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[TY ON THi FALKLANDS ISSUE

FALKLANDS: “COMMUNITY" - OR COLONY?

Time after timc from the very first EC draft resolution onwards, thc
comrades of thc majority have besun their analysis of the Falklands cvents
from the position and rights of thc islanders. Typically the statenment runs
something like this: ;

"The war was about rival claims to the Falklands. The Falklanders arce, and
for 150 years have been, a distinct community, with a distinct and separate
territory, displacing no-one¢, oppressing no other community, Neither
Britain nor Argentina has any valid claim over this community. The rival
governments fought .for possession of the islands to boost their rospective
positions at home and to promote themsclves as powers in the world (Britain)
or in the region (Argentina).n

The sleight of hand is to talk of the islands always in terms simply of
eople living on them, as some kind of autonomous classless '“community". But
in fact the Falkland Islands are, and for 150 years have becn, a British
COLONY offshore from Argentina,

The colony was seized from the young Argentine nation in 1829, The Argen-
tinc garrison was cvicted by British military force, lcaving the islands .
uninhabited except for British pcrsonnel, Only sincc then has thc "distinct:
community™ ariscn, made up of British peoplc, who have risorously cjected
any would-be Argentine immigrants. The reason why the islanders "oppress
nobody" on the islands is because of this rigorously chauvinist policy of
excluling non-British pcople. The reason why they arc "culturally distinct"®
is this samc rcfusal to allow in foreigners. Their "listinct tcrritory" is
not theirs at all; but a British outpost seccurcd - now as in 1829 - by
British imperialist armed force, and tilised in two world wars as a
stratesic naval base dominating the Czpe.
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The “'community"™ on the islands is today in reality almost cxclusively a ~
community of Carctakers for the islands' British owncrs - the Coalite cowmpany
anc a handful of British l-ndowhcrs. They are no more an “independent®

\Q community than the Pritish workers on the Islc of Wight, Their very houscs in
thce company settlements ore swned by Conlite - and on rctirement they are
forcibly cjected from "their® community by the islands? real owners,

And the fact that 1,800 of them still live on the islands - and sone, by a
burcaucratic quirk in thv Torics? latcest rncist lesislation have lost their
British passports - docs not in thc least 2lter the fact that economically,
militarily an? politically thc islands recmain today what they were in 1829
a British colony secized from Apgentina. An? the Argentine people have time and
agaln over the pnst 150 years made it abs~lutely plain that they rczard the
issue as a rcal and o live one, an odutstanding zricvance asainst British
imperialism,

We, too, should scc it that wny. The elimination of the vectiges of
colonial rule is part of our prosramme, as well as being, a key co-mponent in
the strugsle for national independence,

Does that then oblise us to advocate at all times, under 2ll conditions,
the forcible invasion of the islands - or to support such action wheon taken
by the Argentine junta? No, indecd, we can recosnisc that the issue exists
without nrkin~ it an any way a primary pole of our n-itation: the elimination
of the British imperinalist relic in the Malvinas would for us be onc of the
later rather fhan one »f thc first actions of a rcvslutisnary workers!
government in Argentina,

In nsscssing the inmportance of. the issuc, wo lsok first at numcrous ques-
tions, nnot at 1l directly relatcd to the status ~f the islands or its
inhabitants, Dcocs such an invasion liber~te scctions >f oppresscd Argentine
workers? Does it advance the strugglc.against the noast tansible forms of
imperialist oppression and cxploitatinn - the multinational firms and banks,
or the military junta armcd to the tccth by imporialism? Having rotaken the
islands, can they be seriously lefended ag“lnst an impcrinalist ‘military
onslaught? Or is it simply nn a-venture?

Amon these consideratinns there is also the question of the islanders,
Revolutisnaries Jo not scek to bocome "™missionarics with bayonets", The
strugsle aszainst colonial rule should scek to mobilisce the exploited masses

.within the colonies themselves - not sinply woge an attack from the outside

There arc conditions, hwwever, where o rcvolutionary workers! govcrament
might disrcgard the factor in the case of a strateric imperinlist outpost
like the Falklands: for instance-if it became clear that the imperinlists
were intcnt upon utilising the islands as a basc of opcr'xt::.r»mD a: ainst
revolutionary strussles in Latin Amcrica -

But whilc they reprcscnt a moral/solitieal problem, the existence of an
expatriate colonial "community" s:ould certainly not be secn as a principled
objection to the rctqklnf by Argentina of territory stolen by imperialist
armncd force. ’ '

Our objcction to the Arsentine invasion shnuld not have been one of principle,
but a tactical objection: that this w2s not the risht time or wethod for
rctaking the islands; that it was a hopeless adventure and a diversiosn fron

he class strurgle in Argentina designoed to balster a flageing junta; that it

focussed anti-imperialist militancy on the wrongs prinary targets; an! that
»in doing so 1t cncouragcd Ar‘Cntlnb workers to irnore the workers on the
gFalklands theuselves,

On bal-nce thercfore it was corrcct to opposc the invnosi on, But the
majority, in “educing this position from the “rights® of the islanders,
procecds to turn upsilc down 1its whole analysis of the situation.
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Arc the isl-niers cntitlcd to "seli-dcotoerminatiantt?
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gf’"Far Lenin, the demand OF the right to nationnl self-determinatioson was an

;antiuiquriﬂlist “enond, To e anilicable it required first anld foremist

to be adiresscl to a senuine nation - a nationnl uinority sppressed by
vlmporiallsm. o

The Falklenders arce not a nntion - theoy arc an cxnatriate company work-
force sponsore? by imperinlism, They o not wish to scver their tics with

“Britain., They arc - with the Gilraltari-ns - amon the strongest advocates

T,
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of British colonial rule, In this scnse doepitc the rudeness and violcnce of
their arrival, ond the mess an oxtenle? sarrison will make, the arrival sSf
the Pritish troops gave the islonders their ¥sclf-determination, :

The rabil pro-British chouvinisw >f thesce isl-onis workers is of course
dressed up k7 the mnjoriiy as the Falklands f'inational culture', as sonething
to> he dcfcende? against the ravages of Argentine noationalists. Indeed while
n> words seem to seathing for the mrjority®s condemnation of the cntire
Argentine worzers‘ movcnent as Mchauvinist", thce Falklnaders' nntisnal
prcjudices - 2 cct c¢cho of the chaouvinism of their British jwmwcrinlist
aponsors - arc l"noryc Instea? we are called up»n to uphold tiais 150-year
tratition of raci~lism and chouvinism n2s the distinsuishing feature of
the Kelper fmation®, This 'culturnl? criterion has nothing to @ with
Leninism - if anythin~ it is the najority who have reverted to bourgeois
nationalisn, :

But we shoull nlsn ask the majority wherc thoy stnnd now on the situnz-
tion in the Falklonds, Thce isl-nders® sclf-determinntion is now.thc pretoxt
for the uCVOlOUﬂ”nt of a substontial imperinlist basc that will rceoresc nt a
chullﬁnﬁe to any devcloping revolutinnory strusrles in Latin America an? will
remnin a direct affront to the massces of Lotin Amcrica.

Should we still say that the "rights® of thoesc Zritish oxpatrintces nust
still be scen as param>runt in the situation - superscding the rizhis of
millisns of workers throsushout Latin Americn?

The mnjority comrales of coursc »ppase’ the scnling »f the flect, But
while they have argsued stronpgly for the ﬁ¢thﬂrﬁwa1 of the Arsoentine forces
from the islands and casti~atel the fchauvinist® Argentine workers, wthey

have at no piint called for the islnonders to unite with the Argentine
sworkers'! movement in “-nnndinc the withdrawnal of the British forces, or

spellcd out 2 class line for this so-czlled fnation®, The arsunont about
sclf-Adeteriinntion is thus a clossless abstraction, using Leninist termino-
losy to avoid a concrcete nnalysis nd tnil-end. the polltlcal nrejulices rife

in a miniscule chmpnny scttlement,
L]

Argentina-~ ouL—lmocrl(ll t or victim of inpcri-lisu?

Since the Arsentine junta is, according tn Cheir view, without justifi-
crtion trampllng upon the poarancunt rights of 2 sm~ll Ynatiosn'™ in the
South Atlantic, the mnjority concludes from this that the invasion -
sccking ts liquidate o chlony - is Wpini-coloninlisu® - or cven Msub-
imperinlism™.

"Sub-imperialism® hns been utilise? as 7 co vbnlcnt expression bocouse
it neatly cvades the questicn »>f whether Arpentina is in fact on imperialist
country or whether in rcality it remnins a ruthpr stronqer Al MOTC deve 1opcd

‘natisn amon; those unler the thualb of imperintlism.

The evasiosn is important for the c-mracdes, becnusc they rce nznise that
if we arc to follow Lenin®s line of analysis, then no matter how reaction-
ary the leadership »f the ‘Arpcentine junta, and no matter whethor they
indecd struck first at British imperialism and triggered the war, 1f
Arpentina is an oppresscd rather thon on oppressor nation uhun we arc
Hblised to defend it asainst lmpc¢lﬂllst attack. .
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Lenin for instonce in 4 Caricaturce o

*

Finryism and Impericlist Economisn,

qustes his own pomphlct ¢n Soci~lism

WiSocialists h-ve rorarded e b fecnce of the f“thcrlunc, or
'defensive! wars as lesitinnte proproseive an” just'™ only in the scnue'of
"overthrowing alic \pprgﬂq133" It cites ~n cxoanple: “Persia arninst
Russina, Metc!, and c*rzys: "These would be just and defensive wars, lrrespec-
tivqﬁsyljrwsz,uW” be the first to ~ttack: any soci- t “ould wish the
oppressc cndent 2nl uncqu- i“:Cﬁub§‘v1btij SVGT LHC 0p rcssir, sSlave-
hoTlding nnJ prodqt@ry"VGrca*f Powcrs.t (5. 109

Lenin's definition hore is us. ful. Socinliets, he arsues, favour the
victory notl sinply »f »oprcessc? nation~l mintrities in strusgilce for the right
to scecede from larger states =~nd fornm their own statc, but the defence of
politicolly intopenient - M“oppresscd, dependent an? uncqual states™, when
they cnter = stru» 21c with the imperinlists,

Argentina plainly is not an oppressor nation (thoush the modern state

was born from the nhysical liqulﬂﬂblﬁn »f the notive Indinn popul~tisn); it
h2l4ds no other pcoples in subjugationg it is plainly dencndont foir its
development upon decisiong made by the imperinlist banks and multinationals
and it is sclf-cvidently unegqual to imaxrialist Britain on any scrious

couparison, As sociclists we
Woppressor, slave-holding and

should seck the victory of Argentina over the
preaatoyry?

RBrit~in.

This referonce is useful becausc it un’crmines the recurrent argurcnt of
the mnjority comradus that inm rnising the issuc of Apgentinats dopenlence
upon imperialism we are overstupping the limits of Lenin's c¢all for sclf-
determonntinn, Arc we poerhaps pursulng some accomo latian to the petty bour-
gceols uteopia 2f cconnmic nationalism and nutarchy? Wns Lenin's view simply

')
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In answer t5 her, Lenin
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boath necess~ry and achievable short
ist world daminatiﬁn.

But it is wronr >f ctnrade C-~ralan t
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saw it in fact
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is inva2lved
conponent Hf the strusslce
)bocraok of imverialist contral - the mwnopoly

prlitical indoencendence was

these lines is that Lenin is not
rclationshin between national
cvcn quite late »n in the
sismns that Lenin had perhaps

»f Perilanent Rovislution,

r.untcd annroaach than is »ffered

n>t be full equality »f
nomic incoti»n »ver the
sclf-lcternindtion

hore could
Anam

tical n-~tionnl

self-deterninntion was first znd
e d"rﬂnW for formal indepenlence wns
the coaplete lestruction »f imperial-

5 deduce from this that Lenin argucd

in the n=«ti->n2l strurrle. He
2f the nnsses ﬂﬁalnst the
vawer »f finance capnital to

~’dictate the ance »f development and levels ~f exploitation on o world scale.
Lenin points sut that dircet coloninl rule is 'nly gne of o varicty of forms

‘throu-h which finnnce t2l can oxercl
systen of cxploitation, For this reason
be resisted by the imperinlists, <nes
stran~lchol:,

capit

n-

ise its ¢ ntr-l and nresurve its
frrmal independence, thoush it may
st of itself break the imperialist

Anl that stranslchold is not simply »n the echnomic windpipe of the
mindcpendent® backward countrics but thrsuch fts econmic power, imperialisn

has morce or lcos shaped

the nolitical ctructur s and

rU'lmuu.



It is precceiscly the tenurus sscein

1 g »f the sa2ll and relavively
weak nntive Apgontine brurgcoisic - up as~i
c
p!

3t~ rass workcers movement in o

ns
rclatively modcern chpdt-list ccontny - wbj h cxploins the curisus populist
T ’

politics of Peronism, ~n’ the repeste?d rosart of the Argoentine copitalists
to military dictatorships when the mass nmovencent anpecars nut >f control,

The ailitary Jjuntas that have c.ne to power reoresent an attemnt By
national capitrlists to prescrve thelr ocwn "indepenilent® interests: but at
same tinc as guardians ~f capitolist rulce ~nd ruthless opponcnts of revslu-
tisnary strugelc they are W”ICﬁmcu, snonsHorsd and politically/militeorily
assistcd by the dimpeorialists, who usc thoem ns su~rantors of thelr intercst
payments.

Lenin stroesses that the "noliticnal supcrctructurce”™ of inperi-lism monns

the change #ffom democracy to politicol reactiont, mgvrlallb 5 ukb to
"violate demncracy™ in the nntionnl guostion too: in other words the bankers
of the imperialist countrices seck to assert thedlr control over the peoplos o
the oppresscd natinns. Lonin oxplnains how this happons:

"Is it cconomicnlly possible in the era »f finznce chpital t4 eliminato

competition even in a forcisn state? Certainly it is. It is donc thr wusch =

riva}*s financinl “coenidence ~nl acquisition »f his shurces »f raw artorinis
and cventunlly of 21l his entorpriscs.

"The American trusts arc the supreme expression of the cconomics of
imserialisn or mﬂn)ooly copitalism. They ¢» not c nfinc themsclves to
cc nonic menns of eleiminating rivals, hut constantly rcsort to »olitical,

¢n criminal nwthwap. It wouldl be the rreatest nistake however to belicve
that the trusts c-onnot c¢stablish this monopaly By purcly ccononmic mothsds,
Re~lity proviics ample pronf that this is tachicvablc': the trusts undcermine
their rivals! crelit throuch the banks (the owners of the trusts boeconme
the owners of the tanks, buyins up sharcs); their supply of f mnterinls (the

owners of thu trusts becone the owners of the r-~ilways, buying up sharcs); for

a cortnin time the trusts sell kelow cost, spending millions oo this in
orflcr to ruin ~ convctitor ~nd then tuy up his cnterpriscs, his s>urces of
raw materinls (ninc 1~nd ctc)e.. Econoniic nnnexation is fully achicvable
with-out p)lit;ggl_;nncxation) ~nd is widely proctiscd.t

Does this mcan that we adv acntc petty bourseois cceonsmic nationalisn? Noj
but it means that we rocognisc that in the oppresscd countries there is the
dircet exploit~ti-n of W\rk're by Armentince capital, couple’ with the
Additionnl burden >f the cxploitation of the ﬁr»~1t113 ceon.

.

iy by imperinlisn,

It me~ns that we lo not looscly chuck ar und the term fsub-1i mnorinlistt to
refoer to a2 country which is the victim of iaperinlism, proviaing super-
profits to the inpecrinlist bonkers, and - in this capacity - helping to
financc the "normal®™ pirlldmvnturj forms an? norms, the demacratic rigths
sharcc by workcrs in the impcrinlist countrics,

“iThore arc lics, lomncd lics - and statistics!

Thot about ~11l the atatistics trotted sut by the mnjority ty ghaw
‘Arrontina is no longor a victim of inveri~list cxploitation? Those figures
are £Hr the most p{f%"pntlrclj spperficinl. Ref.rcnces for instance to
Argontinats allsged (but untracc?) €30 billinn in asscts held oversias arc
th anly unsubstantinted but dcceptive, That figurce, cven if ;cnuinc, would

have to include sums in the accounts and offices of Arrontine-based firms -
whether or n>t thansse firms are ~ctunlly Argontinc-ownel or controlicd, It
Would include large -mounts of fixed aszots, an'! ruciprocal sharchollings in
multinatinnls which in turn milk the Arcatine cconoiny - and mnany other
clencnts - most of which arc. largely 1rrbluv“ht to an assessnent of Argen-.
tina's porition rclative to imperialism.

M

We con notc that there is ng couparable figure oifcered by theo najority
to mesoss the ¥illions investod by the iwmperialists in Arpentina - yicldin?
rich »nickinzs. The majority is silsnt on the fact thot Hut of Argentina's
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top 120 conpnanicsy 80 nrc forcizn-owne? - 39 of then Ly the USA. Of the
top 20, ninc are ~iant forei.n concorns,. Ardentinn pays g4 tillion in o
intcrest payncnts to the imperialist hrnks cach yenr,.

Far fron bhoing an irrclevance or a petty btourscois diversion, the
stru;slc against this 1ggel »f cxplcitation by imperi-lisn is a koy
componcnt of the mslilisnation af the Arscntine workine class. Our prosranmne
is not notional capit-lism, Lut internnti-nal socialism, But socialism in
Ar:entina demonds f7 - ost mass actisn Laﬁt w1ll breok the srip
of imperialisn, Far fron i \1y cchoing: the chruvinisn of the juntn or the
Pcronists, the ~nti-impciialisa of the aArsentine wohrkers is a progrossive
frctor, cxpreesing their class hiostility to the system which cxploits them,
We should not be scetting cur faces aainst such o mass aovement but inter-
vening withdn it to draw the class lince o ~zast the petty Lourgeois and hour-
#eols notionalists,

Lenin points sut thnt "ot infre quently, (notalbly in Austrin and Russia)
we fin! the bour, cviyic of the opprossed natizae talking of noatiosnal rovolt,
whilc in ar“ctlcc it entcrs 1nto reactionary comd nets with the hoursenisie

‘~

of thc oppressor nation hind the backs of and 2inst its 2wn people, In
such casce the criticism ~f rcevoluticnnry Marxists sinould Le dirceted not
arainst the natisnnl wovenient but assiast its Q¢ rndation, vulsarisation
and agninst the tentoncy to reduce it to o netiy squabble® (l“l( p.40).

oz

Let us 2lsc point sut that in esndennine, the minority for "&conomic
nationalisu®, and rojectin, any an-lysis of the impoerial ist ccononic
oppression of Arcentinn, the mnjority c-mrodes ~re nat cven consistent. Their
own attempt to hrand Anccntina as 'ou —‘*“O!; 1ist® rests heavily on the
fact that Argentina Mexcerts influwnce™ aver Urujuny and Paracsuay ond has
extende: 1omns to Bolivial! In alditi»n the territorial “isnute with u&lle
is cited as cvidence of an Vimporiaiist" forcirn policy,

A challonse to Leninist thoory

Howcever in puttin:s forward the cencent of Ysub-imperinlism® in the
context of Latin Apmcricn, the majorrity are cagnoed in a fundamental junking
of Leninist analysis, Imporialist: the Hishost Staso of Capnitalisn and
suvscquent writings definc inmpe.ialism ot srinnrily in terms 5f the
chrlonial dominatisn of the imperialist E?Bntrlc but of the monopoly
control of imperislist finance c.ital. This neant that thr.u b Thoir
control over the pursc-strin:s -f cconwmic developrient the imperialist
bankers and imperialist-owncd trusts worce 2klc to eminnte the under--evel-
‘0pLa cenneories - 2 cven fading former coloaial powers in which industrial
development wns.loss advonced (such as Portu-al),

Was Lenin wron:? Or has this monopoly since boen broken? Has Arcentin
escnped the many varicl wmechanisms of imperialist ceontrel in order to
cstablish itsclf 2mon: thoe controllcrs »f iuperinlist finance caylt‘l,
ranking now on o par with the apparcently faded »nrestisze of Britain, or with
Japan, CGermnny and Franco? ‘

The quecstion is rlﬂlcul us because the answers. s s> obviosus. The Lrsoen-
tinc economy is adlvanced rc1~tiVe to> other 'Third dsrldt countrics, hut
remains an appendage of the banks in London and New York, The monopoly has
not btoen broken, thou~h tho relationship of fsrces between the imporialist
powers has shiftced scvernl tinmcs since world war sne, and a few canitnlist
rcoimes nove found increnscd Larsainin strencth particularly dince world
war two, The inperiniist financicrs still Jhmianste the world and read
super-profits from supposelly "lﬂﬂuybﬂl@ﬂ'” coruntries, We nee” not a
coapletely new thonry »f irperialism and "sul-—i ocriclism® “ut 2 CEOTS
developed analysis of the relationship betwecn national choital nnd impeorial-
ist financc capital in the ospwresscd c-untrics,

Whither Pcrmnancent Rovolution?
Plaialy if the wh-lc political anl ecasnic wny hag been redrawn since
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. Lenin and Trotsiy, then the craclusions are wide-ronching. If for instance
the strus-lc arainst luwnerialism censcs with the formatinn of iD= nendent
statce then there are few 1f any parts 3§ the world Wﬂ :re the Theory of
ﬁVp ‘5urm“ppnt Revolutiocn hns any re 1bv“nc

jiiizs If the natiosnal strursle is o dead issuc in 211 tut old f shioned cnlonie
we are left with the 6 countics of Ircland (Mh Sige c- arnde Crrolnn ~osures us
Pcrmancnt Rgwolution is not relevant), Gibralter -~n< Hong K,nj (»nurc
presunally the majority must ocho their Falklands sf'wcn And ‘uf :nd the
(imperialist) "natinnal culturce®, whilc there is plninly no move towards
assinilatin) and a handful of lellﬂr historical rclics. '

Tven Bl Salvadisr -~ long forwally independent - and the sther Central

Amcrican states would no longcr qualify, since prisumanly the struq,- lc shuuld
be scen as not anti—imﬁell*llst tut simnly once for socialist rovolution,
Should we “denounce the FMLN suerillas as "chauvinists® for sceing their
strusmle as one arninst 1nﬂc ialism? The only substantinl “Aiffercnces are
that the US soldiers nrc visitly prescant in uniforms at the side »f the
S~lvador military, while the bankors who control the soldicrs work behind
the scencs with tﬂu Arientince junta; an? that the cdononic basis »f the
matisnal® tourposisic in S21lvador is cveon minrs mindiscule thon thoat of the
Argentine bourgeonisic, farcins thewm openly into the arwms of the Pentoron for
protcction,

We rerailn convincoed that the strus-lc apainst dnperialism is o vital
factor in tho mobtilisation of the workin: Ll&bo in the opgrousod'nations: to
disriss this strur-lc¢ ns cconnnic nnationaliss is both to minimisce the scalc
of imperinlist cxploitatinn - to the confort of the class collaboratiosnist
reforpist lunderships in the iwperinlist countrics - 2ncd to take a scctarian
stance in relation to the stru<-les of the mnugscs in the majority »f the
1~nd mass o»f the "othert five c-ntincnts,

But dacsn't the winority position »ifcr suvport to Galticri? ‘
e ~rc accusca >f switching g,wltl.a sn the war accordins to the chanze in
conjuncturc, That is truc. The question is werce wo riht to 1o s0%?

When we a_rced to the position of op“~"1n. the Argentince invasinn of the
Malvinas wo werce vasing - correctly - 2 mititary ndventurce which was
desirned to divert the Argentine workin class,

When. we opprscd the scning of the British flect, it wns from thc stan-
point >f oppnsing the usc of imperialist armced fiorce against a non-
inperiniist cULntry, t> reasscrt coloninl rule over thce TFalklands and 2t
the smce time - in comrades Kinncllis words from SO - "Digcipline the Third
Yorladn,

We a itnted in Bpitnin for class acti-n ~cninst the sending of the floet -

tn fﬂrcc itse withdrawal hy =2 wonkone imperinlism. Dut ins>far as that armed
fist of imocrinlism wns cmployed in action or-aminst n non-impcerinlist country,
we as sohcinlists were oull,vi to trke sur stoncey with Lenin and Trateky,

with the "oppressed, “epenient and uncqualit, ¥We had to ke for the defent of
ixocrlall¢n, ty Whutqur crnlinntion of political and mllltﬁry means were
owlhlv.

In this rcspect we were not wron., to chanye ~ur positinn to a call for
the wilitary defeat »f Rritish 1. *Crl“1lSL - wc were too slow in rccoonising
the irnplications of the scending: of the flect. The war which re-an as an
inconscquentinl guarrcl cver a eclonial relic had “eveloped into a tost of
strength for 1Lpor1allur - scckings to intinmidate not only the Arscentine
working ressos tut also te strike a new note of fear into those in strus~le

asainst dmperial ist exploitatioson around the world,

In callin;, for o clasc minhilis~tion of workers to defend ’rg; ntina - and
spcelline cut o roloted sorice Hf transitinsn:l and domocratic “femnnds 331;noj
to motilise sinultanecusly a2sainst tho junta, the bourseoisie and the whole

A"
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a2fficer caste - thc minority position offered not support to Galtieri but a ~
means of Jﬂ‘nbnl an? radicalisins the strucsle of thu workers diverted by
the Malvinas 1nua51on.

It is of cuurse possitle to intcrpret Arcoa defencisy in o woy which
does lend supprrt o th« Juqt" and aciuesc ths liSb nil-rientin, I think
the Morconists developed such a position - cllin- fHr o natiosnal tloc of all
classes arainst the iumperialists, an? scttin. aside “cmocratic and sther
demands, The American SYP, basing itsclf on a flase and classless view of the
Non-Alirned Moveacnt, which in turn flows frow the false view of the Castro
le~fershin, 2ls» wount upn willy nilly in this camp.
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But those oositions nre completely lifferent frorm thoe minority 1ine., It
would be just as rclcovant to int out thnt the onjority lince Tesins from
nany of the samce forral oremises ns the Militant - tho vinlated inntional
ri htst of the islanders; the Mipperialistic" nnturc of the Arceantine junta
- and could this lc>d the mojority to Militant's cravenly pro- ~impoerialist
position (ar-uins a workers® goveranont in Britain would continue the war
for the "liboeratiosn®® 5f the Islﬂnccrs, anc 3 "’lt”ui“ﬂ for » British
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withdr-wal sr icfent since this woul? iean Rritish s:1llicrs killcd, ctc).

The majority keep nn ~wout the neced fﬁr an in‘epcndent "elase linc®, But
such 2 linc is not .l‘y incomblete in their antlysis of the situationg it is,
in their approach, o complotcly abstract, chtarign linc mnkin.: no peint of

£

contect with the struw\lvo wctunlly t=kin, placce in Arccentina. Instead of
scizin upon:the contr-dictisns oI thc anti-iniperialist moverncnt, reco nising
its prosressive dynaimic and dcepenin ., its clnss contont, the majority
pOultl“n sets its facc “"vlnst thnt msvement - and makes nd conncection tha

could cnable it to roisc S the fi-ht for clase in’cuondonco.

Wie coul’ readily a rec to stand out as isslate? »14kalls in the inter-
national revolutionary movement and amsng o roups rooardia, themsclves as
Trotskyist if by 21~in. so we were defendin a correct principle and a
worked-out linc. But the n~i-srity line »ffers us cnly fudged and falsificl
theoretical chncepts as o ratisnalisation for = digcrcelitin. nnd thorou hly
wron._ hcaded line on the Falklands: for hildin such views the WSL will deser-
velly be ridiculed Loth in TSritain and intornatisnaily. It is particularly
damasin: - thouth pserhaps incvitalle - thet such positions should ocrisc
annns Trotskyists insidc the a yrossor inperialist nation. The position
starts wron ly an? winds up disastrous. It shsuld Lo aban’oned forrthwith,

Cunliffe,
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The following statcment was male by the represcntative of Politica Obrera
at the mecting betwecen the TILC an? the FIT in Paris on the weekend of the
3rd an? 4th of July. The PO comrade ha’ just arrive? fron Argentina, where
of coursc he had becn throushout the war., I took his strtement own almost
verbatim; althourh a few sentences were mis~od out thriuch inalequate note-
taking. The omissisns however wero anplification an <o not affeet the line

of argument .
e : Snith,

"Bofore the Galticri invesion of the Malvinas islands, the nilitary
regime wns breaking up as a result of the shorp cconsmic crisis in Arsontinn
which ha' levcloped sincw 1980, This resulte? in a broeak up of the united
front of the bourgcoisie and the formation of the 'Multi Party Front?, a
crouping of the five most imporsant vartics (the Ralica s, the Pcronists,
the MIT, thc Christian Democrats and the Intransigent Party).

"This crcatced 2 crisis in the military an? resulte? in the switch from
Videla tc¢ Viola who came to power on the slozan of the unity of the bour-
geolsie. PO saw the coming to power of Galticri at the cend of 1981 as the
formation of a crisis repime. Almost as soon as it came to power, the guestion
of when 1t would fall was beinz liscussed. This was underlined by the srent
demonstratinn of March 20th. It must also be remcubiéred that the Gnlticri
Junta was o very closce ally of imberinlism - as shown by its support for the
Salvador regime cte. It was this situation which 1led up to the move to
occupy the islands,

"It is clear that the occupntion was n tactic by Galtieri to try to “cal
both with the problem of his international relntisns an with the problem of
confronting the working class. It created 2 kin? of natisnal unity inside .
Argentina, and at tho international level it demonstr-ted to the USA the '
possibility of an internatisnal alliance.

s

Mie (PO) 4i' not support cither the political or the military moves for
the occupation of the islands and we could not support the objectives of
Galticri, Indoed the occupation wos supported by the cntirc Ar-cntine
bourgooisic. But everything changed the winute the flecet wns scent. From then
on we werce for the defecat of the flect independently of the nature of tiac
regime, This was the startin: point for us., But 2t the samc time we hat to
remembor that the conluct of the war was in the hands of a class which has
very strong links with imperinlisi. We thercfore have to be very carcful not
to confusc thce objectives of the working class with the objcecctives of the
bourgeosisic. To avoid this we imncdiately adv-anced the f2llowins prosramme:

"Pirstly for the cderence of Argentinn - which was scmething which the
regime actually idnt wont to develop. Within that framcwork, we “eveloped
a number of dJdemands: 1., Seizure of iwmperinlist property. 2. Non-payment of
debts to inmpceria ist banks. 3. Arming of the masses, We snid that the
strugrle acainst Grent Britain mceant the struggle arainst the Galtieri
rerine as well, We saw the regime as incapable of struggling agninst
imperialism, thercfore our basic policy was how could the working class take
over the ward

Mie arpucd that a defeat for British impceri~lism would benefit the working
class both in Argentina and clscwhere, We sii:! this becnusc such 2 victory
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would not be achicved without mobiiisine the working class which wouldl exposc

"the resime to them. A vietory for Arguntina, we arcued, would not strongthen

the resime but weaken it - since the repgime rests on imnerialism, Thercforc
we said tho strus.lc acalnst the rorime wos the same as the strugele to win
the war. In other words the strussle arainst Galticri involwved the dgfgat

of Thatchcr. For this rcason we saw that the strugolce against thg Brlt}gh
nilitary was also o strusile agninst Galticri., We, at thg SNC Fl@e, Ai? not
equatc the two, but concentrated on the lefcat »f thc.Br}tlsh military. Wo
attrcked Galticri by pointinz to his links with imperialism and thercfore

his inalbility to firsht the war,
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"This ;;ave us the bLasis for our ca mna1~n. We worked for the formation of
anti-imperinlist committces in the universitics an? in the factorics Lased
on the pro rommce I have nutlincd. Alsn, (iven that the army was an arny
which supported inperialisin but now had to wac ~ war a ~inst it, we could
work to create “ivisions in the armed forces. Given that splits already
cristed im the army, wc could work for the formntinn »f anti-imperis<list
comnittecs within which we could reise the slo ~n of the ~rmin  »f the
workin:. class. (Therce wns insubtordination in the army on the way in which
the w r had Ivcn donducted), In the anti-imperi~list cormittces, we arjued
for marches to the barracks to dermand arms, nnd we arsued for deronstrations
a;;ainst Gnalticri.

"S5 for us the form of strus le had chan e bocause of the war - it now
passed throu-h the stru -lc & ninst British imporialism. At tho same tine
tho trade union leaders had suspenced the strugrle a ainst the re;ime,/They

i1 it was necessary tn tent Thatchor first and then the re ime. We said
thﬂt althhush the fefent of Thatcher wns the principal slo: nn, this can only
happen throu.h the mybilisation of the massus, h

"As soon as the defent camc, it was cle~r the rorime would fall, this was
not simply b cruse of the wnr, its wenkness was qlv19us boefore the war., We
thereforre characturisc the present situntion in the followin. way. Firstly,
we think the reiime is finishoed and the hic problen facin, the ruling; class
is th~t althou h the re ime is finished; they fear the political vacuum
which woul?d exist ”1th3ut the military. They thcerefoare ask the army to
appoint 2 presifcnt whilst they try to resolve the mattor. Rut this cqnnot
continuc for lon ., Tt is likcly to push the re ime into permanent crisis.
There could ceven he military confrontation 1otw0pn different secctions of ~the
armncd forces, Already tho multi—uﬂrt Sroup Wﬁnts tq natch up the rift
which has beon crented with imperinlism,™ »

In responscé to questinns, thc comrade s2id the following;'@%

"o were able to estahlish 2 larse nunter of anti-imserialist committecs
in the fQCtDrlGu and universities and now we hape to hold a natinnal
conference of them., They werce briadly based, ostly the Peronist left wing and
local trade uninn orranis~tions. They were specifically nnti-imperiatist
committees rather than patristic committecs. The VI ceommittec for cxaaple,
which or-~nised a uarch of 1,000 V¥ workers to the military barracks, deman-
ded the followin.s: 1) confiscation »f British holdin;s, 2) End to suspendod
wase payzaat, %) Victory over the British invadcr, Some strikes were
or;anised which resulted in anti-government mnarches.



