the fact that they want to fuse with 
the SWP, burying the Russian question, shows 
that they're not serious about it. 

In my last few months in the SWP, I became 
involved in Irish work, being delegated to 
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members either accepted that modification of the 
capitalist system is all that is necessary or 
believed that Dn the election of a 'progressive' 
government the present ruling class would qUiet
ly sit back whilst being stripped of political 
and economic power. Thjs shows a touching but 
ridiculous faith in the class enemy's selfless
ness. The CP also echoed the Labour Party's 
call for import controls as a means of exporting 
unemployment. Presumabl1 the international pro
letariat is extinct outside the UK. 

By work with the CP was restricted to short
term and essentially parochial projects, re
flecting their stand of operating within the 
present system -- a campaign against )ocal 
government cuts in library and nursery school 
services -- failing to overcome each interest 
group's desire not to fight the cuts but to en
su~e that they fell on somebody else, so that 
local officials were able to defeat our action 
by playing off one section of the resistance 
against another. Even this experience failed to 
convince the CP of the futility of its reform-

ist policies: 
As economic decay brought increasing support 

for the fascist British Hovement in Shotton, the 
CP at least realised that to call for a state 
ban of fascist groups could only backfire 
against the left wing, but in place of this they 
could only call for the formation of an Anti 
Nazi League branch in the area to arouse 'public 
opinion' against the BM. When the ANL collapsed, 
instead of offering a real revolutionary 
alternative to fascism or liberal reformism, lo
cal CP activists exposed their bankruptcy by 

the SL 
Troops Ou: Movement meetings as an SWP rep
resentative, and getting involved in TOH ac
tivities. (I became Birmingham TOIl treasurer.) 
Not knowing much about Irish politics, and 
havin~ illusions in Republicanism, I took a lot 
of persuading of the correctness of the SL's 
position. I'ost groups on the left are absolutely 
scared stiff of having a position counterposed 
to that of the petty-bourgeois nationalists, and 
refuse to expound a programme' for proletarian 
revolution in Ireland. At the same time, they 
capitulate to the worst imperialist hysteria 
over 'terrorism' against symbols or representa
tives of imperialism, for instance the killing 
of Airey Neave. The Republican nationalists have 
a bourgeois programme for Ireland, and Irish 
communists will have to fight against them, 
while at the same time fighting the national op
pression of the ~rish Catholics and the British 
imperialist presence. This means opposition to 
both nationalist programmes, Orange and Green, 
and the creation of an anti-sectarian, anti
imperialist workers militia and a revolutionary 
party to achieve class unity for the struggle 
against capitalism. 

The SWP, 1"G etc are now trying to build a 
broad-based movement around 'Britain in Ire
land', involving a defeatist wing of the bour
geOisie, ie the Young Liberals. Bourgeois 
drfeatism is no answer to the Irish question, 
and blocs with such people on the basis of de
mands which absolutely do not contradict capi
talism are no way forward for the Irish or 
British workers. The only road forward is the 
independent working class politics of the SL: 
Troops out now -- For an Irish workers republic 
in a socialist federation of the British Isles! 

I discussed with comrades from the SL over a 
period of time and came to realise that the SL 
is the only organisation that fights for 
independent proletarian politics. 

Ian D 

suggesting that the party could be built by or
ganising discos and social events in order to 
~jve it a trendy image! 

During the recent steel strike the CP was im
potent. The area secretary could do little more 
than report that 'the Trotskyists' were outsidA 
Shotton steel works day after day talking to 
strikers, whilst the local CP was unable to do 
more than set up an occasional ,'Iorning Star 
sale. They rejected the call for a general 
strike as 'ultra-leftism', claiming that workers 
would not respond, but did not realise that this 
was largely due to their own failure to provide 
leaderShip. 

This was quite to be expected in view of the 
fact that many branch members showed a degree of 
dedication which allowed them to attend party 
socials but not branch meetings or sessions of 
work. It was obvious that for them politics was 
nothing more than a pleasant hobby. The branch 
chairman even refused on one occasion to report 
on a weekend union meeting on the grounds that 
weekends were a sacred break from work! 

I asked several members their opinions on 
Trotsky's political views and the campaign con
ducted against him by official Communist par
ties, but received only embarrassed attempts to 
change the subject. One person I spoke to !e
plied that there had been regrettable incidents 
during Stalin's career but the nature of the 
Soviet Union had changed since then and it was 
no longer necessary to criticise it. 

Final disillusionment with the CP came when 
the Red Army moved into Afghanistan. For me the 
most important question was defence of the 
Soviet Union against reactionaries of the 
Carter-Thatcher ilk, yet the CP could only reply 
with a list of Anglo-American imperialist in
vasions. On an issue as important as this one it 
was limited to a schoolchild's 'it takes one to 
know one' taunt. Despite their obvious failings 
the party in North Wales at least. showed a 
healthy response to this issue. Of three 
branches covered by the area committee only one 
member spoke up in favour of the official line, 
but a resolution sent in by Rhyl and District 

continued on page 8 
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The us presidential election contest between Re
pUblican Ronald Reagan and Democrat JimmlJ Carter 
resulted in a decisive Reagan victorlJ. The fol
lowing is abridqed from the post-election 
article in Work~rs Vanguard ho 268 (14 November), 
rortnightllJ paper of the Spartacist Leaque/US. 

Ronald Reagan is in the saddle. The Democrats 
have been stampeded. The Republican challenger 
ended the '~reat debate' by urF,ing voters, if 
they felt they were better off in the last four 
years, to vote for Jimmy Carter. Otherwise, he 
said, they should vote for him. And that is more 
or less what happened. But after massive renudi
ation of the incu~bent administration, American 
working people are nervous about what they got 
in its place. The decav and disaster of US,capi
talism accelerates. Racist terror is still on 
the rise. The anti-Soviet Cold War drive esca
lates. The morning after, things don't look a 
bit better. 

Across the country people are trying to fig
ure out what it means .. Frustration over the 'Iran 
hostage crisis? A 'conservative tide'? One 
racist, anti-labor warmonger beats another at 
the polls. Then, after this contest between two 
undeniably 'greater evils' -- probably the most 
negative campaign in US history -- it is hailed 
as the beginning of the 'Reagan Era', the 10nF,
prophesied thunder on the right. The questions 
are particularly urgent from those who know in 
their 'political bones that they are the targets 
in these elections: blacks, labor, the Soviet 
Union. If Reagan has a 'mandate', what is it a 
mandate for? 

There is no such thing as a negative 'man
date'. The vote was fundamentally against Carter 
and the liberal Democrats, against years of 
pounding inflation and massive layoffs. PHIl ions 
didn't bother to vote at all, continuing a mod
ern trend with the lowest turnout in 32 years. 
The Reagan 'landslide' was created with about 
one voter out of four eligible. In this regard 
the so-called 'exit "pol.ls' are instructive. Ac
cording to a New York Times/CBS News poll, 'Two
thirds of the voters yesterday cited economic 
proble~s such as unemployment', taxes and infll~
tion as a key reason for their vote' (New York 
Times, 5 November). 

This cannot be dismissed merely as a protest 
vote against Carter. Unlike Nixon's 1972 land
slide victory over McGovern, this time the Demo
crats were beaten as a party, losing control of 
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the Senate for the first time in decades. The 
bankruptcy of New Deal liberalism made easy 
targets of HcGovern, Church, Bayh and the others 
on the hit list of the multi-millipn-dollar com
puter boys of the 'New Right' and the electronic 
evangelists of the 'Moral Majority'. Elections 
1~80 reflected a rightward shift that has been 
building since the end of the Vietnam War. 

But the rightward shift to Reagan was pre
pared by Democratic Party Cold War liberals and 
by Jimmy Carter himself. At the time of the Re
publican convention last summer we did not de
lete the expletive when we expressed the'feel
ings of millions with the headline: 'Reagan,. 
Carter? Oh Shit!' As we said at the time: 

'Carter's "human rights" camp~ign" brain
trusted by the sinister Brzezinski, sought to 
bury the "Vietnam syndrome", push public 
opinion toward a new Cold War and mobilize 
militarily against the Soviet Union. In this 
way Carter/Brzezinski made right-wing Repub
licanism respectable and gave it its present 
battle cries.' (Workers Vanguard no 261, 25 
July) 

Carter and the Democrats whipped up an atmos
phere ot anti~Soviet fanaticism, then acted 
shocked when an anti-Sovietfanaticgoteles:ted. 
Reagan has good cause to speak of a 'bipartisan' 
foreign policy because the war consensus runs 
deep in both bOurgeois parties. 

And there is bipartisan agreement on the 
austerity demanded by stagnating US capitalism. 
Once again the Democratic liberals led the aus
terity drive, targeting particularly blacks and 
the poor. Cuts in social services and an anti
labor offensive had been the order of the day 
for Carter. Similarly, the 'Moral Majority' as
sault on women's rights and integrat~on was 
pushed hard by 'born again' Jimmy and his 'eth
nic purity' politics. When Ronald Reagan says 
openly that he opposes 'busing, he merely seems 
to be more honest than the Democrats who talked 
about integration but offered up even the token 
gains of the 1960s civil rights movement to' the 
anti-busing racists in the streets. 

Most importantly, Reagan's vote included a 
large ~ortion of working-class ballots. Many 
trade unionists voted for a certified symbol of 
anti-l~bor reaction, the preferred candidate of 
the KKK, a well-known ideological nuclear hip
shooter. The Repubiicans claimed a new constitu
ency for conservative social issues like anti
abortion and classroom prayer among industrial 
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workers (the workers 
Reagan's analysts snidely 
call the BCECs -- blue
collar ethnic ~atholics). 
But if the Republicans 
fourid some tolerance in the 
working class f6r t~eir 
right-wing ideology, it is 
a passive tolerance. Many 
workers ·found unemployment 
and inflation so devastat
ingthey cast about for any 
alternative to Carter. Some 
identified American 'weak
ness~ with their lower 
standard Of living. nost 
are just fed up with. the 
failure of liberalism. But 
when Reagan tries to act on 
his 'macho mandate', he 
will fin~ that even many of 
the workers who voted for 
him are by no means part of 
his conservatjve, anti
labor camp. 

,: . ..: 
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Protest against Carter's anti-Soviet draft registration. Contrary to what US 
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sChOO~children are carefully taught in civics 
classes, the essence of politics is not found 
at the polls but in the class struggle. When 
there is little effective qppositio~ in the 
factories and in the streets, it is not surpris
ing that the backlash against the liberals works 
to the·benefit of the political right. 

Ironically it is the labor bureaucracy -
which bears the responsibility for the relative 
quiescence of the unions -- which cannot now 
hustle up the vote from the rank and file for 
the Democratic Party 'friends of labor'. Perhaps 
the most important fact of this election is that 
it confirms that the Democrats' New Deal co
alition is in a complete shambles. Only black 
voters could be persuaded to vote as a bloc for 

the 'lesser evil' against the choice of the KKK. 
As for the new Jewish Republican Zionists, they 
are likely to be in for a surprise from the 
party of John Connally and the 'sun belt' oil 
interests. 

Life after. Reagan 

Will the Reagan government simply be a repeat 
of the abysmal Carter years? No. The crisis of 
the US economy will continue to deepen. Life 
under the dogmatic reactionary Reagan will be 
worse. More ideological .. P~ore Hobbesian. Closer 
to the natural state of capitalist decay -
poorer, shorter, nastier and more brutish. We 
now face a government with Reagan as the Chair
man of the board and patriotiC schmaltz salesman 
for TV-side chats .. Former NATO commander Alexan
der Haig gets to stroke the nuclear trigger 
again and some of the old Nixonomics boys are 
back, with a few fringy 'supply side' cranks for 
window ·dressing. Workers at US Steel's Gary 
Works looked at the roster of Reagan's 'transi
tion team' and easily picked out the 'Secretary 
of Higher Prices' and 'Secretary of No TRA' 
[Trade Readjustment Act layoff compensation] and 
so forth. 

All the Reagan talk about unleashing the 
great American capitalist productive machine is 
nonsense. What has shackled this 'great machine' 
from the pOint of v,iew of these reaction'ary 
ideologues? Welfare? Laze-about bureaucrats in 
Washington? All of the federal government's non
military expenditures don't add up to even 55 
per cent of the war budget. Even if they try t~ 
fiddle around with the economy, there is not a 
whole lot anybody in the White House or Congress 
can do. Bill Buckley and Paul Laxalt may not be
lieve it, but the US hasn't fallen victim to 
welfare-state 'creeping socialism'. The US is 
not England, where Tory prime minister Hargaret 
Thatcher can at least ,try to cut away at tlJ.e 
nationalized industries propped up by Labour. 
Nor is it Chile, where the political costs of a 
brutai austerity program can be borne by a mili
tary junta that doesn't have to worry about the 
next election. 

Wall Street prices soared when Reagan won, 
but more signifYcant was the fact that interest 
rates were being raised at the same time in the 
anticipation of more, not less, inflation. 
Al though 60 ,per cent of the electorate who said 
they regarded inflation as the number 1 econom
ic problem voted for Reagan, one thing that's 
certain about Reagan's stated economic programs 
is that they are inflationary. In fact, if he 
gets both his maximum military spending pro
posals and his maximum tax cuts through Congress 
(though this is highly doubtful), we could end 
up'with a 30 per cent annual rate of 'inflation 
within his first year in ~ffice. No competent 
bourgeois economist or financier takes serious
ly the harebrained 'supply side' notion that a 
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cut in the tax rate will produce an equivalent 
increase in revenue by'stimulating greater work 
effort. The latest'Bu9iness Week (17 November) 
spoke for the capitalist class when it warned 
that a 30 per cent tax cut in three years (the' 
Kemp-Roth bill) 'wQuld be violently inflationary 
unless tax cuts are matched by dollar-for-dollar 
spending cuts'. And given Reagan's commitment to 
military superiority' over the Russians uber 
alles; that is out of the question. The ultimate 
'solution' to the bourgeoisie's economic dilemma 
is, of course, imperialist war. 

'When did the cold war ever end?' 

"., 

Which brings us to Reagan's (and Carter's) 
other main target, the Soviet Union. It is axio
matic that US presidential candidates, whether 
liberal or conservative, move toward the politi
cal center after being elected. But in bankin~ 
on this conventional wisdom it appears that 
Soviet leaders are pushing the astounding idea 
that Reagan's election was ... a victory for 
'detente'! According to a TASS dispatch: 

Murderous Ku Klux Klan thrives amid 'respectable' racism and anti-communism pushecf by' Reagan7Carter 

' ... the voters rejected the provocative 
stand [of the Carter administration] in re
spect to detente, demonstrating their under
standing of the irrefutable fact that not a 
single question can now be resolved along 
the lines of the arms race.' (quoted in 
Washington Post, 6 November) 

It's hardly the first time we have heard such 
dangerously wishful thinking from Hoscow. In 
1977 the Soviet press agency hailed the return 
of the Democrats to the White House as a big 
step toward 'the removal of all nuclear weapons 
from the earth'. So Jimmy Carter was the 'peace
loving statesman' -- but in the next four years 
he brought the world closer to nuclear holocaust 
than at any time since ,the Cuban missile crisis 
of 1962. And he paved the way for Ronald Reagan. 

The Stalinist bureaucrats in the Kremlin suf
fer from chronic detente illusions -- the 
utopian-pacifistic misconception that they can 
work,out a live-and-let-live deal with imperi
alism, whose constant goal is to overthrow the 
revolutionary conquests of the degenerated/de
formed workers states of the Soviet bloc. But 
the idea of Ronald Reagan 'as a 'dove' takes the 
cake. This is Hr 'Peace-Through-Strength', who 
campaigned on a platform calling for US 'mili
tary superiority' over the Soviet Union and 
wa~ts to abolish the word 'detente' from the 
English'vocabulary. In an interview with the 
Wall Street Journal (3 June) Reagan ask~d rhe
torically, 'When did the cold war ever end?' For 

,such types it has been going on since nn 7, and 
they are preparing to heat it up. 

Evidently, the Russian leadership thinks tha~ 

San Francisco elections: 
7000 YoteSpartacist 

On the evening of election day, November 4, 
over 80 supporters of Diana Coleman's Spartacist 
campaign for San Francisco Board of Supervisors 
wound up the intensive eight-week race with a 
celebration party. Cheers rose each time cam
paign workers stationed at City Hall called in 
the mounting vote total. And with good reason. 
Running on a hard, clear, communist program, 
Diana Coleman received the support of 7183 SF 
voters! 

A post-election precinct-by-precinct review 
of the vote results revealed that the response 
to our communist calnp~\ign was neither random nor 
scattered. Even more ,than campaign supporters 
initially expected, votes for Coleman were most 
concentrated in several SF neighborhoods: the 
heavily black inner city areas (such as the 
lower Western Addition and Hayes Valley), the 
young and integrated Haight/Ashbury, the heavily 
gay Castro district and the predominantly Latino 
!tission district. While Coleman's citywide aver
age was 2.7 per cent of the vote, in her top 20 
precincts, she received 8.47 per cent of the 
vote. 

Growing out of last April's successful mass 
labor rally against the Nazis, Diana Coleman's 
socialist campaign drew wide' reco'gni tion among 
blacks, unionists and the left in San Francisco. 
And it was the message of ANCAN (the April 19 
Committee Against Nazis, initiated by the 
Spartacist League, which stopped the fascists 
from 'celebrating' Hitler's birthday in SF) 
which Coleman hammered home: not electoralism, 
but mass -labor/black mobilizations in the 
streets will be necessary to stop the fascists. 

Coleman's campaign took its socialist program 
directly to the working class, addressing union 
meetings, visiting work, locations and reviving 
the socialist tradition of street-corner soap
boxing. The receptivity to an openly 'red' can
didate was evidence of the difficulties which 
labor officialdom and black misleaders had in 
stumping for Jimmy Carter's Democrats. The 
union-busting rampage of Democratic mayor Diane 
Feinstein and the Board of Supervisors also cre
ated openings for our campaign. Coleman was the 
only one of 65 supervisorial candidates invited 
to address the SF local of the Communications 
Workers of America (CWA -- her home local when 
she was a phone worker and member of the union's 
class-struggle opposition, the Militant Action 
Caucus). 

Diana addressed the executive board of the 
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transit drivers union, TWU Local 250, ,leading to 
a discussion of the reasons behind the defeat of 
the 1976 city 'workers strike. The T~~ le~d~~
ship, which had talked about general strike ac
tion in 1976 before backing down, wanted to know 
Coleman's position on crossing picket lines. 
'Did you have any friends that worked behind ~he 
picket lines then?' 'No', she replied, 'people 
who cross picket lines ,aren't my friends'. Cole
man was also the only candidate invited to meet 
the membership of one of the local postal 
unions. When Democratic candidates showed up, 
they were pOintedly barred e~trance to the 
meeting. 

The real worker backbone of the campaign 
staff came from unionists of the ILWU [Inter
national Longshoremen's and Warehousemen's 
Union] and CWA. Hembers of the ILWU's Hilitant 
Caucus and CWA's Hilitant Action Caucus, both 
politically supported by the SL, mobilized fel
low union members to support and work for Cole
man. It was in these industries that the 
campaign probably had iis most direct impact on 
workers. On the one hand, militant unionists 
used Coleman's campaign to make concrete their 
program for the formation of a workers party. 
And Coleman pointed to the struggles of these 
militants to turn their unions to the path of 
class struggle as ke'y to forging a fighting 
labor movement. 

Coleman's repeated visits to the ILWU hiring 
halls and weekly 5.30 am trips to the longshore 
pay lines led one longshoreman to comment that 
he thought she was the union's official candi
date. When Longshore Local 10 executive board 
members Stan Gow and Howard Keylor, both 20-year 
veterans of the industry, accompanied C'oleman 
around the hall introducing her, one campaign 
worker noted, 'the guys would be on their feet 
to shake hands and talk as soon as they saw us 
coming'_ One worker at a downtown street corner 
on election day told campaign workers: 'Hy 
sister works for the phone company and our whole 
family voted for Coleman.' The response to the 
Coleman campaign indicates what could have been 
done on a much larger scale if even a couple of 
unions broke with the Democrats and rallied 
labor to run its own candidates, on a class
struggle program, against the capitalist 
parties. 

This campaigning began to show results long 
before the polls opened. A black woman taxi 
driver pulled up outside a supermarket in a pre
dominantly black neighborhood where Coleman was 

nonald Reagan may be another Richard Nixon, re
calling that it was under his Pepublican admin
istration that the first SALT a~reement was 
negotiated. Brezhnev & Co have also added up 
several of Reagan's positions: he was against 
the Soviet grain embargo, opposed Carter's boy
cott of the r'oscow Olympics, was not for the 
draft and backs Taiwan. Perhaps Hoscow was con
vinced by Brzezinski's arguments that Reagan was 
a 'phony hard' against the Soviet Union. But the 
P.epublicans criticized Carter's measures as 

, largely symbolic,', whereas they advocated 'the 
real thing' -- a genuine anti-Soviet war drive. 
No SALT II, and an empty ~SALT III' where any 
disarmament is 'linked' to'Soviet concessions, 
such as on Afghanistan. (But if, as the Republi
can ri~t-wingerS claim, Russia really is mili-

continued on page 11 

speaking, rolled down her window and yelled, 
'R.ight on, Diana, you've got my vote.' At City 
College, two black women secretaries approached 
the Coleman supporter distributing literature. 
One pulled a brochure out of her purse and 
pointing to the 'Stop the Nazis' sign, declared, 
'She's our candidate.' 

Had disgruntled San Francisco, voters simply 
wanted to record a protest vote against the 
incumbents, there were plenty of choices: 65 
candidates for 11 seats. Yet Coleman ran ah€ad 
of 24 other candidates. Or compare Coleman's 
vote to that of 'third party' candidates on the 
ballot. To Coleman's 7183 votes, the Peace and 
Freedom Party presidential candidates received 
939 votes in SF; Barry Commoner -- 5163; Liber
tarian Ed Clark -- 4080. But the most important 
point is that Coleman ran on a Bolshevik pro
gram. Her revolutionary policies were well pub
licIzed, not only by our own efforts, but in a 
hard hitting statement included in a Voter 
Informa'tion Pamphlet mailed to over 400,000 

registered SF voters. , 
Let us give our reformist opponents on the 

left their due. T;o of the three candidates of 
the 'Grass Roots Alliance' did better than Cole
man, with 10,700 and 8700 votes. But they did 
not run against the Democratic Party -- their 
only program was a non-binding ballot prop
osition t~ ask the board of supervisors to con
sider increaSing the rate of corporate taxation 
by an unspecified amount. On the other hand, SWP 
[US Socialist Workers Party] candidate Louise 
Goodman, in her 100-word statement for the Voter 
Information Pamphlet, did not identify ,herself 
as 'a socialist, never mentioned the SWP and only 
proclaimed as her maximum program a labor party 
and 'public ownership' of the energy industry. 
With this social-democratic program, Goodman got 
6500 votes. Out of 126 precincts where either 
Coleman or Goodman got more than 15 votes, Cole-
man scored higher in 102 precincts. . 

Diana Coleman ran in this election to make 
effective communist propaganda and to bring the 
program of class struggle against capitalism to 
SF ,workers and minorities. She ran against the 
electoralist illusions spread by the SWP and 
Communist Party, insisting that only a revol
utionary workers party, fighting on the picket 
lines, in the ghettos and barrios, can change 
this society by creating a workers government. 
We are proud that Spartacist supporter Coleman, 
received more than 7000 votes. Ano,ther equally 
important indicator of our success is the nearly 

20 non-members who actively worked on this cam
paign, many of whom have moved closer to jOining 
us as a result. We run in elections not to hold 
down a desk in City Hall, the state legislature 
or Congress, but to use this platform as a ve
hi'cle for the Trotskyist program and for build
ing the revolutionary party. By these standards, 
the. Coleman campaign was a very satisfying 
success. 

abridged from Workers Vanguar.d n!l)l:a6a-r!,14 November 1980 
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League· 
On 1 October our comrades of the Spartacist 

• 'League/Uni t'ed States played a prominent rol~ 
in a demonstration called by Irish Republican 
supporters in New York. Responding to the call 
for an all-Celtic rally to 'greet' Prince 
PhiliP, some 200 demonstrators turned out 

'carrying the Irish tricolour, Scots, Welsh 
and Cornish flags and chanting 'Down with the 
Crow'n, Philip go home!' and 'England out of 
Ireland now!' Back in England the editor of 
the Workers Socialist League's (WSL) Socialist 
Press (5 November) looked at the picture (if 
not the article) in ~lorkers Vanquard (no 21'1', 
17 October), reprinting it in a box entitled 
'Cranks' Corner'. Now Socialist Press is not 
in the habit of reportin~ the activities of 
our American comrades --' for example, the W~L 
won't be running an article entitled 'Cranky 
sectarians win 7000 votes in San Francisco'. 
So there must be something which particularly 
got the WSL's goat. 

.Sure enough, we seem to have trampled on 
their little-England moralist and Stalinopho~ 
bic sensibilities. First they take umbrage at 
the slogan for a 'Scottish workers republic 
as part of the USSR', screaming with horror 
that this is our 'unique full progr~m~ for 
Scottish workers'. And Socialist Pr0s,~on
tinues: 

, 
'But even this is outstripped by the 
Sparts' maximum demand for the Scottish 
proletariat: in pride of place; above the 
routine demands "Abolish the House of 
Lords" and "Abolish the ~'onarchy" came the 
most uniqu~ slogan to spring from the 

Workers Power ... 
(Continued from paqc 3) 

reformist ,competitors in refusing to enthuse 
over the supposed gains for the working class 
achieved at the Blackpool Labour Party confer
ence, only to turn around a month later to 
praise Tony Benn for being "right not to stand 
in this UDI election' and echo the Bennites in 
its main demands: 'Break PLP Control! Conference 
!lust Elect Leader' (Workers F'OW0T, November 
1880) . 

The Bolshevik road to the masses 

WhenWP 'challenges us, as the:; did at the 
London meeting, what do we have to say to the 
Iranian workers defending Abadan, we reply as 
Lenin did: The main enemy is at home! Turn the 
guns on the butchers of the Kurds and the ex
ecutioners of 'adulteresses' in your own 
country! ~Vhen Kamenev- aq~ued in April 1917 that 
the Bolsheviks had to stay w~th the masses or 
risk turning 'into a group of. Communist propa
gandists', Lenin replied: 

'Comrade Kamenev contraposes to a "party of 
the masses" a "group of propagandists". BUl 
the "masses" have now succumbed to the craze 
of "revolutionary" defencism. Is it not more 
becoming for internationalists at this mo
ment to show that they can resist "mass" in
toxication rather than to "wish to remain" 
wi th the masses, i. e., to suc'cumb to the gen
eral epidemic?' ('Letters on Tactics', 
Collected wor/<s vol 24, p 54') 

Formal adherence to the principles of 
Trotskyism means nothing if th'ey are not main
tained and fought for at the risk of momentary 
unpopularity. To the 'sectarian values' of Bol
shevism, WP counterposes 'tactics' and flexi
bility. With this methodology they will go 
nowhere. It ,was the intransigent Lenin, and not 
the conciliator Kamenev who won the masses to 
proletarian revolution. And, as Trotsky noted in 
Third International After Lenin: 
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',It was not flexibility that served (nor 
should it serve today) as the basic trait of 
Bolshevism bu~ rather granite hardness. It 
was precisely this quality, for which its en
emies and opponents reproached it, that Bol
shevism was always justly proud. Not blissful 
"optimism" but intransigence, vigilance, rev
olutionary distrust, and ~he struggle for 
every hand's breadth of independence -- t.l1esp 
are the essential traits of Bolshevism. '. 

Augean stable of Spart guru James P.obertson 
-:- "Abolish the Licensing Hours!'" 

What can we say? During the last century the 
trade unions and friendly societies sought to 
drag the newly industrialised slum prolet
ariat out of its degradation. But this pro-
c~ss also involved the adoption of artisan 
guild consciousness and Hethodist discipline. 
In short your benefit was cut if you were 
found in an al~ house. All this helps .to ex
plain why there has been so little opposition 
t~ 'the laws introduced to keep the munition 
wo.rkers toiling patriotically during World 
War I. 'Abolish the Licensing Hours' -- boy~ 

have the 'Sparts' gone over the top this 
.time! Sounds like a demand the unruly Scots 
might approve of! Haybe the WSL's dream of a 
socialist Britain looks something like 
Cadbury's Bournville but it is not ours. 

And what about the 'Scottish workers re
public as. part of the USSR'? Not so long ago 
the queen was telling parliament how 'we' 
were 'disquieted' by the threat of the break
up of her 'Realm of the United Kingdom'. We 
hope and argue that the workers of Scotland 
take their part in a un}ted class' struggle 
throughout the British Isles. But if they 
were to choose a course of separation or 
simply to find themselves in an isolated 
Scottish workers republic, they could do a lot 
worse than seek an alliance with the Soviet 
Union. The prospect of going it alone for 
Scotland would be bleak, and we are positively 
repulsed by the Scottish Nationalists' prom
ises to keep the monarchy and stay in NATO. We 
don't think that it is 'natural' that so many 
S~ots have bled for the glory of the British 
Empire. Scotland was once independent, and 
allied with others, 'like the French for many 
years. In John MacLean's day the idea of an 
alliance with the Soviet Union had a powerful 
appeal. There are revolutionary slogans which, 
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even if they might not be precise, are evoca
tive and can in their time elicit a powerful 
response (right now how about 'India: give 
Prince Charles a virginity test! '). We do not 
have a crystal ball, but only the small, lit
eral and simply present-day minded can deny 
that authentic revolutionary variants on what 
now seems most likely might come into being as 
a result of diffe~ent developments in the 
international class struggl~. 

We can only guess at the paroxysms of hor
ror we 'could have prOVOked from the Stalino
phobic WSL if we had presented the demands 
'Turn Holy Loch into a Soviet U Boat Pen' and 
'Revive the Scottish Regiments as part of a 
Red Army'. Why i.t could even mean' that while 
Alan Thornett is still chattering away about 
nursery meal cuts on the Oxford Trades Council 
that the revolutionary proletarian 'Tartan 
Army' is marching on Westminster. 

ANL: back in. business 
cops welcome 

••• 

Only a few months after Anti Nazi League 
(ANL) national secretary Paul Holborow smugly 
dismissed the fascist threat as 'deteriorated 
into schisms' (Time Out, 2 Hay), it would take 
a pretty ostrich-~ike social democrat to deny 
that' the menace of the brown plague has in
creased -- nationally and internationally. So 
now the ANL, by its own founders' admission 
'moribund', is to be born again, starting with 
an 'international anti-fascist rally' on 8 
December. But back in business to ~o what? 

The representative of French anti-fascists 
at the rally is to be ... a'cop! Henri Buch, 
secretary-general of one of the police 
'unions' will bring greetings from the French 
brothers of the murderers of Blair Peach. For 
the Spartacist League (SL), which has tire
lessly explained that the ANL has 'always been 
an organised betrayal of the fight against 
fascism' (SL leaflet, 24 September 1978), this 
comes as no great shock. ANLers who wince -
the leader~hips of the Socialist Workers Party 
and International P~aN!:ist Group are undoubt
edly quite happy about thei~ publicity coup -
must understand that this is not some minor 
'excess' but part and parcel of the popular
frontist strategy of the ANL, a political bloc 
in which the interests of the working class 
(ie smashing fascism) are subordinated to 
avoiding a clash with the Liberal lords, stars 
of stage and screen and the other worthies who 
dictate ANL policy. 

The 'magic' of the ANL's 1978 Carnival 1 
was fo~lowed b~ the march of fascists through 
LondOn the next day, unopposed for the first 
time since the war, because the ANL delib
erately hushed it up. Carlli val 2 led thousands 
away from Brick Lane where the National Front 
was marching to a park where 'The sun was out' 
and' All was ce,lebration' (Socialist Worker, 
24 September 1978), because a militant anti
fascist mobilisation would have meant 'disin
tegrating the ANL'. 

While Socialist Worker seeks to appeal to 
the 'natural anti-authoritarianism' of youth, 
the SL recognises that young people, who face 
the capitalist rubbish heap before they have 
even started, need real answers. 'Rock against 

Racism', 'Youth against Nazis' and 'Foot
baIlers against Nazis' are gimmicks which 
offer only transient and illusory gains for 
the fight against fascism. Apolitical recruit
ment leads to reports that, for example, 
'former supporters of School Kids Against the 
Nazis are now hanging around with NF skins' 
(Socialist Review, 14 July-6 September). 

Frustration with the ANL will arouse im
pulses towards a return to street confron
tations by groups of militants. But this will 
no~ drive ~he fascists off the streets. To 
replicate the victory at Cable Street in 193", 
and to carry it further, the working class 
must be politically mObilised. The companion 
cul-de-sacs of substitutionism and popular
frontist legalism and reliance on the state 
are both doomed to failure. It is gOing to 
take a long, hard fight within the mass organ
isations of the working class to mobilise 
workers to crush the fascist vermin and the 
rotting capitalist system which breeds them, 
but it i's the only way .• 

Why we joined ••• 
(Continued from page 5) 

branch to the Executive Committee protesting at 
this line received only an acknowledgement. Os
tensibly Trotskyist organisations were eager to 
join the anti-~oviet campaign, but one thing 
stood out -- the SL's s10gan 'Trotskyists stand 
with the USSR'. 

On arrival in London this September, I. care
fully examined the SL, together with several 
other organisations. The SL is the only one to 
display a true international Marxist-Leninist 
perspective~ reflected in our analysis of the 
situ~tions in Ireland and the Mid-East; this, 
together with our critical defence of the de
formed workers 'states, is what sets us apart as 
the only true Harxist-Leninist organisation to 
be found today. 

Tracey S 
(CPGB, Rhyl and District Branch 1879-80) 
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Matgamna's wedding, Thornett's funeral? 

WSL goi'no down 
Those who managed to keep awake through the 

15 November national conference of the Campaign 
for Democracy in the Labour ~.~ovement (CDUO, do
nothing trade-union front of the Workers Social
ist League (WSL) , would have noticed two things. 
It was the smallest CDLH ever -- the usual sop
orific tales of workaday life and empty exhor
tations to 'Bring down the Tories this winter' 
were presented to a half-empty hall -- and the 
exchanges of sweet nothings between the WSL and 
Sean Hatgamna's Workers Action (WA) group were 
shamelessly open. The two observations are not 
unrelated: the WSL's fling with the openly 

. Labourite WA is its latest, and possibly last, 
grasp for a new lease on life as it thrashes to 
find a way out of ever-deeper political decay. 

The W~L is in a mess. Its early pretensions 
to anti-Pabloite orthodoxy have been shattered 
in the course of two factional struggles which 
propelled many of the organisation's best cadres 
to the international Spartacist tendency (iSt) 
and left behind a rightward-moving rump. But the 
WSL's confused programme has never been its main 
attraction. For years Alan Thornett's 'base' in 
'The Factory' at BL Cowley was the bargaining 
counter ~ossed on the table in one failed ma
noeuvre after another. 

WSL running short of time 
Even in the 'golden days' Thornett's repu

tation was built on little more than trade-union 
militancy, not Trotskyist politics. Now even the 
myth lies' in ruins. Amid BL's death agony and 
periodic industrial struggles at other plants, 
Cowley has for years appeared as a relative 
haven of ,class peace. And when there was some 
action -- during the national enginee'ring 
strikes of 1979 -- Thornett scabbed, publicly 
ar~uing that his union position was not worth 
sacrificing for considerations so petty as re
specting a national strike call. 

In the absence of a real. base to sellout, 
treachery does not offer a very high reward. But 
it does breed demoralisation. Membership turn
over is high, members at Cowley have quit and 
senior cadres continue to vote with their feet. 
National Committee member Dave Whitfield, a key 
writer on Socialist Press, and Gill Blackwell, 
then editor of rloman Worker, are two recent 
cases. Fred Carmichael -- a founding member also 
on the National COlmittee -- had to be expelled 
for walking out of Cowley with a voluntary re
dundancy pay-off in violation of declared union 
1)0licy. 

The WSL's courtship of the Workers Party of 
Stephen/Johns and Royston Bull came to naught 
despite appeals to their common past in Gerry 
Healy's Workers Revolutionary Party. An open bid 
for unity with the left centrists of Workers 
Power never got off the ground. Its pursuit of 
the main fake-Trotskyist rotten-bloc 'inter
nationals' -- the 'United Secretariat' (USec), 
then the 'Parity Committee' of Moreno/Lambert -
got it nowhere. It finally had to settle for its 
own 'Trotskyist International Liaison Committee' 
(TILC) . 

The TILC is just as rotten but several orders 
of magnitude smaller. ~hile Socialist Press 
editor John Lister penned long polemics against 
the USec's airing of 'internal' differences, 
especially with its reformist US supporters, the 
WSL's own US 'co-~hinkers', the microscopic 
~ocia1ist League/Democratic Centralist (SL/DC) 
came out for the defence of Khomeini's Iran 
against the 'Iraqi invaders' in counterposition 
to the WSL's half-hearted defeatist line. That 
some WSL members first heard of this public line 
clash from the SL speaks volumes about TILC
style 'internationalism'. Aside from the desire 
to bask in Thornett's reflected -- if shabbily 
faded -- glory, what draws them together is 
hatred for the Trotskyist iSt. Thus the TILC's 
latest flirtation is with another US group let , 
the certifiably pro-scab and anti-Spartacist 
Revolutionary Workers Group based in the univer
si ty town of Ann Arbor, Michigan. And wh'ile the 
TILC is clearly devoid of any solid programmatic 
foundation, the WSL's capacity for holding it 
together even as a decorative international 
facade is declining as its own crisis deepens. 

So that brings us to Workers Action and its 
Labour entry creature, the Socialist Campaign 
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for a Labour Victory (SCLV). In recent months 
the WSL and WA/BeL" have held common platforms 
to vent their shared Labour-loyal anti-&ovietislll 
on the question of Poland, sponsored joipt mo
tions at a cuts conference or.ganised by 
Lambeth's 'left' Labour council and cooperated 
in the production of a trade-union bulletin for 
BL Longbridge. Two years ago Socialist Press (IR 
July 1978) denounced the SCL" as an 'ad-hoc 
grouping of debaters [which1 will act as little 
more than "left" recruiting sergeants for 
CfI:llaghan'. Now with the SCLV dOing the same job 
for Foot and.WA liquidated into it lock, stock 
and barrel, Alan Clinton announced at the CDLM 
conference the discovery that the SCLV's work is 
'exemplary'. SCLV spokesman Jim Denham returned 
the compliment, praising the CDLU's 'adequate, 
but not explicitly revolutionary, programme' the 
same way WA praised the programme of the SCLV 
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Labour Party at Blackp'ool (top), CDLM (above): not much 
to cJ'Joose between politically. 
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when it was founded. While WA backed the WSL's 
main CDLH resolution, WSLers voted for a WAf 
SCLV-sponsored motion epitomising its wretchedly 
cretinist 'intervention' into the Labour Party 
-- a formula for how many union bureaucrats, 
parliamentarians and constituency delegates to 
place in the 'electoral college' to select the 
Labour leader. It all conjures up the classic 
social-democratic 'division of labour' between 
the political and industrial wings: Matgamna 
could run the foots logging for Labour while 
Thornett runs the scabbing in the unions. But 
the action these days is in the Labour Party and 
while Thornett could never be accused of an ex
cess of intelligence, he does have enough animal 
cunning and sense of self~nreservation to re
alise that a manoeuvrer as slippery and experi
"mced as ~~atgamna could rapidly chew him up 
inside a fused organisation. 

So the WSL's traditional Oxford leadership 
has been playing a (not unprecedented) Bonapart
ist role, while a virtual factional struggle 
takes place in the letters column of its paner 
over the WSL's orientation to the Labour Party 
and the SCLV. While a limp left grouses over the 
organisation's increasingly open accommodation 
to Labourism, the WSL's rightward degeneration 
and crisis of perspectives provides fertile 
ground for the reformist right wing and its 
Socialist Press supporters -- centred around 
Clinton, Keith White and Newham Labour council
lor John Plant -- to pursue a vociferous cam
paign for a final solution to the WSL's illness: 
dispense with 'small group' politics and join 

lVAjSCLV in the Labour Party. Meanwhile poor John 
Lister zigzags from one week to the next fending 
off attacks from both sides in the pages of 
Socialist Press. 

'Make the -lefts" fightT 
Those WSLers who are queasy about the pros

pect of running errands for Hichael Foot will 
find no answer in the WSL's past positions. The 
WSL has always capitulated to Labourism. At its 
inception it revived the late-1960s Healyite 
slogan '~~ake the "left" r~s fight' as its guide
line. In the WSL's earlier, more orthodox
sounding period this call was most often pre
sented as a propagan~a demand to 'expose' Benn 
& Co, to highlight the social democrats' refusal 
to struggle against the bosses. But the logic of 
adVising the working class to look to Labour's 
'lefts' for leadership and to concentrate on 
'kicking out the right wing' from the Labour 
Party is ruthless: As workers' illusions in 
Labour begin to be rekindled, the WSL has joined 
the fake-Trotskyist stamp~(re into Labour's arms: 

'Instead of providing a reliable second op
tion to direct Tory rule, the Labour Party 
now threatens to fall into the clutches of 
the very workers it has fraudulently claimed 
to represent for three quarters of a cen
tury.' (Socialist Press, 8 October) 

This could have come straight from the pen of 
the SCLV's John O'Mahoney, or for that ~atter, 
the Militant's Ted Grant. If Labour can 'fall 
into the clutches of the workers', why bother to 
go through the motions of building an indepen
dent 'Trotskyist' party? Indeed, that is pre
cisely the pOint argued by White in a letter to 
Socialist Press (5 November) objecting that 
Lister did not go far enough in rebutting the 
criticism of a (very slightly) left oppositional 
clot in Leicester. 'The time when it was necess
ary to build organisations outside the mass 
party of the workers' movement is now over', 
argues White, so le~'s put aside all the 'petty 
differences' between the SCLV's Socialist Organ
iser and Socialist Press and 'Roll on the day 
when supporters of these two papers can EtOP 
competing and produce one journal.' When Lister 
replies that Socialist Organiser provides only a 
'minimum basis for princioled agreement', Ernie 
Stubbins writes in to attack Lister for 'dis
torting' the SCLV's programme. No offence in
tended, pleads Lister, it's Just not enough even 
if it is 'militant, generally anti-capitalist'. 
'It is some of the positions that Socialist 
Organiser does not hold' that the WSL considers 
'central'. How about one that it does hold -
that the parliamentary road to socialism is 
possible? On this Lister is silent. 

One way or another the future does not look 
bright for the WSL -- whether desertions, a 
right-wing split or wholesale liquidation into 
the Labour Party. Those memb~rs who don't want 
to be taken along for the ride have even fewer 
options than Thornett. There is only one way to 
be a Trotskyist inside ~he WSL -- and that is to 
fight for the programme of Trotskyism, following 
the road of the Trotskyist Faction, the Leninist 
Faction and a number of individuals into the 
Spartacist League.. ' 
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French elections ... 
(Continued from page 12) 

ference rang with criticisms and denunciations 
of the popular front. Henri Halberg noted that 
three times, with the popular front of 1936, 
following 'Liberation' (1945), and with the 
signing of the Common Programme (1972), 'the 
PCF-PS union, although born in happiness, met a 
bad end' (Le Monde, 14 October). And Seorges 
~1ar,chais, in what must have been a new and pain
ful experience for him, claimed to 'he using his 
head'. ' 

It's true. Three times the PCF tried'the 
popular front. Three times (its current leaders 
admit) the bourgeoisie won. For fifty years the 
Stalinists have been the gravediggers of revol
utions. When Thorez declared in 1936 that it is 
necessary 'to know how to end a strike' he was 
acting with the explicit perspective of giving 
the capitalists a breathing space to consolidate 
their power against the working masses. In 1939, 
when Trotsky referred to Stalin as 'Hitler's 
quartermaster', the PCF hailed the Hitler-Stalin 
pact ~s serving 'the cause of peace In Europe' 
(L'Humanite, 23 August 1939). 

In Spain, Stalin explicitly opposed a revol
utionary policy, calling for 'democracy now, 
revolution later' (ie never). It was leading 
Stalinists like Andre Marty who were proud of 
their role in murdering Trotskyists and le~tists 
in Sp~in, and the PCF has never denied its role 
in the' disappearance' (murder) of a leader of 
the Fourth International, Blasco, when he es
caped from prison together with a group of 
Stalinists during World War II. The blood on 
Marchais' hands is not only the systematic ex
termination of left oppositionists and other 
'old BolsheviKs' in the USSR and the murders of 
countless Trotskyist militants in Europe, Viet
nam and elsewhere. 'By refusing ,to unite the 
working class to OP')05(> Hitler's rise to power, 
by uniting instead with tDe bourv,eoisie in popu
lar fronts in Spain, France, etc to put a lid on 
the workers' will to stru~~le against capital
ism, Stalinism, the '~reat organiser of de
Teats', shares responsibility for the bloody 
carnage of fascism and world war. 

Defend the USSR: For political revolution 

The bureaucracy also directly undermines the 
defence of the gains of October in its own 
'fatherland'. The hideous sufferings of the 
80viet people in ~orld War II (20 million dead) 
were in part the result of qtalin's policies -
the blood purge which stripped the Ped Army of 
military leadership on the very eve of war, the 
refusal to act on information about the imminent 
r.erman .attack on the USSP. secured by communists 
who risked their lives for dozens of years as 
heroic Soviet spies (Sorge, Trepper). 

And today in Poland the stultifying re
pression, economic mismanagement and bureau
cratic inequities have alienated every section 
of the population If the dissident movement 
seems to be dominated by the mortal enemiep of 
the working class -- the capitalist restoration
ists, imperialism and the Vatican -- it is 
thanks to Stalinism which has turned the ideals 
of communism ·into a 'dirt? word" pushed poisonous 
nationalism and anti-Semitism, 'mortgaged the 
country to the German bankers. Now vast sections 
3f the population seem prepared to sweep away 
socialised property in order to sweep away the 
bureaucracy. This would be a historic defeat for 
the workers of Poland and the world. Trotsky
ists' call for revolutionary defencism -
defence of the gains of the October Revolution 
through political revolution to ~ust the bureau
cracy and to establish Soviet democracy -- is 
an elementary conclusion. 

It is in part thro~gh the exacerbation of its 
internal contradictions that Stalinism will be 
swept away. The contradiction inherent in 
Stalinism is not only the contradiction of all 
'bourgeois workers parties' between the desires 
of the working-class base and the class collab
orationism of the sellout leadership, which in 
the last analysis serves as a prop for the bour
geoisie in its period of decay. The very exist
ence of Stalinism -- tbe ideology of the bureau
cratic caste which usurped political power from 
the Russian workers -- was the reflection of the 
pressure of world imperialism in the first 
workers state in its isolation following the 
defeat of the German revolution. Stalinism came 
irito being as the ideology of socialism in one 
country, appropriate to a parasitic, national
ist, privileged bureaucracy. Its survival is 
predicated on a stand-off on a world scale be
tween the deformed workers states and imperial
ism; a proletarian upsurge which smashes 
capitalism in the advanced capitalist countries 
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will also settle accounts with the bureaucratic 
regimes which exist in contradiction with the 
collectivised, ie proletarian, property forms 
of these states. 

It is this contradiction which we seek to 
exacerbate in our campaign of critical support 
to Harchais, with our emphasis on the necessity 
of defence of the Soviet Union against imperial
ist attempts at capitalist restoration. The 
struggle for the defence of the USSR through 
proletarian political revolution against the 
conservative nationalist bureaucracy which 
undermines that defence at every turn, not least 
by working against the international extension 
of the revolution which Lenin knew was the only 
safeguard of the gains of October, is ind~ssol
ubly linked to, the struggle for socialist revol
ution in the capitalist countries. 

Eurocommunists: sheep in sheep's clothing 

Every reformist wdrkers party contains a 
contradiction between the reformist leadership 
and the working-class base. This is true not 
only of the PCF which has propped up the bour
geois state in governmental coalitions -- both 
official and unofficial but also of the 
Socialist parties which by themselves have been 
the sole administrators of capitalist govern
ments -- eg the British Labour Party or the 
Serman SPD. But today the PS is running on anti
Sovieti,sm and for a new popu,lar front, possibly 
enlarged to include Chirac's RPR. This is why it 
is impossible !or revolutionists to call for a 
vote for the PS. Despite their current indepen
dent stance, the PCF is no less reformist than 
the more overtly rightist and/or more pro
American social-democratic parties. 

The difference between them is the bour
geoisie's present intransigence towards parties 
linked to Moscow. The Gaullists and Giscardians 
aFe willing to dine with Mitterrand, but the 
bourgeoisie is presently manifestly unwilling to 
entertain the idea of even a corridor coalition 
with the PCF. When Harchais followed Carrillo 
and 'renounced' the dictatorship of the prolet
ariat, it had the same meaning as Stalin's dis
~olution of the Comintern (indeed the PCF has 
the same relation to the dictatorship of the 
proletariat as the Stalinised Comintern had to 
internationalism, ie none). Just as the dissol
ution of the Communist International during 
Wor~d War II was a gesture of appeasement 
towards the 'democratic' bourgeoisie, so the 
formal renunciation of Leninist phraseology long 
since discarded in practice constituted an over
ture to the ruling class. But in the present 
climate of anti-Soviet bellicosity the bour
geoisie is no longer in a mood to listen. In 
order to prove their loyalty to their own bour
geoisie, the Eurocommunists, unlike the Stalin
ist PCF leadership, want to decisively break 
with Moscow, and openly espouse ~ocial 
democracy. 

With the polarisation between the Euro
communists and the rest of the PCF ra~idly 
sharpening, after Harchais sided with the hard
liners, a split in the PCF (for example, oveT a 
Soviet invasion of Poland), is entirely possible. 
The situation cries out for a Trotskyist party 
capable of interveninv, to deepen the contra
dictions of the PCF,to polarise it through 
forcefully posing a clear class programme and 
ultimately to split it, exposing the sellout 
leadership and winning its best elements to 
authentic Leninism. In fact, we'll make LCR 
leader Alain Krivine an offer: he can have the 
EurocoMmunists (Ellenstein and Handel would get 
along famously), we'll take the militants who 
believe that the uroletariat, organised in a 
vanguard narty, is the motor force to chanRe 
history and who can be broken from the betrayals 
of Stalinism. 

These are the issues -- the popular front, 
d~fence of the Soviet Union -- which make the 
present political conjuncture a classic example 
o~ when the tactic (not stratefY) of critical 
support can be applied. Today, ~archai~ is 
against the popular front and for the Soviet 
Union. Tomorrow, who knows? 

The present configuration recalls Trotsky's 
call onlthe American SWP to offer critical sup
port to the Communist Party candidate Browder 
during the brief period of the Hitle~-Stalin 
pact in 1939~40, when the Comintern was not sup
Dorting the imperialist democracies, ?oosevelt 
and Co. 

'What I propose is a manifesto to the Stalin
ist workers, to say that for five years you 
were for ~oosevelt, then you changed. This 
turn is in the right direction. ~ill you de
velop and continue this Dol icy or not? Will 
you let the leaders change it or not? Will 
you continue and develop it or not? If you 
are firm we will support you. In this mani
festo we can say that if you fix a sharp pro-

gram 'for your candidate then we will vote for 
him.' ('Discussions with, Trotsky', f"ritings 
1939-40, p 273) 

This is the spirit in which the LTF raises the 
question of support to the PCP today. 

Marchais, speaking On the television pro
gramme 'Cards on the table', pointed out that 
even though PS leader Mitterrand had been the 
perpetual candidate of the left, the .right winy. 
was still in pgwer: 

'Therefore we aren't gOing to repeat, unity, 
unity, unity ... elections, unity, elections, 
1 ike parrots. 'Ve are us inv, our heads and we 
say, since we ~aven't succeeded that way ... 
we must find another path.' (Le Honde, 15 
"ctober) 

'Unity' has become a code word for reconstitu
tion of the defunct popular-front Union of the 
Left. And the fake-Trotskyist groups which re
peat 'unity, unity' like parrots are hopelessly 
condemning themselves. 

, LeR: crime does not pay 
But once again the fake Trotskyists of the 

French 'far left' show themselves to be not 
merely incapable of such a course but obstacles 
to it. It goes without saying that the Stalino
phobia of the reformist OCI of Pierre Lambert, 
revealed graphically over Portugal, constitutes 
an appeal to the most backward sections of the 
working class. The OCI actually stands to the 
right of the PCF when the latter makes its face
saving attacks on the SOCialists, as for exaM~le 
at the PCF national conference: 

, ... it has always been buried in the poli
tics of the right, preparing the latter's 
return in force after having sown disillusion 
and bitterness among workers and democrats, 
we just saw it in Portugal.' (L'Humanite, 13 
October) 

For when the Communist Party headquarters were 
being burned down by anti-communist mobs in 
Portugal, the OCI added its v9ice to that of the 
CIA-backed Portuguese Socialist Party in hailing 
these assaults as part of a struggle for 'democ
racy'! Small wonder that the comrades of the 
LTF, selling their press which headlined 'Hail 
Red Army' in Afghanistan, encountered Stalinist 
workers who told us: 'I didn't know 'that 
Trotskyists defend the Soviet Union.' And the 
right centrists of the Ligue Communiste Eevol
utionnaire ~re little better. While the Lambert
istes campaign for 'unity' empty of content 
under the rUbric of a 'candidat unique' rsingle 
candida te] ,the LCR tr~ils along behind with its 
calls for 'desistement' rstanding down]. Truly, 
six of one, half a dozen of the other. 

The LCR has no more than the OCI to say about 
programmatic criteria for working-class unity, 
and in fact wages the same campaign for the re
construction of the popular-front Union of the 
Left -- in the name, of course, of 'Giscard 
out'. Wh~le the OCI rivals the PS in Stalinopho
bic denunciation of Kremlin 'expansionism' in 
Afghanistan, the LCn counterposes only cringing 
and confusionism, stoppi~g short (most of the 
time) from a call for withdrawal of troops. Over 
Poland, both tail the nationalistic dissidents 
'unconditionally' -- in other words without any 
'dogmatic' concern for such things as the pre
servation of nationalised property. The idea 
that either of these formations could ever con
vincingly appeal· to the PCF ranks to 'return to 
the road of Lenin' is simply ludicrous. 

At the ~utualite on 30 October, LCR super
star Alain Krivine showed he has not forgotten 
how to talk out of the left side of' his mouth. 
To the applause of his comrades, he sharply 
castigated the PCF for its social chauvinism, 
its calls on the state tIJ deal with the fascists., 
and so forth. He even made reference to 'popular 
frontism'! But the militants of the LCR should 
be asking themselves where all the pretty words 
were when Krivine was interviewed on the front 
page of Le Monde, proudly reprinted by Intercon
tinental Press. The half a million people who 
saw this interview will find no reference there 
to popular frontism, only nostalgia for the 
'unity' of the bygone days of the Union of the 
Left. Not only did Krivine come forward as a 
parliamentary cretinist par excellence but he 
tilted his pro-unity rhetoric unmistakably 
towards the PS: 

'One gets the impression that the PCF is do
ing everything to push the PS into the arms 
of the right .... But in a perhaps less vis
ible way the Socialist Party is also playing 
a role in the disunity, notably with its in
creasing winks in the direction of the 
Gaullists.' (Le Monde, 29 October) 

Krivine sees nothing but 'disheartenment' 
coming out of the PCF~s hypocritical left turn 
on·the Union of the Left: 

'Vou cannot with imDunity get hundreds of 
thousands of people to'march in the streets, 
from 1972 to 1978, to cries of "Union, action, 
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Common Programme", and, in the space of 24 
hours, explain ,that this~ Union was not a good 
union, that this Programme was not a $ood. 
~rogramme, and 'turn your back on any ~erspec
tive of unity.' (jbid) 

~ell, ~mrade Krivine? Was the popular front· 
with the left radicals 'a good union' on 'a good, 
programme'? The worst Krivine can bring himself 
to say about the Union of the Left is 'that the 
workers at the base were not sufficiently con
sulted: 'The workers are beginning to open their 
eyes on the eleQtoralist combinations of the 

,Union of the Left and the COMmon Programme, in 
which they were not involved.' 

If ever it were cheap and easy to be~gainst 
the popular front, now would be the time. Even 

"the Spanish pom~ of the 1930s could be savage 
against the popular front -- so long as one did, 
not exist. But not so the LCR. The reincarnation 
~f Krlvine the far leftist at th~ Hutualite re
mtnds une of nothing so much as an old social 
democrat trotting out calls for socialism on l~ay 
Day, only to go ba~k to 'practical' --in other 
words reformist -- politics the next morning. 
The Krivine of Le Jwnde and the Krivine of the 
~~utuali te are nothing but a minimum/maximum pro
vramme, LCP. style. 

The LCR is truly without perspectives. It 
gambled, on the social-democratisation of the 
PCF along t·he lines of the 'Eurocommunist' model 
of Spain and Italy, hailing 'Eurocommunist' ~ur

rents in the PCF as a healthy nressure towards 
'democratisation' of the Stali~ist parties. But 
unfortunktely for the LCR, the PCF pulled back J 

from a 'Eurocommunist' ,course. Indeed, it was 
precisely at the time of the Soviet invasion of 
Afghanistan that Harchais made 'his p:Ugrimage 
to Moscow. 

The practical consequence of the LCR's line 
of !unity, unity' is that it can unite fewer and 
fewer. people behind its own party ba,nner; Its 
campaign for 'desistement' being virtually in
distinguishable from the 'strategic unit~d 
front' policy of the OCI, the LCR nourishes pro
Lambertiste currents within its own.ranks. First 
came the split of the LCI (Ligue Communiste 
Internationaliste), which immediately gave the 
lie to its formally left-critical stance by 
taking off full speed in the OCI's direction, 
fusing with the OCI less' than a Yl'larlater. Now 
the Mattis:t.es .can be heard muttering that the 

~~ ~l'ir:~o~~!~tb:~~~f!i~t~~'; 
to haemorrhage to the profit of the OCI so long 
as both put forward basically the same soc1al

democratic line, the main difference being that. 
the Lambertistes ate not only rather more con
sistent but l~rger. 

/ In France today, beset by economic crisis, 
capitalist 'austerity' and a resurgence of 
fascist terror groups, the objective conditions 
f.or socialist revolution are not merely ripe but 
overripe. And once agdin what stands in the way 
is the crisis of working-class leadership. The 
grip of Stalinist and social-democratic reform
ism on the French working class will never be 
broken by ,empty sloganeering about 'unity'. Only 
a clear class programme can unite the working 
class by breaking it from the social-chauvinism 
and backwardness which pit the different layers 
of the workers against each other/in partial and 
sec'toral struggles. Only a revolutionary, prole
tarian, internationalist vanguard can lead the 
working masses forward in struggle for their 
real needs, uniting behind their class banner 
all the oppressed and exploited. 

.PCF workers: 1936, 1944, 1972. Yes, three times 
is enough!'Demand a rendering of accounts from 
your ~eadership! Prepar~'yourselves to o~pose 
the new popuLar front that your leadership will 
impose on you! ' 

.For an electoral campaign of class against 
. class! If the PCF continues its posture of an 
independent, anti-'unity' campaign, to give the 
can~idacy of,Stalinist bureaucrat Georges 
Marchais savagely critical support! 

.No votes for the Parti Rocialiste, the most 
overt practitioners of working-class ~uhordi
nation to the bourgeoisie! 

.Down with 'Desistement', 'Candidat unique' and 
all the slogans of nostalgia for the popular
frontist Union of the Left! 

.Down with NATO! For defence of the US.SR and all 
the deformed w0rkers states against imPeri~l
ism! For workers political revolution against 
Stalinism! 'j ~ 

• For working-class unity behind a class-struggle 
programme, tlie Trf',nsi tional Programme of in
transigent struggle against capitalism! 

.For international worY-ing-class solidarity! For 
a workers government in France! 

.For a return to the road of Lenin! For a ! 
Trots~yist party and the rebirth of the Fourth 
International! 
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Reagan reaction·. •• 
(Continued from page 7) 

tarily superior, why do they want to put con
ditions on their disarming?) 

A brief look at Reagan's advisers shows that 
this gang means business. Number 1 is Richard 
Alle.n, a member of the war-hawk Cammi ttee on the 
Present Danger, Nixon's main foreign policy man 
in 1968, who joined the ~ational Secu~ity 
Council staff but soon quit, accusing his boss, 
Henry Kissinger, of b~ing 'soft on Communism'. 
One of the leading candidates for a Reagan 'de
fense' secretary is Democrat Henr~ ,Jackson, the 
senator from Boeing, a member of Joel'cCarthy' s 
witchhunting 'internal security' committee in 
the 195bs, mouthpiece for Kennedy on the phony 
'missile gap' in the 1960 elections, author of 
the Jackson amendment linking SOviet trade to 
escalating Jewish emigration from the USSR. And 
then there is the sinister General Alexander 
Haig, who we~t into Kissinger's White House 
basement a colonel and emerged a four-star\ gen
eral, 'chief-of-staff' of Nixon's bunker in the 
shell-shocked Watergate days, then NATO 
commander-in-chief, top c~didate for 'general 
most fikely to lead a: coup in Washington' 

And who was selected as Beagan's vice
president, the 'voice of moderation' to 'balance 
the ticket'? Former CIA director George Bush-
a member of 'the Company', now and forever. A 
big red, white and blue poster, 'George Bush for 
President' was tacked up over the CIA head
Quarters in Langley, Virginia. The p~st director 
of the Association of Former Intelligence 
Officers, Jack Coakly, put it this way: 'It's 
sure as· hell not a CIA coup or anything like 
that, but I can tell you there isave~y high 
level of support for George Bush among current 
and former CIA employees.' A' few years ago,when 
exposes of the CIA dirty, tricks and misdeeds . 
were iIi the headlines daily, no candidate would 
have dared accept such blatant support. But the 
Reagan/Bush team trumpeted this backing and made 
the call for a 'stronier CIA' an up-front issue 
in the campaign. I 

To be sure, Reagan has be.~n careful to in~ 
clude 'detente'-symbol Kissinger in his 'tran-' 
sition team'. But even Kissinger isn't for 
detente any more: this was, as we pointed oVt, a 
temporary ceasefire which the United States took 
adva~tage of to recover from itspost-Vietnam~_ 
staleina.te-(see 'That Was the ~~tente That Was', 
Workers Vanguard nos 253 and 254, 4 ana 18 April 
1980). Carter's 'symbolic' attacks on the 
Soviets reflected the transitional nature of his 
regime, beginning on the theme of moral rearma
ment of US imperialism (the 'Human Rights' cru
sade) and soon paSSing over to military f 
rear~ament. There were ever more aggressive pro
vocations, th. flap over Soviet troops in Cuba, 
deployment of Poseidon and Cruise missiles in 
West Europe, the drastic increase in the US arms 
budget -- all before Afghanistan. Then came the 
economic blows at the USSR (wheat and computers), 
the Olympic boycott, the nuclear first-strike 
Presidential Directives 58 and 59. 
, And now come the aggressive Cold War II poli

tics of Reagan. One place where they will soon 
be felt is Central America and the Caribbean: 
this Hopalong 'Rough Rider' is a fervent 
believer in the ~~onroe Doctrine and P'anifest 
Destiny. And when Reagan says he opposes 'human 
rights'campaigns against ,'our friends', military 
dictators throughout the region sharpen their 
bayonets: with the assured backing of the Yankee 
president, leftist blood will flow. (According 
to UPI, only three days after the TJR elections, 
right-wing killers in El Salvador left signs 
oyer the bodies of two of their victims bearing 
the message, 'With Ronald Reagan, it's 'the end 
of spoiled children and guerrillas in Central 
Amdrica .... 1) In Nicaragua the Carter adminis
tration wanted to avoid 'another Cuba' by 
adQpting/a softer policy than the hard line 
taken by Eisenhower toward Castro in 1959-1'0. 
But Reagan's men are dead set against aid to the 
Sandinista regime and want to return to Big 
Stick diplomacy -- with potentially explosive 
conseouences. 

Post dangerous of all could be Reagan's pol
icy toward East Europe, pa~ticularly Poland. 
While opportunist leftists try to claim that 
relations between leaders of the Baltic coast 
strikes and the Catholic church are irrelevant, 
the incoming US administration may try to ex
acerbate the dangers of counterrevolution there . 
(Reagan launched the Republican campaign by 
embracing Polish strike leader \'Talesa's father 
against the backdrop of the Statue of Liberty.) 
Remember, these are the same people who yelled 
'betr~yal!' when 'afj;er all Dulles' talk of 
'rolling back' Communism he refused to intervene 
in Hungary in 1956. And while, Hungary ,1956 was 

.actually a nascent workers. political revolution 
against the Stalinist bureaucracy -- not the 
Social,,f0unterrevolution which the R41aganites 

would have wished -- in Poland ,there may be more' 
opportunities for their 'destabilization' 
schemes. Down that road lies World War III in, a 
hurry. 

Hardliners and the class line 
With the Democrats' New Deal coa,lition on the 

rocks, the traditional American form of popular 
frontism has less hold over the wor~ing class 
than at any time since FDR. And right-wing 

'Reaganism is no basis on which to reforg~ a' 
version of that class-collaborationist bloc. 
Revolutionaries seek to organize working-class 
anger against the Democratic liberals in new 
opportunities for class struggle and the fight 
to build a workers party. On the other han~, the 
reformists are already trying,to repair the 
battered bandwagon of class collaboration. The 
Communist Party's Daily World has been quick to 
cheer every labor faker who ,. in the wake of 
Reagan's victory, now' calls for all 'progressive 
forces' to unite under the slogan, 'fight the 
right' . 

The Rocialist Workers Party (US SWP) -seems as 
benight~d as the Kremlin bureaucrats who hail 
Reagan'sl win as a victory for aetente. The 
front-page editorial in the 1.4 November issue olr _ 
the SWP's Militant dismisses t'he notion of a , . 
'conservative tide' as just' 'wrong'. Anybody who 
thinks so is presumably the victim of a gigantic 
media hoax (just like the people who thought 
that the SWP-supported mullah revolution in Ira.n 
veiled women, stoned adulterers and repressed 
the left).( The Militant insists tha,t 'the "Viet
nam syndrome" has broadened into a healthy sus
picio~ of US foreign policy aims anywhere in the 
world'. Besides, they say, elections don't 
really decide anything anyway -- an~ this from 
one of the most electoralist outfits on the US 
left., a group that/began its 1980 election cam
paign i.n 1976. ' 

Recent readers of the Militant may with some 
justificatton surmise that the SWP's compulsive 
denial of obvious reality is some sort of pol
itical pathology. But it is method not madness. 
The reformists who told us yesterday that e~ery 
day, every way things are getting better and 
better have to continue lying to keep their 
story straight. So the US working class just 
goes frOlll'victoryto victory .:.- once a week .in 
the Militant. 

The rightward drif·t ~n the TJS is neither deep 
nor irreversible. Unlike the 1950s, there is no 
general anta-Communist hysteria, nor an active 
wave of right-wing sentiment in the workin~ 
class. Ronald Reagan will have his 'Decision 
'80' with the working class -- and it won't be 
at the polling booth. But 'lying about what is, 
happening won't help. 

Our class faces some hardliners in the White 
House. And we had better know it, tell it 
straight and draw the 9iass line hard ourselves. 
The last thing the working class needs now is 
more of the same class-collaborationist lesser-, . . 
ev.ilism that brought us Jimmy Carter. The same 
~'ine Wp-rker bureaucrats ~who sabotaged the great 
1978 coal strike delivered the miners' votes to 
'Hr Taft-Hartley' two years later. The same 
black misleaders who rushed to ~'iami to cool 
things down and 'earlier called for re1.ying on 
the courts a~d Congress to defend. busing, once 
again called on the minority poor to vote for 

, 'Hr Ethnic Purity' in 1980. The slogan of the 
Spartacist-backed socialist candidate in San 
FranCisco, Diana Coleman, answers this excru
Ciating contradiction: 'Enough! It's time,for a 
Workers Party!' Not the kind of parliamentary
reformist device the SWP or CP might propose, 
but one which provides revolutionary leadership 
in every arena of the class struggle ~- the 
mines, \the mills, the ghetto streets and even in 
the bourgeois elections . 

Not ·in recent memory have blacks been so 
leaderless, ghettoized, disorganized and 
threatened with growing racist terror. For the 
first time in decades, workers have abandoned 
the Democrats i~ large numbers. The real 'fight 
against the right' must be a fight against both 
parti~s of the ruling class. It must be a pol·· 
itical fight to mobi1.ize the workers as a class 
and the ghetto/minority poor behind their 
leadership, the fight for a workers government .• 
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French elections 1981: Down with 'unity " I • 

s no, 
• 

a nls sma 
This adaptation from Le Bolchevik '(November/ c 

D8cemb8r 1980), paper or the Ligue Trotskyste- de 
-Prance (LTF), explains the attitude of our com

rades tm'lards the Commun.ist Party (PCF) and 
Socia.l1st Part'l (PS) campaigns for the 1981 

French pr8s irien tia1 elect.ions. 

For defensive reasons, the PCF has \responded 
to th€ p;overnment's austerity policies and' to 
the new Cold War atmosphere by making a' bureau
cratic shift to the left. Drawinp; back from a 
flin~ with Eurocommunism in the mid-1970s, the 
PCF today could he described as more-or-less 
~remlin-loyal 'Eurbstalinists'. 

For the momerit at least, ~he PCF candidate is 
running as a fierce enemy of 'unity'. Georges 
Marchais, who greeted Carter's pope iI) Paris, 
who helped satiotage the fight against redun~. c 

danc~es in steel, now says that the popular 
front doesn't work. t'archais' campaign is above 
all an anti-PS campaig~. Faced with an increas
ingly confident PS,' which profits from the 
rightward-moving international political atmos
phere to attack the PCP for its links to ~oscow, 
the PCF is seeking to consolidate its ranks. For 
his own bureaucratic reasons, and in solidarity 
with the bureaucratic caste which rules the 
USSR, Harchais'is the only candidate who de

fended the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan, 
the candidate of thA only party whi6h minimali y 
mObilised against ~ATO missiles in Europe. The 
PCF has aga~n trotted out its class-struggle 
rhetoric, and io even organisinp; bureaucratic
ally and well-controlled 'mobilisations! against 
Giscard. 

Down with . unity' - Vote PCF 
We are not so naive as to think that the 

PCF's new-found left face is ~ore than skin 
deep; The PCF's cu~rent independent stance is 
merely a conjunctural tactic in the context of 
its profoundly class-collaborationist hQstor~c 
role comparable to that Of social democ~acy, 
However. t~e contradictions inherent in a mass 
reformist workers party do surface when it 
stands in its own name, without the excuse of 
conciliating its bo~rgeois electoral partners 
(and in this case rt cannot even use the con
venient scapegoat O'f the PS). 

But the crucial point is that the PCF is cur
rently running in its own name and against 
collaborationism. If the PCP continues its cam
paign along these lines, 'tp.e LTF will call for 
savagely critical support to Marchais next 
April. To cast a vote for Matchais is not to 
forget the strikebrea~ing social chauvinist role 
of this Stalinist bureaucrat and his 'Communist' 
party. Our pol~cy of crittcal support to the PCP 
~an be a vehicle to exnose the bureaucrats to 
their ranks, to set the hase against the top. It 
ha's nothing in common with the uncritical 
apolitical tailism practised by the fake 
Trotskyists who must quiver with horror at ' 
Lenin" s idea thatcri tj.cal support is undJrtaken 
in the spirit of 'the r~pesupporting a hanged 
man'. Undoubtediy all the fake Trotskyists will 
complain that our slogan 'flown with "unity" -
Vot~ PCF' "is sectq.rian .. Sectari~n? Ask ~ million 
CGT members! 

12 

In this period of bourgeois anti-Sovietism, 
we are pleased to be able to give critical sup
port to a pro-~~oscow Communist Party. For us, it 
is a way to highlight our Trotskyist defence of 
the deformed and degenerated workers states. Not 
so for the Stalinists, who remain French Stalin
ists cOmmitted to the defence. of the capi taU t"t 
order in France and to French imperialist mili
tary power, to the force de frappe. As PCF 
leader Fiterman said in his presentation. to the 
October p,arty conference: 

'A pol'icy of non-alignment which -- without 
renouncing its alliances -~ would permit 
France to speak with its own VOice, to act in 
its own name, so demonstrating its desire to 
fr€e itself from the nolicy of blocs and go 
towards their si~~ltaneous dissolution.' 

, (.L'Humanite, l;3OCtOl!lel") 
This is not the prO-imperialist 'Atlanticism' of 
a Mitterrand or a Rocard, but it is certainly 
not a defence of the Soviet Union and the Warsaw 
Pact agai~st imperialism. It is formally a . 
policy of 'neutralism' reminiscent of a certain 
Charles de Gaulle -~ but here Fiterman also ex-' 
plicitly endorses the anti-Soviet 'alliances' of 
French imperialism, presenting'the PCF as an en
lightened Gaullist opposition to Giscard. The 
only saving grace of Fiterman's babble is that 
the French bourgeOisie is convinced that it is 
all crap. 

Proletarian interryationalism v 
social patriotism 

The savagely critical aspect of our support 
is directed in particular against the PCF's 
notorious anti-German chauvinism, which 
stretches from 'Get a Kraut!' at 'Liber-
ation' to its attacks against German steel im
ports in 1979. Today, the PCF 'mereiy ' pushes 
the slogan 'Produce French', but after the last 
war, PCF ministers in the government acted to 
maintain the 'French Union' including by means 
of the m~ssacres of Setif and Madagascar, im
plementing a policy of 'Kill French'. Economic 
nationalism and prote~tionism lead to shooting 
wars ~etween the imperialist powers. Revol
utionaries reject ,the 'unity:' of th~ working 
class with its 'own' bourgeOisie ~nd its 
profits. Not so the fake Trotskyist~ of the 
Organisation Communiste Internationa'liste (OCI) 
and the Ligue Communiste TIevolutionnaire (LCR 
sister section of the International Marxist 
r,roup), whose call for the 'unity' of the re
formist apparatuses would tie the workers to 
their traito~ous leaders and ultimately to the 
'union sacree' and national defence. 

PartiCipation in a few 'anti-racist' demon
strations will not change the fact that the 
Stalinists have a long history of support to the 
racist policies of French colonialism in Viet
nam, North Africa and other French colonies. In 
fact, it was the chauvinism of Thorez and Co 
which fed the petty bourgeois ~ationalism of 
Messali Hadj and indirectly of the FLN in 
Algeria. We .know· that our programme of consist
ent proletarian internationalism and militant 
opposition to ractsm against -immigrant workers 
will not find an immediate echo in a proletariat 
trained by the Stalinists to defend thier 'own' 
empire. Only an authentic Harxist prot?:ramme to 

Marchais (right), Mitterrand (left). Today PS runs on anti
Sovietism, PCF defends,Soviet intervention in Afghanistan 
and turns its back on Union of the left. TomQrrow ... 

comhat the social patriotiC traitors -- the 
Trotskyist programme which embodies the slogan 
'Workers of the World Unite' -- can break the 
workers from the chauvinist false consciousness 
which ties them to their own bourgeoisie. ,As 
Karl Liebknecht said, the main enemy is at home. 

PC F: gravedigger of revolutions 
In gearing up their ranks for battle, the 

Stal~nists no~ feel obliged to take up pre
'ViOHSly taboo subjects, most notably the line 
which has dominated Stalinist. policy for some 
45 'years: the popular front. The last PCF'con

continued on page 10 
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