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The nature of the regime : .

" Both in discussions and in letters to SO, it has become clear that ,
comrades holding the majority positiion place great emphasis on the nature ¢
of the Argentinian regime., Put the other way round, there are comrades who
say that we ignore the nature of that regime, As always, use of historisal
analogies can provide no perfect parallel, But repeatedly, the position
held by Trotsky, on numerous different conflict situations, makes onc thing
completely clear. It is perfectly possible and often necessary for Trotsky-
ists to stand on the side of the most reactionary regime in a struggle
against imperialism. The meaning and context of the repeatedly used gquote
about Brazil can be argued over. But what is quite clear is that Trotsky
would have stood on the side of a reactionary regime. There are clear
differences between the Falklands conflict and the attempt by imperialist
Japan to conquer China, But what cannot be argued over is that Trotsky
stood on the side of the mass murderer of communists and workers, Chiang

.Kai Shek.

In the case of China, Tootsky polemicised against the sectarians - who
would not draw the correct lines in a real conflict with imperialism _
becauses of what they saw as the nature of the rcgime, In fact, :those who
Qaséd themselves on the nature of the regime could not even properly see
the real nature of that regime. For them, revulsion for the regime was
enough to take them into a defeatist position. And the same thing is ‘7
happening with some comrades on the question of the Falklands struggle.
Revulsion for the Argentinian regime is enough to take them into a.
defeatist position. Of course the revulsion of these comrades is justified.
It is a revulsion shared by all who stand in the fight against capitalism.,
But it is not enough to base our position on. The regimes of the world are
not divided into those that revolt us and those that do.not. Lenin and
Trotsky had to stress this time and again:

"Modern humanity without excention lives under the yoke of imperialism,
This must not be forgotten for a single minute. But this does not all all
mean that imperialism manifests itsclf equally in all countries. No. Some
countries arc¢ the carriers of imperialism, others, its victims, This is the
main dividing line between modern nations and states." (Writings 38-3%9 p26).

And we must use this main dividing line to tell us the most important..
thing about the Argentinian regime in this conflict. It is the regime of a
'fEhcn-imperialist nation; it is the regime of a country which is not the
carrier, but the victim of imperialism.

~ The comrades who allow revulsion to determine thier position take account
of only one factor in the situation. And it is by no means the main factar.
Then they measure this minor factor against the test of morality. And
they find that it is lcking., And because it is lacking, ¥here aré therefore
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ngglrcqmstances in which they could stand on the same side of a conflict

as the.Junta. This is not the method of Trotsky. It is the method of the
sgctaylans he polemicised against. "So as mot to tempt thcemselves, they
simplify reality". And so we can produce a political position, based on the
pature of the regime which manages at the same time to leave out the most
important point about the nature of that recgime. So wc simplify reality, so
that we will not have to get our fingers dirty by association with the junta,
"Both the British and Apgentinian regimes are capitalist®, Roth are anti-
working-class, Therefore, we are for the defeat of both',

Some comrades in the majority have made it clear that they recognise the
weaknes§ of such a route to defeatism. Comrade Carolan knows full well that
Trotskyists sometime s have to stand with the most reactionary regime against

V,ggg,f"mperialism. But he does nothing to correct the mistakes of some who are led
09’, through a route which he knows to be false to his o%n position. On the
7/

*

contrary- he scrves only to make their confusion worsec.

- shrade Carolan has hic own methods of overcoming the problems presented
by reality. Firstly, he distorts the nature of the regime, fuelling the
belief that it should be viewed first and foremost as a reactionary regime,
And then he too simplifices rcality to keep his fingers clean, As Trotsky's
position makes clear - the reactionary nature of a recgime is not enough to
lead to an automatic defeatist position. It has to be an imperialist regine.
This is not a problem for those to whom reality is only a depressing morass
in which nothing genuinely revolutionary is ever done by the masses. Reality
may be one thing. But definitions of reality can always be nade another,

So Argentina comes to be defined in a way which if not exactly saying that
it is an imperialist power, suggests that it is somecthing very much like
that, We arc told that it is 'part of the same imperialist bloc'; that it ..
.s an industrial power on apar with Spain etc.

Figures can often be found to produce distorted views of the world, For
sxample, figures can bé used to show that some managers are paid less than
some skilled workers. But that does not change the nature of their class
positions, Likewise, there might bc some figures which suggest that Argentina
is more of an industrial power than some lesser imperialist country (we
have not seen them). But even if they could be fourd, that would not change
the international position of Argentina in the sct of imperialist redations.
Because, whatever any figures say, they cannot change political rcality. And
Argentina is economically, militarily and politically dominated by imperial-

ism - not by its own national bourgeoisie - but in particular, by the US

imperinlists. The whole basis of the ecnomy is subject to the international
market over which Argentina has no influence, let alone control and domin-
ance. In fact, the whcle country is nortgaged to the imperialist banks.

The national bourgeoisie cannot rule Argontina without being propped up

by the imperialist powers and the military. Even less can it go out and
fight for dominance, to extend its rule internationally, or challenge the
dominance of existing imperialist powers. All it can do, and this is some=-
thing totally different, is compete with the other dominnted nations in the
region for the trivia left outside of imperialist hands - and also, compete
with the other cou.zries to prove itself a better =gent and licutenant for
the imperialist generals. :

Trotsky recognised that the levels of development of the non-imperialist -
countries would be comnpletely different., He saw that some of them would
reach relatively advanced stages of development, Put he saw too that this
in itself would not reverse, overthrow or even significantly challenge the
dominance of the existing imperialist powers.

n"Colonial and semi-colonial countries differ extraordinarily fronm one
another in their degrce of backwardness. . . reaching from nomadry up to
the most modern industrial culture., The combination of extrenes character-
ises all backward countries. . . With thelr conmmon cconomic dependence on
the imperialist metropolisses their political independence bears in sone
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instances the character of open colonial slavery (India, Equatorigl
Africa), while in others it is concealed by thc fiction of state 1n@e?en-
dence (China, Latin America). . . Not a singlec task of the 'bourgeois’
revolution can be solved in thesc backward countrics under the lead@rshlp
of the *national' bourgeoisie. . . Bvcry stage in its devg}opmgnt'blqu it
only the more closely to the foreign finance capital of which it is
essentially the agency." :

The imperialist powers havc emerged as such through direct colonial
expansion and in wars to divide and re~divide the world., How tbega surrep-
titiously, without any war, after the world has already been divided, and
re-divided amongst the imperialist powers - how then can Argentina have
become anything like an impcrialist power? We cannot lct the apparept
economic development of the country blind us to the political rclatlons.of
‘dominance behind which that development has occurred., A level of economlc
development is not in itself proof of anything - as thc quote from Trotsky
shows. Nor should we ignore what the real level of econoniic development of
Argentina is - the comparison we have used with Cangda is instructive.

We have to conmclude that there is only one way that Argentina can cone
to be secen as anything approaching an imperialist powcr, That is by being’
defined as such by those who have to twist reality to fit it into their
preconceived determination never to stand in the same cawp as the junta. .
Because, there is only one set of circumstances in which the nature of the
regime would determine an automatic defeatism from us. And that is if the
rcgime was an imperialist regime. Comrade Carolan knows full well that
Argentina is not an imperialist power - he implicitly. makes that clear
when he sketches conditions in which we would be for the defcnce of Argen-
tina against imperialist attack. But rather than clarify the confusion on
this issuc amongst those who support the majority position, he simply
adds to it. We are told that Argentina is 'part of the same imperialist
bloc as Britain'. Now either this is a more or less irrelevant truism - or
it is to suggest that Argentina is something like an imperialist power
itself, But being part of the same imperialist bloc does not make one
country as imperialist as another - or even imperialist at all., Apart from
the workers states, every country on earth is part of the same imperialist
bloc., But as Marxists, we do not only see that things are connected. We
see also how they are connected., A capitalist and a worker. are connected.
They are part of the same relationship of exploitation - the one the
exploiter, the other the exploited. And Argentina and the imperialist
powers arec also connected - they arc part of the same rclationship of world
oppression, the one the oppressor, the other the oppressed. Where does all
of this place the Argentinian regime? Not as a sub-imperialism, not like
Spain or Portugal. But purely and simply as a lackey, as a servant, as a
stooge of the imperialist powers who are its masters,

© The fact that a trade union, for example, is under a pro-imperialist
leadership does not mean that those who are in the trade union arc therefore
no longer workers, Likewise, the fact that the pcople of Argentina are
oppressed, not only by imperialism but by their own regime which is the
local 2gent of imperialism does not change the fact that they arc a people
oppressed by imperialism. Without any distortion or simplification, using.
the facts and recognising the political relations behind them, we are dealing
here with a conflict between an imperialist power, an international oppressor
and a dominated neo~colony.

The struggle for rational liberation, like the struggle for democratic
rights, does not end with formal national independence, There are¢ comrades
in the majority who recognisc this. They argue that if questions of national
liberation wer involved, then they would support Argentina against
imperialist attack. In so doing, they distance themse¢lves from others in the
majority who would argue, oonsistently, that even if issucs of national
likeration were involved, any conflict would still be a conflict between
two capitalist industrial powers, parts of the same imperialist bloc. Now
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gzzgiaghgiswzcgysedbfhe‘m1nority.of being"conjuncturalists' (by w@ich he.
neal at v ave based our position on whether to support Argentina against
toA;fgggizlii;eitiigkqgfiggfther there was qctual}y an impe;ialist attack

: . a aga or not). Of course, in a certain sensc, he is
right. We believe that our positions should always be conjunctural, in the
sense of taking account of changing events. But in fact, it is com;ade
bloc, But if theremwere ; ;enlAi io M_n‘lsﬂpﬁrt'oﬁ e lmp§r}allst

C a nvasion from Britain of the Argentinian
mainland and an attempt to colonise the country, then we would be for the
gefenge of Argentina. But what has changed? Argcntina is either sort of
}mperlalist or it is not. It is either 2 neo-colony in struggle with an
imperialist power, or it is n»>t. The level of ®conomic development, its
regional role as a policeman for imperialism, the naturc of the junta - all
these things the m~jority use to arrive at their defentist position. But all
of them would still be just as real if therc was a full scale invasion. So
who is basing a position on conjunctural shifts? For us, Arzentina is always
a dominated neo-colony. For comrade Carolan, it becomcs that only if the
imperialists launch a full scale invasion. That is rcal conjuncturalisnm -
basing our understanding on international relations on whether the imperial-
ists are launching full scale invasion or not. In different circumstances,
Trotsky had to take up the same problem of method. He talked of the difficul-
ties of determining our policies according to a stop watch, rather than in
accordance with the basic class camps in the war. He accused Schachtman, who
would not defend the Soviet Union because of the nature of the regime, of a
contemptible evasion when Shachtman said that he would be for the defence
of the Sovicet Union in the event of a full scale imperialist intcrvention,

Now we believe that courade Carolan is also evading the issue when he
says that in the event of a full scale war, he would be for the defence of
Argentina. Because the class camp into which Argentina fits in a -war
against impcrialism cannot change, 'according to a stop watch® when that
war re~ches a certain level, Now we say - we have to detcrmine our position
according to the basic class camps, not on conjunctural events. .

But again, comrade Cprolan has a mcthod of escaping the problem. Before,

-we have talked of the position which, if carricd through to its logical

‘conclusion, would mean that we have reached a new post imperinlist era in
which the world is being re-divided without anyone noticing (until, at
least, the Fnlklands issue alerted the majority to the eucrgence of
Arccntina as an imperialist power). Now we discover a position on national
liberation which, if carried. through to its losical conclusion would define
both the Trotskyist stratcey of permancnt revoluticn and the strugsle for
national liberation out of existence.

We are told by the conjuncturalists that if questions of national
liberation were involved, then we would be for the defence of Areentina, But
then national liberation is defined to mean only the strur-le a~ainst
direet colonial conquest. By this definition, the strus-le for national
liberation is over, with only a very few exceptilons (Namibia,and the
Falkland Islanders 2 ainst the Argentinian, but not avainst the'British
imperialists). To sugrest that.this is.the case is not only lullcrgusly
false, It is also, in passin-, to deal a death blow to Trotskyism in most
of the world,

Trotsky pointed out that, short of the proletarian revolution, any
country would remain under the <domination of imperialism, whether directly
or indirectly. And the domination of imperialism, the international stare of
capitalist decay, would place a brake on the development of backward
countries which could never be broken, acain, short of the proletarian
revolution., In fact, the continued existence of a level of developmept in
the imperialist metropolisses would depend on thae continuing domination,
and the backwardness which it ensured, of the colonial countrics. Even after
national independence had been won, thesec relations of political and
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economic domin tion would continue - they would have to continue until they
were broken by the proletarian revolution. The startins point for
Trotskyist intcrvention in such countries, as in all zountries, wopld be
imixedinte prolct=rian necds, an? the existines lcvels of mass consciousness.
Even while workers were beinr exploited by the most developed forms of
capitalist production, the struprle for national rishts and democr atic
rizhts would still be poineg on. The task of Trotskyists would be to develop
thesc in the only dircction in which they could be carried throurh to
victory - the direction of the proletarian revolution. Trotsky repeatedly
had to face sectarinans who, instead of struseling to intervence in the real
strussles which existed, and deveclop the existins levels of consciousness,
substituted their own conception of a fenuine workers strusrle.

But niw the majority cimrades discover something else, The only time
th@t the question of national rirhts would be poscd in Argentina is in
the event of an imperislist attempt to reassert dircct colonial rule.
Otherwise, we arc told, therc is n» question of national rishts involved
'in a war with imperialism. Put another way, unless the imperialists create
the question of naticnal rights afresh, by invading Argentina, then all
questions of national rights*Have been answered, This has becn able to be
done, despite what Trotsky thourht, without anything like a proletarian
revolution, It has been able to be done behind the national bourgeoisie,
In the process, they have esven nanased to become an imperialist power
themselves (or a quasi-imperialist power). The strurple in all backward
countries (whether or not they have fentures of the most advanced industrial
puwers) becomes pure and simple the struesle of workers for exactly those
same thingss that workers in the imperialist countries have to strugsle for,
Everything elsc is a diversion from a genuine strugrle - chauvimism etc,
Now, if this view of thiness was not beine thrust in our face by our own
comrades, we would not bclieve thnt it could be seriously hecld, It
defines both tle world system of impcrialism, 2nd the struesle against the
nat;gnal.dq%%natiﬂn that it means risht out of existonce. It defines tho
questions Which arec imuediately facing most of the world's population as
already answered,

The majority tell us that if questions of national liberatinn were
involved, they would scec things differently. But it is only by shutting
their eyes to reality that they could poszibly avoid sceins what is at
the very core »f this war. It is a war of imperialist discipline aimed at
asserting over a neo-colony the power of the imperialists t> decide when
ancd how the state power of that neo-colony is used., It is a war aimed at
answering some of the very questions that wars of colonial occupation
answered - how do we build a state power which will act to do exactly
what we demand in this situation, Morc than that, it is aimed at aswerting
that the imperialists, not the Argentinian people, will decide what
territory Argentina can regard as its own. There can surely be no comrade
who will seriously arsue that that has nothine to o with natioral
liberation - or that there is not a neo-cnlonial question involved.

Part of the very essence of colonialism was the assertion, by military
force, of what territory w>iuld be under the direct rulc of the impcrialists,
Now it is happening again, and comrades tell us that nn question of national
rights is involved. Control of the state force, definition ~f the state
territory - decision about what to recover fron imperialism - these are all
questions of national rishts. And they are rights which are being denicd
to the Argentinian people - denied to them by the mascive military force of
impe.inlism, The military power of the Arpentinian state is beins smashed
into the ground proecisely because that power 1s beins used under Argentin-
ian control, without the permission or instruction of the imperialists.

This again shows the nonscnse involved in calline Areentina an imperial-
ist power (with whatever contortions of terminology). The imperialists are
willing to allow Arfentina national sovereisnty, control of their natiosnal
state force, even ’'isputes with other statcs in the arca, But at the very
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ﬂsecogd that Arscentina tries to’'use her natisnal inlependence zainst whigk -
the impcrialists want,; then the sham naturc of that independence is ther&f
for all to sce. Imperinlism immediately launches o wnr of “iscipline. The'g
‘realitiesnf national indepcenilence are shswn - they extend as far as it
suits the imperiazlists, ' - ”~

. Qﬁ&vcamrades in the majority define 2 new Mperislism (or actually,.
Post imperialism) into cxistence. They define the onpoiny strurrle as; k.
mational domination out of eoxistence., Ar? “hen they proceed to tell us that
we must sce the r.nlity »f thinrs. But while 211 »f this is going on, 2
renl wor is being fiucht, with little resnrd to the theorctical contortions
and fabrications of the mnjority. It is 2 war between imperialism and a
neo-colony. It is n wor ~imed at assertinc~ the richt of impcrinlism to
recover by force, in whatever part of the world it chooses, whatever it
resards as its own property. And it is a war in which, for rcasons that we
all asree are the opposite of anti-imperieclist altruisw, the junta are being
forced to stand upagainst the imperialists. The war has followed the logic,
not of those wvho wish to subject it to a sncionlogical-ceorFraphical cvalu-
ation which stresses its irrelevance, It has followed the logic of the
international balance o5f class forces 2n'! the nceds of the internntional
class enemy - the imperialists., It has assumed an intcrnational siegnificancg,
It has passed far beycnd the point at which it is prrticularly important .

or relevant to discuss whether we arc for or against the invasion by
Arsentina. We now have to decide-a position &n the face of an invasion frow
the imperialists. The questian was whether we arc neutral or not in the

face of an imperialist war a;ainst a neo-chlony t~» reversc the Arscentinian
seizurc, discipline the anti-impcrialist masscs, asscrt its ~uthority and
ability to usc force, an recover its property. Mornl nutra~e 2t the n~ture
of the junta; a reflexive resort to sclf-determination, self-righteous

¢ denunciations of the usc of force; fabrications of the imperialist power

of Arpentina; defining the strugele far national Fieshts out.of existence

the sccond that indcpendence is wonj it is all of thesc which have lcd the
majority to adopt their position of ncutrality. But it is not only throurh
distortion of reality and dcep confusion that they have arrived at their.
position. They also usc a form of nationalism which in Trotskylsts is 2

far greater danser than the chauvinism of the Arcentinian- masses that they
are so quick to identify and dennsunce, '

The strugesle must be secn in its international context
What is the nationalism we speak of? It is not anything to do with any

adaptiation to the natinnal tourreoisic - the imperinlist ruling class of
Britain. Rut it is to dn with failins to situmte the natinal tasks of any
proletariat in the internntinnal framework in which they occur. And it is

to do with an underlyine bolief - sometimce partly cven eupresscd, often
implicit ~n¢ hinted,; by somc of the majority comrades, that Britain is not
really a gcnuine imperialist power. Such o belicf, or any hint of it, can
only arise in onc way - throush ~ blirkere” expcricnce »f the RBritish ruling
class which is rcstricted to nationnl boundaries. Insite those national
boundarics we sec and oxpericnrce the weakness of British c~pit=lism, But
that has to "o first and f-remost not with the collnpsc >f Britain as mm
imocerinlist power, but with the escalatinr decay 2nd rot of the internntional
apitalist system. Inside Britain that may be cxperienced as o crumbling

of power., But risht throushout the worlad, it is being expericnced as a
tightening of the chains throush which Pritish imperinlism enslaves millions

- (pnd millions of oppressed pcnplc, If the intornational caoitalist decay of

imperinlism mcans that 1t secis false to scc Britain as o devceloped and
advanced country, lot it not bo forrotten for one sincle sec nd that in
relation to the rest of the world, that is exnctly what it is. If the
international dccay of cogitalism eans < dramotic fall in livins standards
in Britain, le¢t it not be foyreotten for one sinale secsnd that it also

means an cscalation of mass dcaths throush starvation in parte of the

world which provide the Tritish imperialists with cnormaus profits, N t

for one sin¢lc scceondl ¢nn We farget that when we tolk ~bout our own cnemy
being at home, wc arc loing thnt precisely because our own encuy is an
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Junta, but we must not forgct for olg single second the price of the )
“'bourﬁeois democracy we 'enjoy'. It is the perpetual backwardnegs, unpc-.
lievable poverty, exploitntion to the pPoint of death and beyond of millions
of oppressed peoples. thrrushout the worid. If we want a balance ;heet,

then we must not stick with democracy and the junta, We arce talklng.about
the' causc and the effect - imperialism and British imperinlism playlng A
central rslé are directly rcsponsible for the lack of democratic rishts in
many parts. of«the world, The Bpitish ruling c¢lass hms 2 history of mass

nurder =, mass nurders which continue in diffcrent fornms today - which

makes tﬁ%?junta look noble in comparison, - -

Some comrades #o not confusc rcality only be elcvatins the Jjunta to the
roanks of imperialist powers. Just to mnke sure, they rcduce one of the main
imperialist powec:s in the world to somethinsg less than that, Neatly, they
arrive at their corflict with two broadly similar parts of the same
imperialist bloc. And they are led there by the cxact opposite of
Trotskyism., They <o not situate the conflict in its international context,
They deny its relcvance, usc their own nnticnal experience of crumbling
British power to produce its mirror image internntinnally., This may allow
comrades to retain their neutrality. Tt may lcd them to prescrve their own
conception of proletarian independence. But it leads them awny from the
real world, away from the mcthod of Trotskyism, away frm internnationalisnm,

Comracde Carolan correctly points out that therc is a difficulty in
assessing the international implications of the imperinlist attack, The
m~jority position was clearly formulated without encountering that Jdiffi-
culty. It was only pressure fr m the nin rity which f-rced them t- addrcss
themselves t the internati-nal implicati ns ~f the c nflict. It may be,
thr ugh luck, that we can 1ift strug-les ~ut of thc intcrnational c ntext
in which thcy »sccur, and still arrive ot the correct positi n, Just as we
may, thr-ugh luck, be 2ble t- arrive at a c rrect intcrventi -n int» a LP
ward, with.ut any assessment ~f the balance f f-rces in the LP, RPut if we
need lucky we als» need t: av-ia relying on it. And luck will never be
enzugh when 2t the same time, we arc usins a methyd which leads us AWy
from the renl w.rld, If there is difficulty in asscssins the intcrnatinnal
implicatinns, that locs not mean that we should basc 2ur positin 'n an
assessment ~f somethins else, If thore is difficulty in asseesins the
internatinal implicati-ns, that :ires not muan that they 1losc their prinary
importance., We have t: 4115w Marx and Lenin and Trotsky wh - rcepeatedly
made clear that the natiosnal policy >f a rev-luti nary party, the c-urse of
actisn 'f»1lowed by the prolctariat in ~ne coruntry gh-uld be sub-rdinated
t> internatisnal ¢ nsiderations. '

Difficult o>r n>t, we have t> basc sur positinan ~n nn assessmcent ~f the
~dinternational meanine Hf the c:nflict. Whatever the implicati-ns »f that
for the Arpgcentinian »r British proletariat, we have t> basc »ur positinn
on the implicatisnes for the international strusrlc against imperialism
first. This ncans that even if n successful defence azainst Th-tcher Adid
strergthen Galticri, we would still have t> call »n the Argentinian
workers to undertake that defonce. In the event h:wever, we believe that
a successful ‘defcecnce arainst imperinlism (or victory for Galtieri, as thec
najority would put it) nced in no way necessnrily strengthen Galtieri., On
the contrary, a successful defence na-ainst imperielist attack would open
up new oppoartunities for revslutionaries and the working class, in
Argentina, in Britain and internatiosnally.

The internationnl balance of forces

The last perind has sccn Several successes for the anti-imperialist
strugrle., Victnam, Angola, Mozambique, Zimbabwe, Iran, Nicara~uz - the
imperialists have been thrown into rutrea s the determination and c¢:nfi-
dence nf the Anti-imperinlist m~sses has becn fuelled. These succcsses
have in turn helped develop A major anti-war feeling, particularly in the
US. This has becn cle~rly shown in the mass oppositicn to any major
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cscalatisn ~f US military involvement in El Salvacdor, The economic crisis
in Fhe inperinlist c-untrics has rcduced, t- ~lmyst northing, the range of
optl?ns open to the impoerialists in terms >f buying off any significant
§ect10n of their own working class ~r the anti-impoerialist masses. This |
in turn has neant that the local arents of imperialism - the Somozas and the
Pahlavis - thellmperiqlist st yeges and the weak natisnal bourgceoisies have
beun able th rely »n littlc dircct aid, milit~ry »r economic, t5 hcolp prop
therm up. At the same timc, they have been. cxpected by their imperialist
mastors to subdue the anti-imperialist masses, and ts exact from then. the
pr@ce necessary to maintain imperialist profits at o time of international
crisis, Weakcned by thecir »wn cconoiic crisis, »olitically rcstricted by
the anti-war feeling and hostility in their own workine class, forced into
harsh battles to make workers pay for their crisis, the imperialists are
facins a growing international strusgle with incrcasing desperation, The
anti-imperialist masscs have been marchings forward, But they arc physically
woankened every day by the struggle to stay alive in the face »f iaperialist
drives to mointain profits, thoy arce subject to constnnt and brutal attacks
by the imperialist puppcts strugsling to maintain their positions, and they
arc betrayed by lea’ers whoy 272in and arain put their own privileges an?
relations with the imperialists before the nceds >f the anti-impcerialist
M2ssces.

Despitc all the anti-imperialist succcsscs, nowherc have anti-imperialist
vict-ries been carric? thr-ourh t-~ the building »f 2 workers Fovernuent,
Therc is thus internati-nally a very tight bal-ncec of forces; tilted by the
string of onti-impcrinlist victaries a;ninst the imperialists. Thoie can
be no “-ubt ab-ut the directi-n that the imporialists would like ts take -
the directi»sn that they arc forced to 1o~k in. Thcy have built their rule
and profits on unparallelled barbarism, on the blonad and suffering of
milli ns. In their desperatisn, they will bc porfectly r Ay to defend their
rule and profits in cxactly the s-mc way. Thore is no c¢ost, in the blood of
humanity, that they w-uld n>t be willings to pay to cintrol the anti-imperi-
alist strupgplce, reverse it, take away thc -ains that thoey have beon forced
to concede. That is what Rcajanis defence of the rirht wing repgimes Hf
central Amcrica is about., That is what Mittorand has been touring Africa to
say. That is what Thatcher went to see¢ the Sultn H>f Oman absut. With the
cneny forced to beceome nore and more desperatc, the anti-imp.rialist nasses
can afford to sive no ground, In the extremely tight bolance »f forces that
exists, any shift, 5 matter how slicht, c.uld prove coustly for the working
class intcrnationally.

It is a:ainst this backsrund that the war in the Shuth Atlantic needs to
be secn. If thc anti-imperialist masscs were nat alorted t> the danger, it
would be our urgent task to strusgle ty sec tunt they werc alerted, Instead,
what is happening. Millions have been ar-used in anti-imoerialism throushout
Latin Apcrica and clsewherc. And what are we (ing - tcllin: them that the
gtrugrle is not really important. The imperialists nced ty broenk the

« _anti-war feclins in their own working class. Usiine Pritnain as their cutting

o

w:"'

cdec, that is exactly what thcy arc d»ing. They heoc ©£5 be ablc tn warn their

warcnts that if any of the gains wan by the anti-imperialist masses are uscd
arainst imperialist interests, then those fnins will be nullificd by inperi-
alist force. They need to blunt the fighting Aetcrrination of the anti-
iriperialist masscs., They need t2 be able to brenk the balahce of forces W ich
has left then impotent to use their great military advantasc. Again, using
Britain as thcir cutting edie, that is exactly what the imperialists are
trying to o,

Now the war in itself ruarantces nothing for iiperi~lism, But that is
only because the working class nd anti-inperialist masses w2y have the
strenzth to absorb the blow that an imperinalist victory would be. But we

5 have to ask ~ur cor.rndes in the najority - how c~n we who aim ts lead tie
working class tn revolutiosnary victory be neutral about blows froiw the class
eneny against 1it? Even mare s, h-w can we be neutral about thoysc tlows
w,because we think that thc workers have the strenmth to absorb them. Victory
for the imperialists does nnt suarantee that Reasmn can unleash the military

“~
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intervention in E1 Salvador that he wants to, Rut it rninkes it more llk@ly,
not less. Put another way rsund., A successful defence >f Argsentina a-ainst
the imperialist att~ck does no>t mecnn that the imperialie s.w?ll pot l?unch
other attacks., But it necans thatthey will 45 s5 from 2 position in which
the balance of forces is tilted even riore against them. This type »of
assessment 1s for us essential, It is the type ~f asscssment we nced to
make if we arce t) have a position of adcquate depth and seriosusness.,

Comrades nay argue, as they 1o, that it is not 2 scnuine anti-inperialist
strugrle. But we cnn not . -etend for snc sceond that this is not a gcnuine
strugrlc in waich the real balance.nf forces between imperizlism ond the
anti-impe-ialist nmasses is genuinely buing tested, Our criticism ~f the
junta for takines the pcople of Argentina into this strurgle nay be as decp
as w¢ like., Our revulsinsn 75r the Junta may be total, But déspite what the
junta want, Jdespite what they planncd, this struprle has now acquircd a
significance far mcre important than the subjective intontions Hf th-sc
vho launched it, It has a najsr relevance precisely becausc the roal
balance of faorces at the moment is so tight. If we do n:t lonk beysnd
our swn natisnal borders, we cannot fail t5 underestimate the significance
of the strugsle., If we seo Britain in its intcernational role sinply as the
nirror imarc of the declining ruling class at home, then we cannot fail to
uniderestinate the internati-nal significance »f our »wn rulins class as the
internatiosnal cutting edge for imperialism. It is the balance of forces
which gives the strusrle its real importance. It is apgninst the balance of
forces that we must measure it - not aceording ty our own scale of idenlist
morality, or abstracted conceptions of what is gonuine.

The methyd of coumrade Carnlan

The majority comnrades 1o not stand sn Trotskyist osrthodoxy, so they
cannst use it to show us that we arc wrong. They whinc about supportins the
sunta, That asain docs nothing to shw that our positinn is wrong. They
complain that some coarades in the minority have changed their prsition,
Again, cven if that were true, it doses not suggest in any way that the
position held by the minsrity is wrong. They tcll us that the examples
WC usc arc not exact historical a“alogies. Vic ~grce, That is why we usc
them to illustrate particulnr points., But whcther they arc exact aralogics
or not does not show how or why we arc wrons, And then they tell us that
there are in fact mnany different positions held within the min rity. Coming
from those who hold the common pasition for r.aomns ranzing from the belicf
that Britain is more demacr-tic than Argentina to outripht prcifisn, we do
not fcel any particular pressvre. But cven if therc arce differcnces within
the ninosrity - and we all stanc on 2 dowson clearly explained ~nd argucd
position -~ that dnes nothing at all to show what is wrong with our common
positionn,

So comrade Carolan turns in his document tH A methsd ~f combnt which is
the tralitional resort ~f those whs cannot use orthhdnx Marxism to support
theilr positions. He constructs =~ positi-n for us, and procceds to point
out what is wrong with “hat., 85 far cxomple, hc snys that he cannot sco
the point of beins taken in and repeating the lics of Galticri. No doubt
this would score some points in a debatc with thoyse who cruld, But comrade
Carnlan knows perfectly well that we ton cannot scc the point of repeating
the lics of Gnalticri,

3y thesc techniques aimed at stisnntising, rather than showing the
Werknesses in o-rn opaosition argvment, corirade Carolan docs little to cdeepen
understanding and discussisn in sur movement, But he does perform for
comrades the uscfnul service of inking wore of his own position clecar, It is
a positinn characturiserd by a conplete inability to recognise and operate
on the basie of contradictions in the situation,

#ie have all ~yreed that the invasion Vas motivated, on the part of
Galticri, as 2 “iversion. We have also 11l asrced th~t he is lyins when he

presents the step ns a genuincly anti-imperiaiist action, .
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But history an? the me-oning of internntionnl : A5 n>t depend on .
what Galtieri i “ts. Evente have an »bjective menning outside the control ‘
of thsse who nay h~ve triseercd them off. Yo cannnt accept the logic of
conrade Crrolan which mays that if Galticri snys it is arti-imperialist

an Galtieri tells lics, thercfore thore cnn be no hint of anyiing anti-
imperialist to 1o with it 2t =11, )

RIS

The fact is that qutieri_cqn nwt succcs ssfully 3> anything to divert
working class - unless what He does speaks at least partly to> the anti-
imperialist sentiments of the w rl rs. Similarly, hc cannot do angthing
ﬂ)“lnst the intercsts of impceria l’» 1, without that actinn havins any anti .

imperinlist content at 211, Therc was an elcment of objective anti--
1mper1allsm_1n Galticrifs move - whatcver his motivation. It is impossivle
th seizc soncthing from imperialism without thnt seizure having any anwi-
imoerialist content at nli. Anl more “han *hat. Thero is nn clement of
anti-imporialisn in the defence of the invasion asainst imperialism which
Gnltieri is now, f3r the wmo~ntimc, fooced to undertrke. It is impossible
%o stand in stru--lce 2 ainst 2n “ttLPDt by 1ﬂnbr1 lism t> recover its
property and asscri its ﬂdtl“‘LCy withsut that stand hnving some 2D] jcctive
anti--imperialist content, Whoatever Lis mvtivatinn, ti.c events sct in motlon
b ¢nliicri arc contratictary.

Jor us, the contralictisn is the basis for o anre import-nt onc., There
‘s oA fundampental contradiction botwecn the shom ~nti-imperialism of.
Cajticei, and the ponuine o nti-imserialism, in part raiscd by Galtieiri
hissclf, of the masscs, We 2 ndv, yf ~ uarse, clnin thnt the n7sscs of
Lreontira are all Tully consciaus wn their anti--dmperi: ~lisi. They arec noie.
~et the uvnsven snd combinced de 'flopmbxt aof nco-ccloninl ccuntrics has a
politicnl reflcetion. And iv 1s this: an nti-imperinlism is thrust on the
- nnsses, even in their imacdiate day to day strugelics. In 2 very renl .
sensc, the vrunl cacmy of the Arpontinian workers is not ~% homec, It is ™
intcrnnti3n3T'Thp;rialism wh ch rules thoir country, which cuntrols cvery
aspect of theiz lives, which Jenics them cven sgols dcmocracy. The
spontancous cnii-imperinlist scntincenks of the ~gontinians reflects this
fact, even 1T that anti-inp. prinliism is not fully conscious, cven if it can
appenr o e manspulated by Galtieri,

Mow thesc concradiclions opunh CHOTIIDLE
cronte alroaly 51gh1f1crnt opcnin: s Zuin g and
can be inswrtci kot eecn the masscs f}d i, Tho masscs Who, as wWe
point aut reperbedly, were in devclopd s ie at~inst Golticri; will
not sudd@niy Ave bucn completely len”od by rVTC?JUﬂ““] chauvinisin of
qu;icfis ~ltn ush of course they will Bo ~ffocted by 1t. Now can we. ‘
poesibly bulicve tpat the chouvinism of thoepro- ~immerialist Galticrl 15 i
same as che nntisnalism »f the “h*?~1mrfr“"1¢u, nnsses, but Carclan puts
the masses inty one so/1id bloc with GAlticri, compicetely under his contr
vawpluco’y blindcd Ly hie ilics, cowpletely €0 Jken in by his diversion.

hore the situntion is riddled with oo <ig contratictinons, he sces anly one

‘tilitics for Marxists., Thoy
3 greater wedge

cliing - ronctisnary chauvinisn unler Galticri. o scis above ©V. rythiag
¢lse, that this iz n°t ~ senuine anti-inporin list sprxrmlu Ry 1ooking»~t
Galticri, he makcs c.nclusisns based on a complote lack of f~ith in the
zcnuine anti- imporinlism >f tho ungscs. Ho sccs them oaly 18 2 mirror
imnme of thedr local opprosgor. Tor counrade Caralong cvory situnti»n hns

to be mensurc' agoinst his idens 5f whnt is senuinc and whnt is not.
Nothing cver qualifies as gonuine. Everything is niways overshndowed by
the backwnardncss of the uasces. Anc that is the situation throurh the oyes
of CaroLon in Avgontinn~, Everything r revolves nrsund the backwardness of
the masscs anl the strength of @alticri in ivertins thon. But we cannot
base sur position on Yistortions which igncre cven basic cvntrnﬂictﬁongn
There arc ¢normous jpr“rtunltlgc opcn A up for revolutionary LﬂfLFVQBTJOHJ
Almost the cntire populatisn is Ay to tnke up nris in defenecc ninins
imperialism, For Us, clenrcr thAQ qnyvalnf must be the willingncess of the
nasscs tn fight ag~inst impcriaslisn - the ssontaneous anti-impcrialisn

of millions of workers, Thnt uytuﬁtlan provides so mnny opportunitics to
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i and the masscs - preciscly because 11 e
; S rovide a real defence, and becausc the massisnw% be
Galtlori gf?onizggypto respond to a lead which directs them more ana Ho
?zizlgnag;;nst ail nspects of imperialist butchery.

drive a wedge between G-ltier

) N . & a . “d

And we must not ignore the urgency of.tho §1t?atlop.twi hl;iroﬁgll?i o
befsre the dnngcerous implications af.qn 1mpur%alis§ v%ge; iét ﬁeﬁn %or o
"beolutely erusial that fEpertalien 18 SR i neity is in iteclf
sinsle sccond that we i at the e : g spontan s dn 1Eee an
NG . Or > contrar we arc quitc surc that it 1s not epauﬁ =3
izzzghﬁeogmgﬁghctg witi;tand both the military1s§rength ofﬁlmpuriai;ize
and the illusions which will be sown andfdiien?ezsfz G;til;iz ??gt thﬁt it

Ralal { ave authority in the eyes o 1C MASSC8. BB e fact tha
ighﬂiisezﬁaggﬂz;esunOt dogine it out of ox@stence. ?he fiitbthgt }E is not
enosugh loes not mean that it dous nnt proYlde a rea%z-mfup ’a51zliﬁswfor
prorressive nature for intervention,. "We <o not sollfar}sg ?u{s hﬁ;A ‘e
~ moment with the illusions of the¢ masscs; but wo nust gtll}sc wh~ ezor s
progressive about these illusions to the utmos?, Jthf?WlSO We are no
rovolutionists, but contemptiblc pedantsh (Spain, p.116).

Of coursc both the mninority and the majority want to dr%ve a wedge
between Gnaltieri an< the masses, But in our viecw, @he mnajority ignore
the real position of the msses, the renl progressive aspect gf thelr
n~tionalism, the rcal opportunities opencd up by the}r QGﬁermlnitlon to
stage a successful dcfonce napainst imperialism.‘AnQ bchin® all of that,
the majority ignore thc renal throat which imperialism poscs. They d? not
look at thc intcernrtinnal balance nof forces, thcoy do not look beyapa the
borders of Britnain and sce the British ruling class nnot as a decnylnz
sccond-rate power, but as in.thc front Iinc of rcactinon as the cutting
edpe of imperialism, :

The mnjority are lecturing the Argentinian workcers about their
chauvinism in precisely those circumstances where it is the nationalism
of those under attack from imperialism that is their first linec of defcnce,
We should be strengthening that line of defcnce - developing it in the only
direction in which it ean be carried throush to victory, rather than giving
lccturcs about how backward arce the workers and the solsicrs in their
starting-point of spontaneous ~nti-imperialism.

) 4

It is our task to exploit contradictions in cvery situation, But we
cann>t dn that if like comrade Carolan we cannot recosnise those contra-
“ictinns in the first place. We cannot do that if we look at the situation,
decide that it is not a renuinc struggle asainst imperialism, and then act
as if we wish it would pgo away. There are only two ways that it will go
away - eilther through a successful impcrialist victory, or through A
successful defence of Argentina dgainst the imperialists. But the majority
who follow Carolan arc not only suilty of wishful thinking which con never
be any cuide to action. Their position, if implomented, would bec a million
tiues worse than mercly irrelcevant. They arc calling for the withdr-wal of
Argentinian troops when it is clear to anyone thot that would mean an auto-
matic victory to Thatcher and the imperialists behind her, It is a‘travésty
of Trotskyism when we adopt neutrality in a conflict betwecen imperinlism
and a neo-colony. It is the essence of scetarianism to detach oursclves

from-the real conflict becausc neither side fits our concept of a gonuinely
anti-imperinlist force. ‘

The icdealism behind the sectarian position
The majority make much of the rights of the Islanders to self deterni-
nation. (We leave aside the fact thnt the demand for self-determination
was e cen as lmportaat by Lenin in particular because it was self determina-
tion from an opprcssive stnte power an the formation of o new nation
state - something which has nothins at all to 4o with self determination

of the islanders for whom it mcans a guarnntcc to stay under the control of

the imperinlists). We beliceve that in this situation, sc¢lf-detcramination
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has to be subsrdinated tr £he abo oo ; : : '
The basis.fogdﬁéiiétgg ;;ngh;vigiggiLﬁ f;}}n§ththc imperinlist invasion.,
document on Polandvby Comf;ﬁoLJohésx ;fg :fY}sh @zg bcgn a;gupd in'the
o _ — o : - 2Ut we would hnve to be honest i
saying that there could nost be anythine £ o wi th code Jnest in
oS”‘Q\ the Islands Arec set to becone tﬂcysigﬁ&oﬁoﬂ:OiWIth'Si}ttdetermlnatlon.When
it i o ‘ ; Jme the © an lmperinlist carrison, Now
e isfgnztﬁied:onsi igiltiz iigth?f.éel? cherﬁantian? p{oviﬂcd that
Telanis are. mot weos call \~“u:b- JQOI}QllSF Ll%btg pr?v1de: that the
e R -~ a8 an luperialist ‘garrison, That is what many of the
couraces in the majority scem to believe, althoush they have been a little
rctﬁgept in saying that openly. But what dnes this position dn - ig lays )
\?i?niltlogs on ?gr supoort for the risht to self detcrmination - it subor-
&xeé§§§§4nnt¢s that right t» consideratiosne of what it mens in relation to
Ked 1mp§r1alist forces an impirialist aggressisn. But that is nreciscly what
we in the minority do opcnly. We say quite clenrly that we ER not accépf
the right of the Islandcrs to call on the inmperinlist fleet to protoct
them..We also sny that in the existing an-? in the forsceable ci%cuMsténces
that is exactly what the right tn s¢lf JActerminntion would ~ctually me-n, !
| q;ﬁk Therof3r9, we cannot suppcrt that right in a2 situntisn wherc it is nething
g&xﬁ“?>@ore or lcss than 'a cover for the imperinlists to launch their attacks., 777
o We say this openly an? we include it in nur positcion -~ rather than dning
what some in the najority o, They say privatcly *hat thev o not iccoét
the right of the Islanders t-~ call for imperinlist wrotcctisn - but then
they sy openly that thoey support the rirsht of the Islanders to solf-
D£>doterminﬁticn when they know full well that it means cealling on the
d} imperialists for protecction,

It -s truc thercfore that our position has as its cost the richt of the
+slanders to self--determination. But that is not simply our choice - it is
a reglity imposcd by the conflict., It is truc thot the Islanders are
victims - Lbut they arc victims first and forremost of impcerialism which has
created this situsation, @eated this war and has us.c the Islancers as 1ts
pawns the whole way through., We find it stran-e that conrade Carolan who
is go quick to dennunce the chauvinism of the Arpgentinian masscs is way off
rnark when it comes to recognising the overt pro-imperialism which blinds
the Islonders and eonfirms them as loyal pnwns of the imperialists. Ve
find it equally stran:ic that comrnade Carolan who has bascd so nuch on the
subjective intentions of Galtieri - to the _oint of ;iving them a power ig
the situation which they could never have, ifasres completely the subjective
intentisns of trhe Islanders to the point of conpiztely denying the pro-
imperialist power that their self deﬁcrmination would hnycc It is strance
that n comrnde who is willing to rush into accusations about the nnture
of the thinking of tha Arpentinian masscs should so easily be able tQAlcave
out the major @oint of the Islanders® conception 9f phemselves,‘¥uch is
1isteﬂ, but what is left out is that they nre A distinct cgmmunlvy.whlqh
regaras themsclves ag inctly British.

Now it is possible in drawing rooci pﬁliticg to draw nent o els which
have no point of contact with renlity. But nelthe? e nor COmrs ¢ Carolan
and the majorli ty are involved in that sort of politics. WG mus; m;ku sure
that we 75 nnt use its methods. We cannot isnore contrailctlopu, c}gvgte
some sur’ace appearan-ss to a signi¥icance gut of 2ll propgrt}op,ﬁlgiore
some other aspects af reality, and then serlous;y cxnect tg ﬂfrlxo i Tq
position for concrete intcrvention., Arguing q?alnst~§epta?1ans, L?Otffy“]
had to warn asainst exactly thesc things - things wilcn Arc all contnined

within the majority position.

Right throushout in fact, the -porsition »f the ;ﬂj@rity reflccﬁé a strong
iafluence of idealism - and i“enlism is the opposite of the Mirx1st o
ethod., For the ifealist, Marxism is at best o set of 1@015. The Str%g:l%
+le to intellcctually convince sthers of the
truth of thosc ideas. Invariably, this luads the id%ﬁ%ist agzy fromt 01
workers and the strursglce for 'truth' bocoms suspeniec above the ac u*
¢lass struggle. For, as is the casc in the Falklonds, the actunl class

3 i ’ i - va v o oMo a a
strucszle in onc country or internitiosnally is always much morc messy an
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for Marxism bceomes the stru’
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tunpure’ than the idealist wants. It is never g;ngine. It is always much
morc unpure than the Marxist wants as well, The di feronc§ is that‘thg
Marxists sec in thc cxisting conflicts the progressive polntg fgr.lntcryona
tion, thc points which can be developed in o revolupionary derCtl)ﬁz Th?
idcalist sces only the (istanece betwcen his or her 1Qea of trgth,,ana what
is rctunlly happening, For the idenlisli, thc only thing that }s really
sonuine is his or her ideas. But we say that those ideas are irreclevant, ‘
ﬁnlpss they arc tnken through interventiosn int»o the class strugsle. I@edllsm
nay secit finc when the question is onc of discussion with left rcformists.
We can nlways give them our picture of truth, ant show how ronlity deviates
from it. But the samc icdealism ncans ultimatism and sectarianisiz when we try
to usc it as A basis for intervention. Or, morc often than noty we try to
use it as 2 substitute for intervention. If they arc objoctiye about it,
the majority comrades will sce that this is what hns happoned 2s far as
their positisn in rclation to Argentinian workers anc soldicrs is concerncd,
The main thing that we have to offcer them is 2 lecture about how wrong
their ideas arc. We have made propaganda about our poals, without showing
workers a way of moving from their existing levels of consciousness and
their existing actisrs, to thosc :cals., We stress nonin, s> that there can
be no ¢ nfusion, that wc arc in no way bowins to the existing lovel of
consci usness of the Argentinian workers. On the contrary, we arc trying to
anlerstand it fully, to scc the contrn’ictions within it preciscly s> that
we will be 2ble to develop it in a revolutionary lircction. But instend of
that, we, throu h the majority, come to hiyld a position which, if put into
practice, woul” mecan exactly the opposite of what we sny we want nsst - the
defent of dnperialism,. Our position for the withdrzw~:l »>f the Argentinian
troops could never mean that - all it could mean is an casier victory for
Thatcher, Neither our weakncess in methnl, nor the disastrous consequences
of our pnlicy ;> awny when we wrap thom up with rcevolutionary propasanda,
Propaganda which mnkes no connection with the existin: situatisn does not
corrcct the faults of ifealism. On the contrary, it is cxactly becausc the
majority are using idcnlism thnt they can comc to proluce propn .nndi which
h~s no connection with renlity. It is propa ~nd~ which either icnores, or
tells thoe workers to reverse the mnin foctor which ~r-uses them at the
moment - their sprntanenus hatred of imperialisn. I is propaian©a which
calls for an immelinte revolution (funnily enough, when it is the majority
who arc stressing how much the workers have becn iverted) without basing
that call on the existins mass mobilisatisns.,

The comrades in the majority have seen the nositinn that we would arsuc
to Argeninian workers. It is a p-3ition which connccgs very @irectly with
the cxisting 1cvel of spontnmneous anti-imperinlist militoncy. Comrades may
think whnat they will of ii., But ey cannont scriously arrsuc that it fnils
to take up the qucstion of Aecpening the wedge between Galticri and the
nasses. They cannot scriously argue that it fails to show a way forwnrd
to decpen and extend towards the builling of a workers government, what
exists 2% the moment. They cannot really argue thot it fails to give us a
class bascd program for interventinn. )

We know that therc arc somc comrades who devalue the ilea of our
preparing and developning an interventionist position for Argentina,., They
correctly sce thelr own irrclcevance in the situntion. Rut for Trotskyists,
our own irrelevance Jdovs nit frec us, so that we can h»l< positions base:d
on misconceptions, arrivcd it by the wrong mctho’s, “nl “disastrous in their
objective conscquences., How can we seriously be strugglineg for any rele vance
inside the working class anywherc if we arc incapable of sceilng the actual
situntion as it is an? a way forward in that situation, cven if we nrc not
yet lea”ins the workers involved? Toay we arc inevitably isnl~ted becausc
the mass of the working class is un’er the lea’'ership of the Stalinists and
reformnists. But this does not mcan that we have to bocone confirmed in nnd
strenpgthen that isolatisn, ~dospting meth>ls which can never break it down
or end it. But that is preciscly what thce majority comradcs arc doinz when
they 1look at the Arescntinian workcers nnt sollicrs 2and scc only thelr lenders
an' thelr wrong i'eas. That is exactly what they arc oing when they sec
the only rolc for us as exolrining whot is wrons with the 1'leas of the
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?puntgncously anti-imporialist masses? No, we muét start off by rccognising
what 18 progressive in that spontaneous mnti-isperialiss ~Wo must sﬁfétsﬁ??
by seeing the lincs which arc already existing %etwéén Gélfi*fi and Eh“ ’
nasses, rather than by breaking thosc lincs dSwn an ovcin; :nl Ton .
chauvinist mase. § ST o one

S \ 3 ar s sinuine., There are ~lwnys nistakes and
ulgments of backward thinking in the workine class, there always will be
while ﬁhcy are un'ler rc¢formist and Stalinist lcnders. But we éﬂnnot rctreat
from tgose situations, wc have to preparc oursclves to move into those
§1tuat13ns. We have to sec what is pronressive bencnth the surface and bring
}t to the fore, Now, time an? again it sccms hat we c-n do this when we N
1nte?vune in Britain., Never do we sce the workers as complctely victimes of
the }deas of their leaters, Never 4o wc basc our asscssnmonts of struggle on
the immedinte subjective intcntions of thosc who lea” them. W ﬂthyé\lOQk
for and point to the underlying class dynamic. %e never basc oursclves on
ghe assessment thnat thse strugrsles which arc untlert-ken arc not gcnuine,
We nlwnys look for the progressive clement in thewm to develop, Thon that is
how it must be with all struggles, everywherc. There is nothing cspecially
fenuine about a workers strurslc becausc it sceurs in the fromework of a
ra0c union, rather than an anti-imperinlist mass uovement, Its meaning is
given to it, not by its orsanisational framcwork, nnt by those who ¢l it,
but 2bove nll, by the bal-nce of forces, by thce mobilisation, by the issues
which arc expresscd, in whatcver distorted form in it, by the workers whi
arc arouscd throush it.

If we believe that the only genuine workers strusfsles can occur unider
rceformist leaderships of one kind, insteadl of refourmist lceaderships of
another, then we arc making 2 bad mistake. We are meoking thoe same nmistnke
if we believe that the only gcnuine workers stru.+les which can occur are
within the framework of the type of workers orgnnis~tion which has beon
consnlilated in the nmost advanced countrics. The only thing that woe can say
about workers strurrles in nass refornist trade unions, 1nl workcers strusales
in mass reformist anti-imonerinlist movemcents is thnat they arc likely to occur
in 'iffecrent parts of the world - the former in the nore ~lvanced, the
latter in the more backward, Bro~dly spe-king, the type of org-nisation
thryugh which workcers strus-le. mirror the level of Jevelopment of the
socicty. It would be a2 stranme kind of Marxism incecd which sugzcsted that
the »nly senuine strugslcs were thosc which could occur only in the more
advance< countries. This is not in any way to sugiest that independent workers
orpanisntions arc not onc of the most important factors in any strugrle. But
it is to surpcst that workers strussles can take on levels of independence
which arc not bnsed on thc types of organisatinn thot existed the day befoe.
And it is to . usgest the level and farm of or-eanis~tisn of the working
class will not in themsclves teic whether the strup:les of workers arc
gzenuine or noat. Wc¢ cannot throw aw~y Trotsky ~nd thc unlerstonding of the
political implicntinns of uncven and combincd “evelovpment, s0 2s to be avble
to dismikss the anti-imperialism in Arcentinn as not genulne,

Behind thce surface in Apguntina, there are the makiunes of a completely
senuine anti-imperialism. It can be brausht to the fore in the strugile to
defend a:-inst the imperinlist nttack. Put ~nsother way, it will receive a
hegvy blow if, at the very momont it is most arouscd anl widespread, the
soontaneous anti-imperialism of the masscs is confronted by an imverialist
victory - =n action in which inperinlism shows its ability to reeover its
property an? disciplinc those who act agninst 1t, Comrade Carolan 2pes not
sec this, In fact, he cannot. 411 he can sec is the junta, ant its victory,
ansd its defent. The masscs are a mere sha'low or mirror imasje - a mindless,
dircctinnless complctely controlle’? passive tool in the hands of Gnltieri,
But in re-lity, it woul’ never be the¢ junt~ who defented the inperinlists,
It would always be the solfiers, thc real conscripts, fuelled mnybe by
illusinns avout Galticri, maybe the victims of nntional chauvinisnm, but
fuelled nls» in their detcermination by 2 leep ~nd wideshread spontancous
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anti-imperinalism. A victory ngainst the imperinlists woulld fanjthe flanes
of anti-imperialism. More than thrt, it woul?l create better and better
conditions for Trotskyists to point to the anti—impcr'alist'strength of
the armed masscs and their ability to take cverythin; they need from '
imperinlism. Comrndc Carnlan Iocs not an’ cannot scec this because he 1s
blindc by what he is lookin: ~t - not the anti-imperinlism of the masses
(beccause it is not zcnuine) but the chnuvinism of Galticri, which hc then

transfcers to thce massos.

The majority position causcs sdlie confusion amongst comrades, Is it 2
war botween two brondly simil-r capitalist powcers? Is it a wnr between an
imperialist power anl 2 non-imperialist country? Is &t a war betucen two
broa’ly similar capitnlist powcrs which will losc their broad similaritics
if the one trics to invade tic other? Is 1% o war between leclining '
imperialism an? sub-imperinlism? All these positions and others are held
amonrst the majsrity. That is why they are now berinnings to reveal an
opposition to the TILC position. In this context, SO has “onc a lisscervicce.
It has, in an ~ttempt to cqualisc our horror at Galticri an Thatcher,
failcd completcly to show the r nl link beticen the iupcrialist puppet
Galticri and thc impcrialist masters for whom Thatcher now acts, If there
~rc conr~'es who start thinking that things unicr Brl in would be bettcr, 72

‘or st-rt thinkin: that it is the Argentinians who have denied the risht to

sclf Jetoerminntion an” conclule that in somc way it misht be r.ostored under
the Bpitish, thon we cannot really be surpriscd, The product of idealism,
fabricatinon, distortion an? scparation from renlity arc never surprising in
the lepths of eonfusion they proluce.

But on this question, we cannot just look ant scc whether Galticri is
likely to fall. As the mnjority comrnafics point out, we are first and ‘
foremost concerncd with workers strusrles. We cannot arrive at our positions
of intervention by basins oursclves on thinking (cspecinlly when it is
idealist wishful thinking) on what is likcly to happen above the heads of
workers. Nor con wo base »ur position on the desire to sce Gpltieri fall,
We have to bmsc our position, insofar =s it rclates to Galticri's hold on
power, on our dosire to scc the workins class bring him lown. Demoraliscd,
sufferin: larrse casunltics, the victims of bloody imperialist disciplinc -
the working class will have ¥ko ~utomatic alvantage if “qltieri is brought
Jown- to be rcplaced by annther Galticri, RPecause {_ ltieri as 2n individual
is not importont. What is iwmportant iz thc class an? the socizl layer on

“behalf of whom he rulcs - tho capitalists and the military. There could be

no bencfit if G,lticri fell, to be replaced by his shadow, above th. heads

“of the demoraliscd workers, More than that, it is prociscly in such

circumstances, after they have stood together asainst the imperialists and
lost, thnt worker can most casily be turncd agaipst worker as opportunists
jockey for position above their heads.,

Wh-tever position we cmerge with, it must be agrecd that we are not
just standins on the side lines, hopin: that Galtieri pgets smashed. We have
to sive that hope rcal content - by whom, under what circumstances,; through
what proccess.

But there is morc than that. We must recognise that the imperialists who
prop up the Galticri repime would be strengthened - in their direct
influence over the regime, through any defeat of Argentinn, Galticri might
2o, but thec cnpacity of thce iwperinlist to prop up the regime that follows
would not - on the contrary, it woul:d bc many times grcotcr. Alrcady we sce
the imperialists starting the process of nppointins thc successer to
Galtieri - with Lami Doso as the favouritce at the mowment. Sven morc o we
scc how questi»ns of national rizhts arce involved when we sce the imperinl-
ists potting ready to use their war as the menns to appoint the next
Arsentinian government. ' '

But as we have argued, o Jeafeat for the imperialists, even if delivered

“un’er the army commanl of Galticri, wouldl open up possibilities which are

the cxact opposite - possibilitics for o working, class emboldened by a



16. -

success it sves as its own to move forw~rd, An? such ~ victory wo.ld quite
ikcly mean the downfall of Thntcher. Even if they think that A i;ngigﬂ is $
2nha_p“r with Pritain, the majority comr - 'cs will surcly aécep% that tﬂe )
British have o far nore ipmortant internationnl rolc as A primary carricer

and pro?ector of impcrialism, This means that the nature Hf the Pritish

ru?lﬁo is a quesvion of immediate internntiosnal importance becausc the

British rulins class is ~n impcrinlist ruline cless. Insten” of blinding
oursclves to this fact by nonscnsc about the - c11111 role of ﬁritniﬁ we
should be makin: quitc clesr the sreat dan~cr of o bloodthirsty‘rovimé:

RY

cmboldencd by military victory h- 11 way across the worll, strenrthenced by
the failurc of any sirnificant workine class oppocitisn an the nctive
support of the Labour loaders to the nti-iupcrinlist mnass internationnlly,
It scoms almost inconceivalle that we shoul: chossc this woment, when
British iwmporialism haslounched the bizpest post-war inva ion farcc h2l{ way
across the world and is in the process of winnins 2 blooly victory 4 to i
announce that British power is declining., The Arseatinian workers and those
millions of others whose suffering is norc ncutu'ench,day beenuse of the
tishtencd chains of Pritish in 3LrlulloN would laush in our faces ans tell us
to-come down from our cloud, '

Ultimatism does not make the weaknesses of the mojority 2o away - it makes
them worse, The mriority comr~lcs in effect call for an imm .'“atce fcneral
strike and a revolution. But in ronlity, they o belicve that the Apsentin-
ian workers can freo thomselves of the backwnrd rcenctionary ch-uvinism, In
other words, thcy know that tnuy 2rc putting forward 2n ultimatist position
which can make no material impact on the Argsentinian workcers. Rehin? their
ultim~tism is a decp pessinisn 1bout the capagity to respon?! to any pro-
gressive leaership +f the Arsentinian workors, ¥e o not call for an
immedintc revolution. But wherce the majority can sce only probulous,
weaknesses :and backwar?ncess, we sce controdictions, the roenl progressive
¢lenent of mass mobilis.a sp ntancous anti-imperinlist s.ntiments, anc a

real way forward from the sartome point which actunlly cxists. Becausc
whethor we like it or not, the shole Argentininn working class (with the

tiny exceptions discoverel by “efoatists in the Tritish left) re.nrd them-
selves as in an anti-imperinlist strursle. The mnjority have mnde too much

of a distorted view of the way in which the islanders scc themsclves. Now it
is time to takce proper account of the stru~;1l¢ that the Apgentinian working
class see themsclves as fishtings. They have created a starting point which,
with all its contralictions, wc can dgnore only if we are scctarions, The
fact is that therc is necver crente?l a perfect situation of strug-le., The
workin~ class do¢s not cverywhere comprisc ﬁniy cwnsc'ﬁus revolutionarics,

We are not everywhcere in the lenlership o»f the workin Those two facts
mean that if we want to have anythins to o with the “les of workers, we
have to start off from the unscnuinc, messy, non-renl struriles which workers
thimselves arce in. That is how it is. JLt that is only part of the story. The
other part is that cven with thoir backwarl conscitusness, even behind their
reformist leaders, workcers arce gtill the T‘Vﬂlhtl3“iry class, they arc still
thrown intn strus-lcs which can be develope? in o rovolutionary “irection,
there arc always pro ~ressive c¢loments in their spontancous militancy. We
crgqtb for sursclves A mothoa” an? 2 role which suarantecs our own irrelcvance
We sit an”® tn l~ to cnch other ~bout an &lenliscd, istorting, irrelevant and
simply falsc iden of truth, while the real truth is beins crented in the real
worl?l - in the¢ strur:les which actually cxist. '

We sny to nll our conrades: the mnjority ‘cfine =2 post imporialism into
existonce. They Adefine the strur-rle for national richts 2nd Jlemocratic demande
out of existence., They proscnt o vicw an’ concention of the strusszle anl the

rolc of the Pritish rulins class which is bosct 2n o fistorted view rostricted
to within nntisnal bordcrs. They have no roal oosition for the Argentinian
workcers -~ and then try to compensate by nbstracted propaganlism and ultimatism
which mnke thinrgs worsc. They frccze the masscs an® Golticri into one static
bloc an?l cannot sce who is ¢oins whoere. They roject the unsses in strusgle
gs chauvinist bocausc >f the nnturc of their loalers, Thesc are the features
of sectorianism -~ they arc the features of 2 motaod which would ~t best
confirm our own irrclcvance for all time. Weo must rcjoct thenm. 11,6082




