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ahi to- 'Thi:rd World' countries lies at the. heart
Between us and many other '.I.‘ratskyisﬁ groups and.
 “the F@lklandplnalvinas War. To

e should» ‘be snpported

 orery
'~ ries 1like Argentina, Our position- ‘actually stands to the
_Eress‘ "a newspaper of the tnited Secretariat ef %
: ,-'_-.-»vnaticnal, subsequently printed 1]
- Mhrgentina - a semi»colenail ecanamy' it iscexl’cr

argument - that:s
©* "argentine economic ggﬁlggment has been deforwdi

">-"been the hallmark of radical scciology for the last twenty ye

"“:,:,a simple question of dogma

; _"of underdevelopment rest on the agsumption that the

'AffBritain.'

1 *i’ ‘ed imperiaiiam as &8 eciﬁe form of intarna’cional capital~
domination, which needs to be understood and : oughr t by the =
orking class. movement, The question of imperialism, - and ,:ita;;r;ela‘ti'jér;e

many rev&luti@ng dei
- that in réfusing to. support ﬁrgen‘b:ma in the war,
18t position on both ‘sides, we hpVe broks ]
ion of the: anti—-imperialist struggles of ;'appressed nations' which
eEa: *ﬁﬁ*&jﬁf the eh ::aeter of ther regime in

t has sa‘emedzf

'&o this deba’ke. 'l‘he term
od by those who su¥ rt

os%kyist ‘movemen , ey

analyse the’ éhﬁ‘rae'ker af cen'bemp— T
pents of geeple, ‘some of whom are S

n - S orrowed to back up .

ém'geaia or not so pett)

g erialism, Instead, the ¢
;wehemen‘b y antis®rotskyist, hav&'
. accomodation to nationaliem (petty B

. eft, not -
4o the right, as they seem t0. think, cf{,groupa that s ‘por{.;. (however
critically) Galtieri's war. b

A typical smple of the- *Argentma as semi-c;els-f
“40.be found in an article ‘by Will- ‘Reisaaer in 'Int

by the predominance : has pl:
- - development of 1ndustry, and b;y tﬁe fundamenm
: »:meenialiat eomganies exert on theArgant:ine sﬁ te" A

'\'This theory, called 'bhe 'develc ‘i"'i‘p,t of un&eréevelopmen#'*

aniong us evér‘ &

with ‘bhe Teninist COncépt- .

)y-in cou.nt- Ll

It should be pointed out, though it doesn't necesgarily prove‘aﬁﬁﬁhineb |
“that Lenin did not share- "the view that imperialism 'distorted and

‘deformed! colonial eooﬁomies. Bu‘b 't:he prolbem l;; ”‘n&u’ch deeper *bhan

First of all, distorted and éeformed a8 compared towm t‘P Theories i
> 18 a ‘normal! .
 (undeformed and undistorded) pattern of developmer which eountries -
~ like Argentina ‘have deviated from because of the dominance -of fereigx-{_; i
R jital The idea that capitalist developmen'b is normally wonderml Sl
and egalitarian, every sector of the: population developing hap?illy
in %andem, is actually ‘quite extraordinary for a ‘Marxzist. All that

he degeription {not analysis) of foreign capital, unieven develop- -

¢, actually graves 'is that capiftalism in’ Argen’tixza has . =
ped. under dif z-ent hiitorical eonditions to Gapitalism in e.g. S

Secondly, what dqes it meandta say that an 'econdm"' is de? m'med and
‘distorted? Bxpressions to do with the tnationsl eCORomy! would be

. avoided like the plague by Marxists if they were tajking about . - ’
aavanced capitaxist coun‘bries ’ but in .coun ries,like Afggen?;m _1;' e
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o2/Baldis . . s
is regarded as’ unproblematic: It is ‘one thing to say that ‘there
been a particular (uneven) pattern in the accumulation of capit
 aparticular structure to the inetirnational division of. I bour, -
~ and that these affect the class struggle internationmally; it i8
. quite another thing to draw'a line of divide between the “Argentin

. economy' and 'imperialism' with everything bad in the former attr

~_ uted to the latter. From there ‘some easy steps are made. Reissner
‘quite rightly, argues that Argentina has been dominated bys '
- Man alliance between Argehtine landowners and imperialism" (at
’“ﬁz~j“least‘infthe~past);andJthatuthisfalliancsghas~had”rami£isationé
- for "economic development". But the implications, once we start
-~ talking in terms of the ‘'Argentine economy', is tlat Argentine
. capital (landed or otherwise) is no more than an extension
- -foreign capital i.e. that what:is oppressive about it is i
© comnectionss In other words, the alliance between Argentine and
| foreign capital is somehow 'ajien' to the 'Argentine econon
. even that the political-economic strategies of staptes su
Argentina, are simply imposed by imperialism, presumably &
: the spoken will of the Argentine bourgeoisie as well, .= .
. The next step in this arguement is simple: there is a contrg-~
o . diction between Argentine and imperialist capital, the Argentine

- bourgeoisie can take anti-imperialist action;.What is ‘wro] vwithﬂfﬂl”;,,T

~ “Argentine capital when it takes such supposed-action is-
‘it does so as capital, in its own interests, but that it
- 'do so consis tently. Consequently the pointof difference betwee
. the working class and the bourgeoisie is that the bourgeoisie
- not. ionaji ; it betrays the nationajist cause

he consequences of “all this petty-bourgeois mystification.about

 the ‘tnational economy' is to bind the working class o the bourg-

. eoisie via nationalism, Bourgeois 'anti-imperialist' demagegy is -
" taken at face value and .given a 'proletarian' content. Menmy Trot- .
e Skyaista- especiall¥in Lathmerlca - have ‘been pu’tto«th«eir R
. .deaths as ‘a result of such”capitulation. - . =~ o0 SR

- . A.third protlem is that of why, precisely, foreign capital sh:
. ideform and distort' economies at all, Reissner provides a. numbe
. of avenuas to answer this question. First,’he_gives‘a_brgag@gygx,;_,:ﬁ- |
.+ _the Argentine economy as compared with Canada, showing graphically
- .that Argentina is less developed them Cenada. In fact Reigsner's
© . _figures are wrong: but it is of course true that Argentine.capital- -
"~ . -ism is less advanced than Cangdian. - i i

'+ ynfortunately to explain this with reference to foreign Cap:
. in Argentina is no explanation at pll.. Canada is also a field
e - investment for enormous amounts of foreign capital, particularl)

... from the US, Of all the countries in the world, it is prob

-7 . one most dominated by foreign capital. And it is only nece

/. extend the line or argument to See where it leads us. What
' foreign capital in Japan? Or Brit2in? In fact, the majority of

" capital exports from imperialist countries are to ~ other

. imperialist .countries. Since the early 70's, the USA 1tself has .
- beosme a prime market for capital exports from Burope and “Japan, = .
. @learly the USA has not been 'deformed and distorted' by foreign -
. capital. Nor has Britain. The argument that it has is the argument
" . of.Tony Benn. Patte4ns of capital accumulation in countries like ~
. Argentina are clearly determined by something other than the -

. national origins of capital investments. e i

.. Reissner's second line of argument is that foreign capital ¢ -
.~ arains off resources that it does not reinvest in Lrgentina; there
is a net outflow of capital. Trpnslated into Marxist terms this
- ahAnld read that there is a transfer of value out of Argentina.




Cmnaess

-~ But simply the fact that‘imperialistycgiitai hasﬂébntféi ovEf[iié{zi\ I

own profits doesn't really explain very u :
Prolits coesn’t plain very much. They obvi o
ﬁﬁ;gvgst ln.Argentlna,‘or ther own factories WO§18'§;2552§3%%5 .
, __.e<erm1nes~where ‘they invest is obviously‘profitabili%y*:
‘bgt since all Capiyalﬁat invest where the rate of profit is 3
‘%ﬁgﬁeit’ it is agqin difficult to see what difference it makes e
:.e?,.lﬁlcap;tal_;n question is foreign, What actually underlies
"néiggggli gom‘%aint igéhoncglgare, an implicit belief in a fnice!
A {natis apital which wo i g ] ri ‘ i
ik gas_left apital uhich w : 1nve§f ;q all ﬁhe r;ght;thingg i
-7 Having said that, transfers of value do in fact jmport
. _Sald that, tral ) , i , play an imporit-
ggd pa;t in determining patterns of capital accumulsyion, ariginé
from different organic compositions of capital in advanced and -
' backward cognﬁxles; Mandel, also a member of the USFI, has stregsed
~ this¢. But since the,orggn;c»composition'of capital (capital .

inhtensity) is actually very high in Argentine’ industry, a precis

; chanism remgins a complex questionm. - -
_The third line of argunentiEuolso taken from the radical =
SQQlology'of development. Arising from the view thatthe weaker the
-“txeS‘of'the*satellite,(e.g; Argentina)~to,the"metropolei”(imp+f~
erialism), the better the chances for indeperd ent industrialis?tion,
it:is noted that during the 1930's/40's recession, wheri- these | o
tigs were weak, many Third World counxries_achieVedﬂunprededen$ed
rates of growth. Thus, according to Reissner: DT
"At the end of the war;'ﬁrgentina seemed to be poised for large-
Sﬁale'induStrialAdéVelOpment; But... development did not toke'
. rplace.because,ﬁhe_imperialistvcOrporations could again turn =
their attention to Argentina".(op.cit) Co T
There are twe;huge.problemS'with4this;line”oﬁ reasoning, First,
- betause the lardest 1eaps‘infindustrial(ievelopment in some back-
ward capitalist countries (Brazil, Argentina, Mexico etc) ‘have: _
~ taken place precisly ot times of world recession - i,e, since 1974~
‘but precisely under the auspices of foreign capital. To explaip
away this problem,‘Mandel'(following,some Latin American acadepics)
hag employed the term 1qependent development?s In other words,: if
~ in’doubt, squgre. the circie. S : S N
The more fundamental problem is that‘!indepehdent}'developmept ,
is: impossible to define. No capitaqist country can be independent
and every capitalist country is '&ependent'. In the world capr '
italis economy, what we are dealing with is not independent vs
dependent capitals, but large powerful capitals vs weaker ones.
411 that Reissner's arguments show is that Argentine capital is
wegker than US or British capital, and that, surely, is a banality..

*What however, is more important then any of this, 1is that the
 whole framework withpin which Reissner operates is one in which the
- cg%italiSt-system is defined as o relationship of exploitation
- petween nations, rather than classesS. Imperialist, consequently,

 is: understood as a- py3ten ofma. ional oﬁpression.(exploitation{of
the national econonmy), rather than class'oppréssion. The Argentine
working class, certainly, is;exploited’and oppressed by imperialism;
but Argentine capital is not., From the point of view of the Arg—-

~explanation of this me

entine working class, the relative weakness of Argentine capital ﬂs;,‘ﬂ »*f

irrelevant: it confrontS‘both'ﬁrgentine:capital‘and imperia1ist s
capital; and it confronts then both as capitals S
Consequently, whiist it is true wabsoiutely true - tb Say that
tne Argentine working cless is oppressed by imperialism, and '

needs to carry -out an anti-imperialist struggle, Argentina as a .
nation ~is not oppressed. National - 1iberation is an irrelevant = |
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- dissue; and it is nationalism that holds the Argentinexvorkers in

check, , : S
Indded the shift in the naturé of imperialist investments

- 8ince 1974 - under the impact of capitalist crisis, seeking out a

. higher rate of profit - signifies i¥¢ensificatioq of imperialist
 oppression. But that is a class, n
- certainly in the case of LTgentina. -

ot a national oppression,

 Reissner recognises the enornmous cocentrétion and power of thef‘
Argentine working class. He describes it in terns that strikingly

- resemble Trotsky's analysis of the Russian working class before

1917 (was the Russian working class nationally oppressed?), But he
- gannot grasp its true significance, Ln analysis of imperialism
gs essentially a system of plunder (of nations, by nations), rather

than a systen of exploitation (of classes, by classes) mitigates

- 883inst understanding the world. As such it nitigates against dgv-_

,€loping a strategy to change it, _
" 411 the theories of underdevelopment I ve 5 simple political.

conclusion: if the probler is foreign domination of the national

- @conomy, the solution is to break with the international capitalist

sSysten and go it alone; that is, autarky. L05gcﬁllx Reissner's’
focus on the problems of the 'national economy'.leaé'to'socialism
in one country on a niniscule scale.. If the Trotskyist moverent is
is to develop a theory of imperialism, it needs to start out by
rejecting these kinds of theory and by analysisng the precise

~nature of the international capitalist systen, of imperialist

dqmination, and of a strategy for international workers! power,’

ELLIS
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~f ﬂTiLc,RsaaLUTioE of

| First draft
Almost all of these mass

with a very much larger peas-
antry ‘and rural proletariat as -
_well as bourgeois reformist
- .elements. Such a front is
ural insofar as the small size
© of the industrial working class -
- makes a united workers' front gf

 and peasants, are themselves
| - way that does not obtain in

- Thus, at deterninote moments

‘CE&TH&L

!

.  This should be read tovethef wmth the final %ext of'the

resolution (TIIC t’uu,.’:_e’czi.lrx no. 1)

irevolutlon in IB8

. Much is common to the . first and final drafts. The cru31311 “'ﬁ£ 5
differences are in the fbllOWIHg‘paSSageg-> a

f_Flnal draft‘

4_ ’Almcst a1l of these nass move.
- ments are erganised in the
. .the form of an anti-imperial-

movements are organised- in

ist front in:which a relative~
1y small prol-t riat is allied

tnat-~

an ‘impossibility. Moreover it -

. eorresponds to an important
"~ characteristic of neo-colonial

states, whers- the small entre-
preneurs, petty bourgeoisie ’
and middle class, although
they dupoend alrectly on the
exploltatlon of ‘the workers

oppressed by 1mperialism in a
the imperialist: metropolis.

these forces can join the anti

vimperiallst movement precigsely

to improve their own bargain-

 ing position with imperialisn,-
- Such fronts may therefore. be  developrent presupposes the
Thrcak-up’ of the existing frorts...‘

... The basic principles, im =

gsecn-as the political express<

ion of the oppressed. nqtian in
its struggle ngainst imperial-’
ist exploitation...

«vs the building 6f-prols— :

_tarian hegemony in the dnti-

imperinlist struggle must take

. place within theexisting fronts
in sharp opposition to the

political linc of. the reform~lf

. ists.... Trotskyists should:
- ‘spell out densnds for +the ‘pol- "

itical subordinstion of the
nationsl bourgeoisic te the
WQrking class ~ while recogn-

- ising th L
~ probabilly, lead to a polltlcalﬁ~
) I‘\«O»kco‘ o ‘

~ front in wh

‘following

Klnnell

and my artlcle On perﬂanent

form of an

i i-imperia) igi"

small proleﬁarlat 1s allied

“with a very much Jlarger peag~
antry and rural proletariat as

well as bourgeois reformist
elegents. As pointed oub’ above
they follow the Nicaraguan

model which in turn was influen~f';:

ced by the failure of Guevarism
‘and by the turn of the. Gastroites

‘o more traditional Stalinist

politlas of class eollabaratlon;t;

‘They are thersfore not 'natural'

alliances but the product of the

“ﬂ“crlsis of political leaderst lp
- in the regiones s

Cawd .A.full ViC“;Ory Qf 'the

":strusgle - through a soeialist -
" revolution subsuning thé demo~

cratic progrimme - ig possible

only through the developaent of
- an independent pletarian rev~.~i L
-leutionary vanguard which can

. forge o strong a2lliance with ‘the
fapprassed plebeian nagses of the

countryside and citles. Such a

bur view, Wouid have to be the

a) ﬁamﬁtenhnce of inﬁepemdent

'Proletarian politics.ee

Cwes The illusory nature of
such ideas as ‘the political taub-

ordination! or subjugution of the S

bourgeois forces or of t.chieving

proletarian *hegbnonx‘ over then ;:.5?

within the fronts nug t be pﬂt~

.A_.»‘ien'tly exut}sed... o

t this would, in all .

The'b;chgrcunq is thls A prcll 1nury drsft Wao wrlttbn by
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- Joines Do he received it at the IEC shortly befere the Decenber.

TILC geotlnb. I skimned through the draft at the EC necting and

 “said that I thought it was pol: ticolly off-beam. It was agreed

2 that Cunliffe should rc-work it. The !'first draft! published

. ~here is the draft brought to. tha TILC “Gutlng, as amended by
>;Gun11ffe.“ ' .

L ~ In the TILC ﬂaetlng I, toocther W1th Fronco of the LOR ¢n§
~ Carolan, orgucd that the draft was still faulty (though
. Cunliffe's arendme tg - had introduced soie passages nore in l;ne, \
- to our thinking, with a Trotskylst attitude). uc %rvucd in ¢
short, that the ideas expressed in the draft were ore llke the ”
L s Bta 11n~Bukpmr1p line for China in the '20s than the Trotkyi t_
~°  1line. (Remecmber, Stalin ond Bukharin also tolked about the ~ '
S _:1nCV1tnbillty of.a fight against the bourgeoisic cnd the cventual .
-~ departurc of the bourg001oio fron the 'bloc of 4 clauses*)

BT Canllffc, ‘Jones nnd Sﬁlth 1ﬂ1tl°lly rcuisteé our argumonts, ‘
~ but it wos agrced that amendrments should be drafted. I did -
B a“endﬂent and the qmgnaed araft wau nccupted vlthout further
- controversy. ﬂ

N The 1ntr1nS1c intcrest uf the dcba te on Gentral A“GTlCc

: ‘alono mokes the rGPrOQHCthH of these texts worthwhile, Since

. they were stenc1lled however, they have acquired another
;1mvortance - in elﬁtion to the debqte on the. Falklands waf,

One strand of that. debate has been the . majority's 1nulstence‘.
. that the PFalklonds war was SOﬂcthing quite diffecrent. from a real -
: antl-lmperlallst struggle like in Bl Salvador,., Morcover, Argent~
. ina, @ doveloped 1ndustr1al country with a large working class -
- and almost no peasantry, is vcry dlfferent fron- the countrles of
"_ f§oentru1 Anerica, . , :
s Perhapg more fundaacntal, hOW“V“r, 13 a debatu on bz»ic .
aff?crltcrla. 1# I undorstand the nincrityt's view. corroctly, it is
.- that once we establish that Argentina is en oppressed country '
 (defined sone way or another), then support for $heArgentineg -
.~ bourgeois state in a war with the British impericlist state’ 1s
' ‘nmcre or less automatice (The anjority would argue that such -
 _support always depends on the war bclng in a bourgeois~dev_eratlc,;“"
- ie, national liberation, ¢~ uses N S

5f ;4'f3 A Iapllclt herc is the idea thn it the bournooiumc 4in ﬁn.‘?
L ‘»‘0ppressed country is o different cr»ature‘altogcther xrou the
 bourgeoisie in an 1nper1dllst country. It is cven in éiffarent

©. . M"glass camp", according to IB 7. To 3t “the noticn Yhot "the nain
eneny is at hrﬂe" no 1ﬂngcr applies. Ye con rogard o war coﬂuuct»
- - ed by the bourgeoisic as funaiﬂcrtally wWoxr concucted by "the
' onti-imperinlist mosses", with the bourgeoisie only fulfilling
' the role of inadequate and frcachernus leqdershlp in the "ﬂassv
- refornist anti-inperia llst,moveﬁcnt" -

Tle link with the ideas ﬁevelopeu on centrnl A“erica iS
clear - and suggests. thot the debate at the Decenber. TILC ‘g
"meotlng was hot as conclusive as. we txougbt. ' ~

There is also o more dircct. 1deolog1cﬁl llnk. The strﬂtcgy A
. "+ of "proletarian hegenony in an wntl—lmperiwllst united front" ‘
O “f’ls chrmpioned by Pclitica Obrera in irgentina, and also (though
B no €oubt with a uilferent 1nte”pret°t10n) by the lcft—Peronlst
Mbntoncros.'ﬁ-. , : S A L
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'FIRST. DRAFT: TIIC REsoLmion ON CENTRAL AMERICA, Decemhei' 1981

Since the overthrow of Semoza, Central America has become the~centre et

of the Latin Amerlcan revolution ‘and a ‘key Tegion -in the. straggle between .

imperialism and the internaticnal working classs .Over the last year this e
-struggle has taken én an increesingly vitel. character .as the Reasan adm:n—( o

istration seeks with ever-greater desperation te- ‘weaken and reversge the .

mobilisation ef the masses in'Guatemala and.El Salvader, to mount a count-f' .
er - revolution in Nlcaragua and, if possible, to topple the Gastro leader-

Bhip in Cuba.. .

In escalating its’ military presence inwthe area and returnlng to the?ﬁ L

politice of the Cold War, the moves of imperialiem in Central America are '

- a sharper expression of its worldwide strategy. But the challenge to US.
- military and economic supremacy is also moat acnte in this, 1ta.oun"back-
: yard” . . , R TR, » .
IMPERTALIST STRATEGY. .~ = '

P et

"By mid November 1981 Sébretary“@f Sthte‘Gsnezal Haig-had.hegun ogen-lff

ly preparing the diplomatic ground for a possible . blockade of cuba and
" Nicaragua as well asg direct Military intervention in-El Salvador. These
threats ~ which have always existed - have become more acute and. been metA

by a defensive mobilisation of m111tary forces in both Cuba and Nicaragqa}

as well as loud’ warnings by the regimé 1n Grenada ‘that they fear a us
invasion. . IR . : T b

‘These new’ moves' and threats by imperialiam~are not: simply the uhims o

of the Reagan apparatus. The Pentagon knows full well that it.would not
today be a question of simply repeating the invasion. of the Domini an ©

Republic in 1965. National liberation struggles have advanced and the US”\“

" would be faced with the need to fight anti-guerrilla wars in the face of
mass opposition. US imperialzam has a precedent for this, in Vietnam =- .

and has no guarantee that it would be able even much_closer to home to v

‘avoid a repetitxon of the same experience.

In add;tlon, mllltary action by the USA in.Gentral Amer:cg would
,inevxtably damage 'the imperislist prOpaganda campeign against the Soviet

“invasion of Afghanistén and against ‘the-‘crackdown -in Poland.  Nor could

the US imperizlists necessarily count upon the support. of the USA's cllent

states in Latin America, for whose rulers the myth of 'national indep-
endence' is a critical feature of dictatorial control, whlch has already
 led to tactical differences with 1mperialiem. :

It is this. which acts a8 an obstacle to exploiting the so-called '

"peaceqkeeping‘ fcrée of the Organisation' of American. Statea:in ‘place of e

US marines in El Salvador - a coursé which would. atheruise~be cheaper,'
tdlplomatlcally more acceptable and easxor to. VS public opinion than a,
direct US intervenflon.ym'~ O e SR .

We shouid recognise that within~the USA the oampaign against inter-**“]=
vention is based largely on the antipathy %o new foreign adventures in the =
aftermath of Vl‘tnam._ Though the canipaign is publicly headed-By bourgeois

liberal sectors, it has geined most 0f 'its dmpetus in-Comgress from an

. essentially conservative reaction. ' The task of mobilising a prdletarian;;i‘,

internationalist opposition to the war. drive has been evaded byrthe lead-’”s

ers of the Us workers' movement.‘




SOCIAL DEMOCRACY -

In this sitwstion a division has developed within the imperialist bloc
between the USA and sectors ef the.European,h.qrgeoisie.\vThese‘élements -

expressing themselves principally through the Second Internatienal - have

. declared major reservations about the Reagan strategy for Central America, .

andlpgéguced'an;glternativé'strgtegy'uhich appears,@oighallengé it..

This difference is most obvious in the France-Mexican recegnition of
the Salvadorean oppostion front the FDR-FMLN., This ig particularly impert-
ant since Mexico is the strongest local -capitalist state, of great strategic
importance to the USA. . e ,

.~ Social democracy opposes the strengthening of the existing local oli-

. 'garchies and their military dictatorships ~ a policy which has led in-
evitably te the waging of genocidal civil wars. Instead the reformists

. seek te concede political independence and to end the absolutist rule of the
landed bourgeoisies in a bid to prevent the complete destruction of ‘the cap-
italist state apparatus and preserve the’basic property relations within a

* reconstituted state capitalist regime.- It.énviaageg,ex%ensive nationalisations
in order to provide an infrastructure and guaranteas‘pt;the‘longhterm'extfacﬁn

ion of ‘surplus value by imperialism.

v This strategy is less immediately threatening to the.masses than the US °
war deive and its arming of the dictatorships. But ultimately it is equally
as pernicious - since it seems to fit in with the aims of the national 1lib-’
eration struggle and to coincide with meny of the proposals of the petty .
bourgeois guerrilla leaderships.. These leaders themselves seek only to achieve

- formsl bourgeois democratic freedoms - freedoms. which, however are unrealisable
in.bapkuaﬁgjcapita;iét*statea. : o

Soéigl”bémocrdcy‘is-alsoAfighting for the hegemony of the bourgeoisie -
in the national 1iberation movements. -This means limiting the mass mobil= "
“isation and fighting ultimately for bourgeois control over the very workers!
movement upon which the national capitalists and social democrats themselves
ourrently depend to aceomplish their schemes. The strategy of social- demo~

oracy - resting upon the containmentof. the anti-impepialiat’Stfuggle and

the .guppression in particular of its socjalist element - is more risky to imp-
erialism; bnt‘it is a more shrewd policy than that of the US §Qmigistrationa

THE MOBILISATION OF THE MASSES.

~ In NICARAGUA the initial class allience forged »y the the FSLN is now
 falling apart. But it shows.no sign of Weing replaced by a workers and
peasants government based on’ & .strong working class leadership. Meanwhile
the Sandinista regime ‘continues to follow it necessarily erratic and crisis
pridden course as a petty bourgeois leadership which is organically threatened
both by the domestic bourgeoisie ( as in the constant tinadés of the La Prensa
~ newspaper) and by the working class (necessitating the typically bonapartist

. response of prohibiting strikes and independent proletarian organisation).

The US offensive»haa\succeeded4in;revealing,to the FSLN that imperialism
is*notisusceptible'to'diglomatic overtures, and must always intervene - the
form of intgrvention'béing determined by the degree of crisis it experiences.
Hence after failing to obtain indisputable bourgeois hegemony in the new o
regime, Carter's administration embarked upop -the campaign of economic and
. diplomatic sabotage which Reagan and Haig are now escalating into a full off-
ensive. A choice is being presented to the FSLN leaders in ever wmore stark
forme Either they must defend the national liberation struggle - through the
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nationalisation of property relations, the formation of a workers'! state ' -
‘open support to the other Central American struggles and explicit de-"
mands on Cuba and the Soviet bloc to provide aid: or they must submit to
client status, the terms of which they cannot hope to negotiate. While
the Sandinistas continue to hold back the masses and fail - despite

' imperialist accusations - to provide necessary aid to the struggle in =~
El Salvador and Guatemala, the FSLN will dig the grave of the Nicaraguan
revolution. PR R R T A S

"~ But the masses of Nicaragua must be offered a third, revolutionary
alterrative. It is for this reason, eand not through any abstract or
dogmatic motivations that‘T:otskyistéioriticise‘thegESLN, gpd'ca1l for the
‘building of revclutioﬁary*proletarian,leadership,r:auTrotskyist_Party in
Nicaragua. e T T R L e T

 In EL SALVADOR, the puppet Duarte regime and the USA are losing the
- guerrilla war simply by not winning it. Militarily, the guerrillas of
- the FMLN have recovered. from the disastrouss"final offensive" of January

1981 and new effecti¥aly control-a third of the country. But without

externsal support they will be incapable of making a br akthrqugh‘and‘ e
gaining state power in the short or medium terme .. . ..

' The FDR-FMIN alliance has been buiit on the nicaraguan model. It is
_ therefore intrinsically unstable even under war conditions. On the one

hand the bourgeois reformists (Ungo, Mayorga ann~Zaméra&}sgak,g;nég@tiaxgd

solution in tandem with social democracy. 'On the other hand within the

FMLN itself certain groups ( notably FARN) constantly tend to the "short-

cut" of a coup in alliance with dissident sectors of the military
revealing their aim of an entente with imperialism. The bourgeod

in the FDR have no social base. They can,however, dount,on~thg;ba¢kiqgf;, L

of the Communist Party, which is still attached to the unrealistic pol=-

icy of a bourgeois democratic revolution even though no national bourgeo- L

isie exists. But they are also faced with a left wing much stronger than
in-Nicaragua, principally because the left organisations have developed

out of the CP in strong opposition to it.

Nontheless the Salvadorean left has pledged itself to a progrem= .
matic platform which sets aside socialism "in the short term" and lends
itself Qpénlywto‘bourgebiSrreformiBm._vwhilg?sqmeafotces on the left =~

~ (FPL and BPR) call for a worker-peasant alliance and have a history of =
opposing the CP and bourgeois reformists, they do not fight for the est-
ablishment of a workers' and peasants government. Nor have they sought
to break the links with Social Democracy which offers a lifeline of sup-
port to the bourgeois reformists. .~ . - _ ‘
. Thus although the political forces in the FDR-FMLN are more hetero- '
genous and potentially antagonistic. in the ahdrt‘ﬁun_than,thbse‘containé”

ed in and organised arcund the FSLN, the tendency is increasingly to-

wards bourgeois hegemony within a popular front rather than proletarian

hegemony in an anti-imperialist united fromt. Here, too; the task of

Trotskyists is to offer'a conslstent’alternative‘to;claSé‘gQilaboration;‘

" In GUATEMALA, the process of building the anti-imperialist front has
 advanced more slowly. This fact has slowed down the revolutiomary =~~~
' moyement in the whole region, since Guatemala is the key state in Central -
_America, possessing ‘the largest population and most developed economy.

Over the‘last'yéar,*the'gﬁ@rtilla~struggie_has_made;a:majquimpagt,fwith_~
_ considerable successes against the forces of the dictatorships (evident =
“in the fact that more officers have beenm killed then in El Salvador), = =



and has seen the operational unity of the various groups (EGP ,ORPA,PGT,FAR) «

 But the concentrgtion of the guerrillas in ‘the countryside has failed
. to proteot the working class and contributed to its slow recovery from the
major defeats of the 1960s and 70s. The guerrillas still adhere to the

" broad strategy of the FSLN, despite the cool response from the reduced
circles of bourgeois reformists, and despite the massive support they rec-
eive from the large rural proletariat. - The Guatemalan struggle is however
having a growing influence in Mexico, and forcing major military support to
the dictatorship from the US. e . - . ’

In HONDURAS, less economically developed and more backward politieally
thatn the neighbouring states, the level of mass mobilisation has not yet
.. reached the point of armed conflict on a national scale. Significantly a

" sector of the military considers that its best chance to avoid this is to
- offer reforms and establish a populist regime. The USA has pressured the
“high command into following the "Duarte . formula" of conceding elections and
_ .acquiescing to a civilian failure, and will not protect the weakening Hon-
duran oligarchy from the tornado that ik sweeping the region. - S

| THE ANTT.IMPERTALIST FRONT.

© " Almost all of these mass mcvements are organised in the form of an anti-
‘imperialist front in which a relatively small proletariat is allied with a
' ‘very much larger peasantry and rural proletariat as well as bourgeois reform-
ists elements. Such a front is "natural" insofar as .the small size of the
industrial working class makes a united workers' front an impossibility. :
. Moreover it sorresponds to an important characteristic of neo-colonial states,
~ where ‘the small entrepreneurs, petiy bourgeoisie and middle class, although
‘they depend directly upon the exploitation of the workers and peasants, are
themselves oppressed by imperialism in a way that does mot obtain in the
imperialist metropolis. Thus, at determinate moments these forces can join
the anti-imperialist movement precisely to improve ‘their own bargaining pos-
: itibn*with'imperialism..ASuch fronts may therefore be seen as the.politicalf"
- expression of the oppressed nation in its struggle against imperialist ex-
~ ploitation. As such, while they may incubate the germs of socialist revo-

. lution, these fronts do not express it openly. Consequently their leadership

remains undefined. Beneath all the slogans of "unity", there is a constant
and bitter struggle betwwen the bourgeois opposition ~ backed by socigl
democracy - and the working class and peasant orgenisations which, By virtue
of their petty bourgeois leaderships are erratic in political directien and

~ cannot represent a consistent revolutionary vanguard. .

‘ As a result there remains a struggle as to whether the national lib-
‘eration struggle bécomes dominated by the reformist bourgeoisie through a
Stalinist-backed popular front, or moves towards the destruction of capit-
alism. The outcome depends not solely upon the political subjugation of
the bourgeois elements by the mass organisations but also upon the estab-
lishment of the leading role of the proletariat and its revolutionary van-
‘guard = the building of Trotskyist parties - inside organisations which .
themselves at present inseorporate many characteristics of the popular front.
 This political struggle is absolutely essential because despite its small
- “size, only the industrial working class can provide the revolutionary van-
- guard which will ensure the continuity of the drive to socialist revolution.

. 'As in almost all neo-colonial etates, such a leading role can only be
realised through a strong and active alliance between proletarian revolut- -
“ionary forces and the mobilised strength of the peasantry - coupled with a
programme to rouse the rural proletariat. As a consequence of decades of

Lo



_ L : . -5
reliance upon: capitalist agrlcﬁlture, the rural workers dre the elngle :
largest sector of the masses. But they are increasingly:divorced from the -
traditional peasant demands for land. Instead they look; like their class
brothers and sisters in the towns towarda increased wagea and guaranteed
employments ; _

- The impbrtance of this alliance betwéenfthe toilers of the town.and
the countryside must not however be allowed to displace the fight for the
leadership of the working class in the alliance or lead to 'a turn to the. _
' countryside as the principal site of struggle. . This has 4in fact taken place
in all these ‘states, and contributed to the weakening of the proletariat-‘ '
“especially in El Salvador throughout 198081, In this sense, the strategy

of ''guerra popular prolongada espoused by the Central American guerrillas
is similar to.guevariem, although it remains distipet from it in the sense
that it has achzeved mass support and a number of notable military victories,

-+ The balance of forces between Trotskylam and the mass. movement means
that the building of proletarian.hegemony in the anti-imperlallst struggle
must take place within the existing fronts, in sharp opposition to the pol-
itical line of the reformists, Indeed for certain specific and defined,
limited tasks in the struggle against imperlallsm it is possible for the
proletariat and poor peasants - without making any concessions on their own

. demands - to wage a struggle jointly with sections of the national bourg-

eoisie against the imperialist ememy. But it would be wrong to extend such
temporary alliances on specific tasks into any kind of loggq&erm -political’
blocy in which the independent programme and struggles of gme working class
and poor peasants inevitably become subordinated to the po¥itical demands

of the "democratic! bourgeoisie in the name of an "anti-imperialist front",
Trotskyists cannot place the .exclusion of the bourgeoisie from the present
broad fronts as a precondltaon for involvement in the struggle of the masses:
but they must recognise that the task is to fight from the:outset for per=

~ spectives and policies which will win the support of the militant rank and
file in these fronts and create conditions for the exclusion of the bourg-~
eos forces whose continued domination-can: only serangle the socialist revo-
lution. At present, while their exclusion remains an impossibility and is
not sought by the most active militants, Trotskyists. should .spell out demands
for the political subordination of the national bourgeoisie to the working
class - while recognising that this would, in o1l probability lead. to a
political break. In any case the political struggle must not be delayed
until after the taking of power’ in. the mistaken belief that the continued
mobilisation of the masses can spontaneously and automatically-displace the
existing leadership and lead to the overturn of capitalist préperty and

" the emergence of" a deformed workers' state on the Cuban pattern.n

it is indeed such a belief which lies gt the heart of the USFI's strat-

- egy for Central America. They voice only amicable criticism of the FSLN -
and refuse to build revolutionary parties. This policy  cerresponds to a . »
false understanding of the Cuban revolution and of the attitude of the Stal-
inist bureaucracies to developments in Central America, as well as a capit-
ulation to petty bourgeois reformism. The responsibility of the Trotskyist
movement is to build parties that will provide revolutionary leadership -
not to wait for the spontaneous evolution of petty bourge01s leaderships into
"natural Marxists". Indeed even the Cuban revolution and the assimilation

of Castro's petty bourgeois movement into the orbit of Stalinism shows the
necess1ty for a Trotskyist leadership to fight for the establishment of
genulne workers’ power based on the. organised power of the massese

Revolutlonaries must therefore fight on two fronts. On the one hand - =
they must :support the antl—imperialist struggle against a growing imperialist
offensive, and take an active part in this fight, on the other hand they
must fight for proletarian hegemony. The latter struggle does not diminish
by one iota the importance of the former, Yet it cannot be achieved simply
by establishing a separate Trotskylst party outside the existing mass ~



v -orgenisations. This wbuld'be‘a:secfarian-séanCe1towards_biganisaﬁiéhs whicn

' . are notable for .their lack of a defined political character and in some cases
highly accessible to revolutionary ideas. The experience of the Simon Bolivar "= -

B?igade in Nacaragua demonstrated very clearly the sectarian and maximalist
. nature of -such a course - which.must inevitably lead to isolation and failure.

 SOCIALIST UNITED STATES OF CENTRAL AMERICA

Furthermore the task of forming a revolutionary vanguard in ‘these struggles

'f'muét take as its focus the impossibility of the consolidation of national lib-

‘eration while it remains constrained within the limits of the nation-state. ,
“Central America is &-balkanised region, comprising small, disastrously-organised
- “ecqnomies. The only basis for socialism is a planned economy created through '
. the fight for a United Socialist States of Central America. Thus, in failing
to give concrete military support to the other ‘struggles in the region, both
Nicaragua and Cuba are endangering the survival of their own conquests., And
while Cuba - itself under direct pressure from the USA - has made perceptibly
more emphatic verbal declarations of solidarity than those emanating from the
 rest of the Soviet bloc, the fact is that - despite the fabrications of the
“State Department and illusions of the USFI - Castro is at one with the Kremlin
léaders in promoting the counter-revolutionary politics -of Stalinism and fail-

" ing thé elementary responsibilities of proletarian internationalism. The fight

for principleg: revolutionary leadership in Central America involves a fight
 against ill ns in Stalinism and its Castroite warfant. o ’

o *1;NO‘U;S; INTERVENTION IN CENT?AL*AMERICA 1 * DOWN WiTHvTHE DICTATORSHiPS B
| FOR SOVIET, NICARAGUAN AND CUBAN ATD TO THE LIBERATION STRUGCLL
"+ FOR INTERNATIONAL ELACKING OF TRADE IN SOLIDARITY WITH THE STRUGGLE
. MiLITARY.‘VIéTOR]:E‘;QQ;THE. LIEERATION MOVEMENTS | e o |
*'% MO 70 U.S. HOVES AGAINST NICARAGUA AND CUBA: NO U.S. AID TO THE. DICTATORSHIPS

*

" ' FOR WORKERS' AND PEASANTS' GOVERNMENTS IN CENTRAL AMERICA

|+ ESTABLISH WORKERS' COUNCILS'AND DEFENCE 'COMMITTEES -

% FOR A SOCIALIST UNITED STATES OF CENTRAL AMERICA =~ '~ .

-+ BUILD TROTSKYIST PARTTES IN CENTRAL AMERICA AS PART OF A RECONSTRUCTED FI
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 from ite (No doubt if they do decide to go fully into the YS

- '5pot§ed"before,~in typifal pabloite tradition).

YOU'RE ONLY YOUNG ONCE

‘The National Left Wing Youth Movement has been set up primarily to
transform the LPYS from its present state, to a fighting Revolutionary

' youth moverent, failing that; (blocks from the right-wing etc.), we

‘intend to build a youth movement that is commited to Trotskyist politics

‘and is a constant source of enthu iasm,and:ggbrﬁitmentfté'tbpvadult party,

' IPYS or moty that is what we are about building. o
* “Fhe intervention into the I8 is & tactic, but a very important one. Both ..
“previous organisations decided that it was necessary to work in the LPYS
- and liquidate an independent organisation into the ¥YS in order to have a

consistent orientation. - Anyore who is commited to the YS but thinks that

‘it is-still possible to have an'alternative'.prganisatiﬁnftof;héEYSfbbﬁld

" -Yotno better than to look at the state of Revolution at the moment, who

éméndously
*4 4 _ ¥ they
‘will find 'progressive' elements of 'militants’ politics that we never

have one foot in and one foot out of the ¥S and are suffering tr

}

" We recognise that we won't transform the Y3 by poaching off the 'mil-

itant', we have to show comrades in 'militant' YS branches that the IS o
will bé won for the revolutionaries in the main outside -of it, not through
‘the dog-fights every Tuesday night in it. Arguing against a centrist =
current is not youth work, youth work is winning working dMeiss youth to
your politics and to your organisation, and therefore to the interventions
of your organisation, in this case the LPIS. - - . S

It is not a concession to the militant that we fight to project ourselves .
as much a part of the YS as they are, the argument is not sbout or will
not be won by programme alone, the decisive factor in the end will have to:
be who builds the ¥YS the best, us or them. : '

. The obJective situation could hardly be better for building a communist - .
youth movement. An empricist would say that the Tcries are playing into
the hands of the left by launching such blatant attacks on youth. The
truth of course is that the Tories know that there is no organisation:
organising youth in such a way as to threaten their ability to carry through
these attacks. The YS has proved incapable of this, their method blocks
it.and also their ability to significantly increase their numbers in this
situation, it may not be of any propaganda value at the moment, but if the
truth be known the YOPS lobby of parliament would have been a flop had -it
not been for the presence of the 'Right to Work'! march, both in numerical
and morale termse ' ' — .

We are at a stage now with the youth movement where we are capable of
making a turn to mass work amongst youth. One of the advantages of the

present Tory strategy to put us down is that they‘put:youthvin the same

situation on mass, YOPS,etc.

There cen be no doubt that in the localities in most areas, even the most’
'hackish' branch of the militent ¥S's have grown. The reason for this is
_not because they are so correct, but they are gaing out and doing the work

and youth are becoming more receptive to radical ideas.

At a recent debate a militant hack declared that militant branches were
- more active than branches run by us. In some areas this may be true, not

L]
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because we are not active, but because I believe we are spreading our-
selves too thin, we can't build a youth movement and go to 3 or & other
meetings in the week. We have got to start prioritising youth work much
. more and concentrate on building youth groups in towns, this must, as the
Wiganisation document points out, invol¥e organising discos and going to
youth clubs etc., which may seem tedious but will get results, to do this
work consistently we have to sacrifice some of the areas of work that we
are involved in. You're only young once, if we let youth work slip now we
 will find ourselves apologising for the fact that there is no youth work
in the area because 'we're all too old to do youth work's =~

The wiginisation document is I believe inadequate and needs to:be rewritten
and updated to accomodate today's conditions and not those in the '60s.

. However the basic principles and method of the document do require careful
consideration by the whole moviment. o

1# there are comrades who think that youth work does not deserve priority
over other issues I would appreciate.it‘very.ﬁuch if they would speak out
and state their reasons for this position as a contribution to the urgent
‘discussion that is required to make the qualatative and quantatative
developments that are not only entirely possible, but necessary if we are
going to build a movement that really can have the chance of transforming
the IPYS. . ' ~ oo ) '



A discussion document on recruitment
and the work of our branches. N .

""Were the proletariat as.a. whole capable of grasping its histor—
© ieal tﬁsk immediately, 1t wuuld need neither varty nor trade :
union. .

"The Communist Party is the fundamental weapon of revolutionary
action of the proletariat, the combat organisation of its van- :
guard that must ralse itself to the role of leader of the working

- elass in all the spheres of its struggle without exception, ' :

. and consequently'in the trade union field." . . -

"The question of the relationships ‘between the party, which
represents the proletariat as it should be, and the trade
- unions, which represent the proletariat as 1t 1s, 1s the most
. - fundamental guestion of Marxism"

WIf the theoretical structure of the political economy of Marxism
rests squarely upon the conception of yalue' as- materialised
.- .:lebour, the revolutionary policy: of Marxism rests upon the ..
- ~conception of the party as the vanguard of the. prolehariat.4,
f Whatever may be the sources and political causes. orioppor—
"tunistic mistakes and deviatioms,’ they are alwayelrednc,g:.
, 1deologically to an erroneous understanding of the p 13
- party, of its relation to other proletarian organisat—dns and
to. the class as a whole.“ﬁ 4
. oy . . . Leon Trotsky, Marxism and the TUs.

How many of our branch members and brench organisers place

'a comparable emphdsis on the development of our-cadPes l,ﬂcm:' "party"

in the.context of the overall daily work of the WSL? This-document
is an attempt to. focus attention on these 1seues, and -hopefully -

. charpen some comrades' awaremess of the role of’ ‘WSL branches in
the building of revolutionary leadership. ‘

Since the. fusion last year many aapects of the work of the’i

,organisation have gone ahead by leaps and bounds, Our trade union.

work has advancde on all fronts, with substantiaslly increased
resourdes devotéd. to work in BL, TGWU, the Rail, the NHS unions
and our 1nterventions at trade union conferences, This work is

far beyond the scope of either pre-fusion- organisation, Our youth
- work has developed pramising potential; there has beena successful

women's trade union conference and the building of a periphery

‘ in the MP, -

- But the outcome of this work 1n terms of‘rec

WSL has fallen consistently far below our modest expectatvone ot

‘a yesr ago..And the drive for our cempaigns - beginning with the
test case of the WSL Rally last autumn, has in most instances
failed to reflect the possibilities now open to us as-a major

,tendency ‘on the léft and a tendency with real policies to. offer the

workers' movementes With the SWP now apparently embarked upon a.
Healy-style sectarian turn away from their rank and file politics

~and the IMG plainly wracked with prdblems, there are real avenues .

open to us now that were not visible even a year ego.

_ Why is it that we have gonsistently under-achieved in our f‘
campaign work: - resulting in poor WSL mobilisatlons tor the two '
trade union conferences this spring? .

T think the reasons are two—fold. First. and foremost there is
an acute weakness in our central directlon of ‘the wonk - work whieh
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is more extended, more diverse then either group had previously
attempteds It has teken us fayr longer than we expected to carry

~ through the process of unification at national leadership level.

Although we now have more full-time workers, we have not yet

succeeeded in establishing a sufficiently efficient division of .

. labour to cover the various arenas of Party work and check through

‘the implementation of decisions - in the unions, MP, youth, women,

. unemployed, anti-racist work, international work, publicatioms,

finance, admin and internal education..

- This document is in no wa y an attempt to duck out of a self-
“epiticism by the leadership of ocur own obvious failings in terms of
internal communications within the movement and various other
fields of work. But glven these fallings, it would be a big mistake
to lump every one of the problems we face as the sole responsib-
111ty of the Executive and NC: branch and area leaderships must

also examine thelr role in the movemen;. .

: There is an additional complication in assessing the problem of .
. peeruitment: the heavy emphasis our work places upon Broad Groups
‘and the rsultant lack of overt political profile for the WSL,

It is true that there has probably been insufficient attention
paid to establishing a regular framework of WSL activity as suech,

" and ensuring that the WSL is discussed with Broad Group members

" ‘and supporters. But the problem of recruitment to the WSL is if
anything most acute where the Broad Groups too barely function:
4% is not sb much a problem of WSL branches in general liquidating.
into cirecles of Broad Group contacts - it is a failure to use’

the Bread Group tactic to build a periphery; a gonservaégsm that

. walls comrades off from seeking out-new contacts through fresh
- worke Only in some cases can it be said that large Broad Group
" peripher ies operate as a diversion from recruitment.

: Tt ts this side of the work - the turn towarde new forces - ~
which is the key to the problems of recultment. If the paper -

the maein new resource gained by the fusion - is not being imagin-
atively and flexibly used, there is every reason to question =
 whether there is a seridus and vigorous approach to the winning

' of new contacts; and without new contécts we cannot have new
recruits to the WSL; and without new recruits the movement in time
will - on a local or a national level - simply ossify into an -
irrelevant sect, or politically submerge into-its immediate polit-
jcal milieu - the MP, trade unions or women's movement. Yo

- Perhaps the issues involved can be better focussed if we
dwell a little on why, end in what material conditions, we need
‘t0 bulld not a left caucus in the labour movement, but a revoluti=-
.onary party, 2 Leninist party with a democratic centralist structure
and a programme based on Marxisme = = ’ : o ‘

A

The struggle.for proletarian revolution in Britain brings . -
workers up against a range of interrelated material structures
through which the ruling class perpetuates its system of exploi-.
tation, but which are not immediately understood by workers.

1) There is of course the armoured backbone of the state machine
- the police, the army, reinforced by the courts.. Yet while these
agencies are fundamental to capltalist stability thelr overt
operations -in Britain are generally restricted in scope..The reason
for this is that more subtle mechaniems of control have to a large
extent proved successful in containing the working class. :
- 2) The most powerful of these is the capitalist owmership

' and management of the means of production - end thas total capitalé

1st control over the daily lives of the vast majority of the

. - population. The material condition of being dregooned and discip-
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lingd_by capiEalism”andvits agencies ea.ch day, subjected to the =
outpourings of the bourgecis mass nedia, processed by the edugation.
systea of the bourgecis state { and for stme also herdsd ints line
by Church leaders) 4ces most of ali to shape the daily thizking of
workers, Within such an appavrently immatabls syStem;'%he‘igétiﬁét— ‘
ive responsc is to scek improvemente heve and theve ingide the
existing fremework - whether on'an individusl basis or coilectively
by groups. of workerss S S AR ' S
~ 3) This view ls actively pronoted by the trade union bureau-
eracies, rising above the mase werking class organisations and
politically incorporated more or less onenly into the capitaiist
‘estabiishment, The bureaucrats accept without question the immuteb=-
111ty of %ne system which provides them with persomal power. and -
privilege and lend their weight to bourgeols propagunda against .
revolntionary struggle. Not by accildent are they the leading witch-

hunterss.

;) Teking this blinkered reformist view into the political
promctes the ~harade of hourgeclis Paviiementsry democracy, in
which %Ps debate while the bankers gsnerals ond civil service
burecaucsrets make the decisions wnich shape the lives of the massesSs
By posing es 8 "voclece of the workers? in this bourgsols discussion
chamher, the Lahour Party conslstenily diver % poifitically .

eonacious woekers away Irom irdevendent class actiiou, and misleads '

_arena, the Lahour leadersiip richt and left swallows whole and

them on the cheracter of the sbate they must combat,

5} In adaition to this the %rade wnicn and Labour’hureaucraté
tpade upon and by thelr asztioms velaforee sectoralisn and divislons
p. v, P T e . BN - < e :

within tne working classy eznioiting political backwardness as a-

buttress fcr Hhelr own class collaboraticn., Thus we see the current

Lebour witen~-hunt against those who question m the panacea of -

Papiismentary democracy - but elso in the same cayjegory of

~ exploiting nackwardness we should recognise the use made of craft

ions, )

aivistons, professional privileges, and (even more cyaically)
racial, naticnal and sexual divisions in the workding class, A

‘growing proovlem-.is the gulf bhetween emproyed end unemployed. And.

-

the bureaucracy has a materiel dntepegt in pregerving these divis~ -

"8) And as if this toll of confusion and divisién were not

. gufficient, the capltalist caess and its Lahour lieuvtenants are

also able to trade upon an internal division which still further
atomises the working class -~ the perpetuation of the individual
family unit. fven the increasing hresk--up of the ccnventiomal

“wpuelear family" leeves single parents, unmarried couwpies, gay

people and single edults 2ivided into isclated, econonieally weak
and exploited irdividual writee Such units continue to be the -
focus of discipline - the arena where youth learn their "place" in
the capitalist heap. They also provide an ideal target for media

propagenda and consumer marketinge Within such urits, the double

- oppression of womern as both workers and unpaid domestic servants

of thelr children or their men reaches its peake It is from such
extreme levels of oppression and super-expioitation that prolet-
arian women have to emerge politically if they are to be drawn into
revolutionary struggle. | R L
| . fopdm this genéral framework we can understand more correctly
in today's context Lenin'e ifislstence in What is %o Be Done that

the working class by its sponteneous evyoihivicl can FEach MO more
thor trafe union (reformist) consciousness: ard that because
~sﬁch,cons¢iousn6331is,confined-toaseskigg-improvementsygggg;gti.:_ g
the bourgkoig order; it must be regaried as bourgecis couscionsnesss |
Tlenin inBistod that something other then this was. needed if the
working class were to mekeé a pevolution: SRR _

-

.




| ~"§£ a word, every frade unioh»secretary éonducts and helpsvtoj'

.condubt the "economic struggle against tie emrloyers and the govern- -

‘ment". It cannot be too atvongly ® Insisted ithat this is not yet
~’"Sggial Demogran (Marxism).~The-Socia1~Democra$s* ideal should not-
Pe. a trace union secretary, but a iribune of ihe peonle, &ble to
- peact to every manifestation of tyranuy and CPpIEEsion, No matter
. yhere it takes place, no matter what stratum or class of the people
1t affects; he %Sicls must be able to generalise all of these
menifestations to produce a single picture of police:violence
and capltalist explcitation; he must be able 1o take adtrantage
. of every event, howebver small, in order t0 explain his. scciallistic
. convictions and his democratic demands-to gll, in order to explaéin
"~ to 2il and everyone the world-historic signirficance of the ,
proietariat's struggle for socialism," . . :
, : L ST (Chapetr 3, E)

. liThusQWe must build not simply a left caucus of union militants
. or.left Labourites with a more advanced series of reformist demands;

:7ﬁgwe.must~recruit and train workers with an overall grasp of the

need for revciution, They must be trained to recognise that revol-
ution will oriy zome in Britain on the besis of a vast social

-~ movement which will require a leadershin that is capsble of

- analysing the social pclitical and economic forces driving forward
. the claes struggle, and correctly intervening to raise and deepen
~the political awareness of those in struggle and the content of
their; fight, S : .

. . _We don't simply want a group of individuals with correct formal
calls about smashing the state; we need to build a Rarty capable of
- fighting in a disciplined'and coordinated way on a programme .

that can mobllbse the forces necessary to do the smashing ! We need

to be’ able to find the point of connection with sections of workers

- moving forward in struggle, and to fight both glongside and against
them to raise them to the level of seeing the nzod fon revolution.
Though we tactically work in a wide range of stiuggles we are not

e strike support group or a pubiicity machine for the Labour left;
-we are a combat party, with the task of fighting for our programme

- of socialist revolution against the present levels of reformist

- conseiousness. We may help win partial struggles; but we will fail

" in-our overall task 1f we do not build the WSL. T

~ "Very well", I can hear readers muttering: but what has all

. this ABC stuff got to do with branch work in our area? The answer
‘1s that he struggle for recruitment is not a mere ideological
debate. We cannot hope to build a mass party simply by selling
workers books or by cornering them one by one and lecturing for
hours on the nature of capltalist exploitation, the role of the
‘state, the treachery of Stalinism and the method of the transitionsal
.demands, ' ,

. Obviously we should take such opportunity for discussion where
.1t id offereds But we must see that the working class as a whole
has learned its politics and its trade unionism not in the main
through books or lectures, but through its material struggles and .
"experisnce in practice. It is through this practical experience.
that we must find a means of reaching out to workers and offer
them a concrete revolutionary answer to the bureaucracy they are

up.against. 5 , . . from the centre

_ This is not so much a question of providing/directives,to.“

- comrades on the detail of their day-to~ day work , but requires

- comrddes to organise at local level to carry through flexible
and thoughtful work in line with national policies and campsigus.
‘We must offer workers the example of an organised, collective.
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. . _The local branch, &8s the orgauised daily link between the CotE D e
members ard the Wol ae a whole, must lLielp to combat the continual

ldeological and material pressures on courades to adapt in their
work to reformism/syndicelism, This means providing support, critis

.. cism gnd guidance - sometimes instructions on comrades' worke

" . Individual strengths cap only be tapped and weaknesses combatted
by 'a fight for a disciplined functioning of the branch, = .

' ‘National leaders of the WSL may issus circulars and exhortat-

ions to comrades; but in Iis work - go33, vad or ingifferent -

the local branch is the-crugia%.unit in deternining the real

shape of the work of ths WSL, *t-ls for instaace largely in the

‘hands of local leadersiip whother or not a beanch crientates itsg

efforts primarily toward: petiy vourgegls left groupings '‘or towards

-the working class, It is in the hands of b»rahch isaders to ensure

- that gerious trade union woek is not feeussed exclusively on the

"heavy batallions" of well-orgonised industrial workers to the

detriment of serious work for instance in the NHS and pubklic.

~sector; and that trade union work and MP work does not bling

us to the need for systcratic work among the most oppressed and

radicalised layers emerging in stpuzgls - yoeth, women, blacks

and gay people, Such forces are vhtal fer ovr movement, and our

political work is not complete without the involvement -of such

- oppressed gropus in the leadership of the WSL, But unless brenches

- set out to recruit them, we cannot make that development,

It 1s to monitor these facets of the work a nd to provide an

- organised focus to whi¢h the best militants can be recruited, that
- the branch must function on & regular basis, with well-organised,
- politicslly prepared meetings including political reports.and =
 discussion that sets out to-integrate and develop new members as
... Nor is there any good reason why the leadershhp of local :

branches should be seen as the monopoly of longer-standing members .
‘with "hore experience" to the permanent detriment of new comrades
and less well-developed but energetic organisers, Every effort
must be made t0 draw such new forces into leading roles in the
.. movement - and sometimes they can be seen to have a much more

- Qdynsmic -and bold approach than existing leaders, ' ' D

" Branches should ‘therefore be reasy to hold specialist classes
or discussions for new recrults, or someiimes for existing members

‘ijfwho find particular problems of political contfidence or theoretical

development - for instance youth .comradss, or somc women cdese
- Indeed branches must actively combat the residual sexl gt pressures
- which'flow into the WSL from the scciedy wa' grew up in; we must

k"fﬁfight,SexiSminot'simply“in werds or fout thame™.in the labour -

' movement, but in practice in the WSL, in ccnhatting the worrying
- fallure of the movement to develop women corradics to branch, area
- . and national leadershiyp. S o : e -

- A healthy branch wlll not . “-bea tranquil bfancn}
~rather it should reflect in many ways the lire, the struggles, the
problems and possibilities of the iceal and nationzl labour move-

ment. A lively branch lsadersuip should he sesking at eaeh point
to find the point of comnection to the most sstive and nilitant
workers, the opportunities for interventicn - and seeking to
overcome the political orchliems hoiding back the mest oppressed
sections from active iuvoelwvement in poiificzl znd trade union
struggle, R | | |
So while a routine structure to the weekly work of a branch
is an important bagkbone -(distribution of papers, collection of .
- money, regular sales at regular times, branch meetings, ete)- it

]
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- . must beAseen;és the §§2£%%§§LB21££ for furfhef.inif‘g ' p S :
- as a goal in itself. Branches can oAly live thrOUSh}tgivggéhgogor -

- recruitment , through drawing new, active, militant foreces i
- —— i : , ; n to
' the organisation, bringing with them-what’is ney in the~c§ass

struggle, ' .

' Branches cannot grow or develop mk politically simply through

 maintaining & routine circuit of well-estsblished “"contacts" and

paper readers, Still less if even this amount of routine is not
established, Long-term contacts who have refused to join can often

only be Shitted'by'seeing'our movement as a gampai - outward |
%ngﬁr organisation, fighting for its policles and ing for

ecrultment on that basis. «
We can understand why - with the present organisatioral state

of the Centre some branches have felt 1solated and frustrated.

But the frustrations in branches can only be ggggggg%g%ha nd even .

turn into demoralisation if even for one momemt & brar leader-
ship turns inward instead of out, and begins to "accept" 1ts
limitations, 1ts lack of recruitment pnd lack of coritactse Still "
worse if it "settles down" to a humdrum - if superflcially busy - -
weekly fixed routine, Simply trekking week after week around
already established paper readers, holding lengthy chats with a

- ¢irele of long-term contacts ( in which the issue of WSL.meMberdhip

is not central) offers no hope of breaking the politieal isolation
of any branch, The danger under such conditions is that the :
branch might easily become a circle which might‘égﬁpﬁaﬁg in size

- (1f an existing member moves or drops out), but Fhas no
- means available for expamsion and growth, and thus no means of

politically connecting with the new developments teking place

within the broader lab 1r movement ~ which members may observe

~ or respond to but canmot influence, ) :

FRESH work, FRESH sales of the paper in new working.ciaSs’ eas.

new union branches/MPs, sales which set out to gather eg and
addresgeg on High Streets and factory gates, on every demo anc

picket line, every counecil estate; these are vital sources of

- 1ife and possibilities for every branch, Without them the internal

1ife of he branch becomes stale and introspective; the preoccu-

pation becomes increasingly the internal problems, personalities a '

and differences within the movemént rather than the relationship

of the WSL to the working class, And in this situation the develop~ o

ment of new members is held back, while the older members too

can lose their sense of direction. :

 No doubt there is not a branch organiser or NC member who
will feel that the polnts above apply 100%. to their branch, Some:
will indignantly and rightly feel»that~the4implicit~criticisms.,

‘apply elsewhere, But at the present time,then\theaclass struggle

in Britain seems polsed to take a new upward turn, where the
Labour Party crisis is boiling over and our work amongst women

offers real opportunities for political advance, it seems S
appropriate to open a searching look at the work of our branches.
‘and its theoretical and political basis. o : ‘

Noone cen deny the WSL should be far larger thanlit iss Polit=—:

" {cally, we should be making many recrultse. So perhaps we should

start between now and the Summer School the much-needed debate on

- the reinwiboration‘ofﬁbranch wopk and a turn to party-buildinge

. Let us have suggeétions'onuhbw'the'paper,‘the magazine and

" the Centre's apparatus should be better geared to the needs of

" pranches, Let's have & real discusslon on HOW TO BUILD THE WSL. -
' The frults of discussion should be & ma jor advance, L

'CUNLIFFE, June 18, 1982,

e e . i -
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