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. 1.
WHAT LIES BEHIND THE POLITICS OF THE MAJORITY %

This contrilution to the Malvinas c¢iscussion arises nut of the contribu~
tion I preparcd for thce detate at the summer school, Owing to the agreed
division of speaking time, I was not altle to include apt the points I would
like to have made either in the prescntation or the reply, I have therefore
. set them out here. '

First I'}1 make a rather peripheral point on the world Trotskyist movenent,
The observation by the minority that the majority cnomr-des should think
seriously about the isolation their positions place us in within the world
movement has mot with thc answer: "It is not nccessarily wrong to be isolated®,
Or, "We have becn isolated before, c.;. Afghanistan®™. This however does not
resolve the protlem since this situatisn is quite different., Afghanistan
was acontentious issuc which not only initially s)lit the world movement,
but creatcd minority groups in virtually cvery movement., The Malvinas war in
contrast is a rclatively sinplzs issue for those regarding themselves as a
part of the Trotskyist traditiom, It involves principles well established in
the literature and traditions >f our movement, Therefore Argentina and defen-
cism was almost immediately and almost universally adopted, not only Ly the
various movemcnts but morc or less unanimously within them, As far as we can
sce, no national or international grouping has & significant minority, or
any minority at all, pressing for Argceti.e defcatism. The only people who
have such a position, apart from thc WSL, fall broadly into two traditions -
the ultra lefts, such as thc Sparts, and the various state capitalist
groupings around the world (the significance of which I will refor to later),

Sccondly, bofore I tegin to argue the main point of this document, ket ne
repeat some common sround as to the general principle of revolutionary
defecatism - which still seccms to bte causing confusion, This is that rcvolu-
tionary dcfeatism applies diffcrently in an imperialist country as against a
country oppresscd by imperialism. In an imperialist country, Trotskyists arc
always for the defeat of their own ruling class in any war ot any thme,
whether that war is against a rival imperialist power, a scml colony or a
workers' state, This is not the casc with an impcrialist-oppresscd country.
There it is often nccessary to stand with such a country in 2 war with an
imperialist power - despite the nature of its regime, This is the only point
we were trying to make with the much malizncd quotes from Trotskye.

Compromiscs and contradictions in the TILC resolution

"~ As the minority have s~id a number of times, the lcadership of the WSL
was very slow to renct to thc dispatch of Thatchor's task force to the South
Atlantic. Thrce wocks after it had been scnt, the majority on the EC. still
rofused to take it scriously and still regarded the most likely action as
skirmishinz to back up diplomatic pressurc. It is now plain that this was not
a matter of a poor assessment, but a reflection of the politics o»f the current
majority leadership in rclationship to impcrialism - which is always to scck
to play down its role, Other movemchnts regarding themsclves as part of the
Trotskyist tradition were atlce to immediatcly acdopt positions which at lcast
came to grips with thc rcalities of tho situation. '

PO, as you can sce from the article in this IB translatcd from the
cditorial of their paper, had developcd a position and putlished it 3 days -
after the Galtieri invasion., The WSL lcadership did not even sceriously
discuss it for ncearly 3 wecks latcer,

The Eastcer TILC mecting forced us to begin to discuss it sinco the other
scctions insistcd that it be macde a major item on the ajenda. Our lack of
prcvious discussion made it difficult for us to operate as a delepation at
that meeting. We had to develop nur own position as a ¥WSL lcadership whilst
at the same time discussing the issuc with the other groups who were much
better prepared, I want, however, to refer to our delegation discussions and
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the resulting TILC resolution since thoy have an important bearing on todayts
deLate. From the cutsct our dclcegntion was ajreed on two points: 1) That the
Galtieri invasiosn of the Malvinas wog a reactionary invasion since its ai-.
was the containment of the Arrentine workin, class. 2) That opposition to the
war wns the only possitle nolicy to ~dopt in Pritain (we arce of course still
agrocd on thesc two points). There were two othor points, hiwever, on which
there was controversy, althou/h we eventually asrcced on compronise formula-
tinns. Those werce 1) Sclf-detornination for the Falklanders and 2) When 2nd
undcr what conditions would we Acfon?d Arscentina? ’

These comproniscs, which containcd the sceds of our future diffcercnces on
the Malvinas, woere achicved in varisus vays. The compromise of sclf-detorminn-
tion was achieved by moving it from the first parasraph, which it occupicd in
comrade Kinncll's first draft, t» a lowcr and less sicnificant position (al-
thoush it is clear there was no real asrecnent). '

The conpromisc as to when o~nd under what conditions we would d-fend
Arsentina asainst Brit-oin was reoched after quite a sharp discussion, It
resulted in the famous scntinée with which cveryone is now far too familiear:
Wihile rcecognising that the prescnt conflict is restricted to the Fqlkland
issuc, in the cvent of a full scale war hetween Britoin and AZrgentina we would
he unequivocally for the defence of Argentina'b, o

Since this clause ir ‘aportant to the prescnt debate, I want to focus on it
for a nmomcnt. It contains two irotlems which woerc soon to crmerge in full '
forcc. The first prollem was that the clausc thrceatoncd to fall apart as soon
as the political and military situation demanded an interprotation as to what
constituted an "all out war", and cven more crucially - under what conditions
would the war ceosc to he simply a P lklands issue™. ' '

The sccond prollem it contninced was an assumption on the naturc of Argons
tina which Tcecame an remains an unrcsolved contradiction in the majority
case, This comes out of the clause callins for the defence of Argentina under
certain conditisns. To defend Arsentina under any conditions implics that
Argentina is something qualitatively Adiffcerent Britain, i.c¢. a country
oppressed Ly impurialism, This vicw sharply conflicts with the gverall view
that the mnjority comrades przject »n imperialism (which is in cssence a post
imperialism theory) which would in my view proclude the conrcades ever
supportin:s an ospresscd country asjainst iwmnerialism whatcever the precise
conditiosns, This contradiction, as I will shsw in more dotail lnter, has lcc
the majority comrades into confusion in their doguments sver the naturc of
Argertina, (In fact it should not have been nocessary to debate the nature of
Argentina once it was agrecd that Arscntina could he defended under certain
conditions). '

Two diffecrent starting points ‘ : .

Conrade C says in IB 9, pasc 2: "There is of course ny getting away fron
the fact that whatever the correct roading: of the TILC rcsolutioan, we now .
have in the WSL two radically diffcrent interpretations of itw, :

This was ccrtainly truc,. But what makes these two Jiffercnt intcerpretations
so important is that they mark the poipt of divergsence. They defince in the
clcarcst way the two diffcrent startins points, of the nmajority and minority,
from which flows their different analysis of the war,

The nain division of »npinion come ovor the first part of the clause: '"Whilst
recornisins that the prescnt conflict is confined to the Falkland issue', ‘

The basis »f the majority cnse is that despitc the dispatch of the fleet
and the start of the war, thc war rémaincd entirely co nfined to the "Falkland
issuc", Comradc C. put it this way in IB 9: "Both politicnlly and militarily
the war has rcnaincd strictly - one nicht alnost say sursically - confined
to the Falkland -issuch,
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Wo need to look at these different. startin: voints in more detail,

The minority startins point .

For the minority, Thatcherfs decision to o to war made the international
Imension tho key factor. Far from teing a "Falklands issue™, the war had
beecome a world issue Hf considerale importance., Thatchert's decision had made
it A war of imperiaslist authomity, Inperialism would now use it to try to
rcestatlish its a'ility to use ~ military option around the world which it
had lost to such a serious dejree in Vietnam and since., It would use tt to
demonstrate its atility to crack the whip and make the onnressed natio-ns Jumn
back into line. In other words, Galticrit's move had chansed from an invasion
with reactionary aims into a war tetveen an imperialist sower and an oppressed
nation, ItS'outqggg would scriocusly affect the world political situction, A
- Thatcher defeat would he 2 serious ~>thack for imperialism, whilst a Tpntcher
{Yictory would stren;then imperialism all over the world. It would as we have

sald, alter the “alance of forces on a world scale to the advangare of

imperialisn, '

“he nmajority staked a lot on attacking our reference to "a.world bal~nce
of forces", Sonetimes they have denied its existcnce at others they have
called it "intan, ikle", Mamorph-us" ar ridiculed it. )

Lt other times they have effzctively accepted our point, such as comrace C's
admission on pace 20 of IB 9 thst Thatcher's war was a factor in the Lektanon
invasion, "No doukt the war in the South Atlantic was a factor in when the
Isrnelis launched their warn, ' :

However much that quote underplays the situation, it accepts the hkasic
point, that the Malvinas war created an intern~ntional situation in which
Begin felt he could launch a war of renocide agaiist the Palestinians, (If
Thatcher could defend her interests 8,000 miles away, he could defend his
60 miles 2W2ays he said),. It concedes that Thntcherts war has increasced the
ability »f inperialism to use its military option, ‘

An ambivalent attitude to the strensths and weaknesses of imperialism and
its ability to suppr -~ oppositiosn toits rule is - nmentality which can only
really be projected from a relatively safe positisn within one of the
incerialist powers, and a determinatian to icnore the international dimension
of the conflict, Seen from the Middle East, Central America, Soweto or
Namibia, the " ¢1d Lalance of class forces" is a very tan:sible issue indeed,
Literation fighters in Shlvador know exactly how tangitly an imperialist
victory anywhere in thc world affects then. Nor should thesec najority comrades
ridiculc our reference to a "tizht situation in terms of the world talance of
forces", We siuply mean that it is easily shifterd one way or the other at the
present timc by world cvents, makin; Thatcher's war nore dangerous. It some-
times seewms a2s if the majority courades fail to think in international torms
at 2all, except in the nost scneral way,

Iin facty, a failure to think in international terms scems to e the only
Ay to explain how the comrades can apprcecciate the importance of asscssing:
©ae reiationship of forces on a national level, tut not an internatisnal
~2vel. The conrades would have a very good asscssrient of how the ASLEF ketrayal
~ltcred the relationship of forces in Britain to the advantage of the Tory .
sovernment and the employers. They wouldn't say that was M"intangitle" or
‘arorphous™, they would say it is very rcal and very dangcrous., They would
cccosnise that the ability and confidence of the Tories to attack other
3ectinns of workers is strencthened by it, Yet when we talk akout the ]
strensths and weakncsses of imperialism, it is used as onc of the rcasons to
¢all us Maoist. Thatcher nade her asscssnent. Her sumnmnary of the result of
war was: "Brita® freat azain", She now heads a government which has a new
avthroity in the world, which can + t as the cuttin: edgc for world imperiale-
ism. Shc has shian that nmilitary nower can ho uscd.

This was how the minority defined the war, by what it rcpresented
politicakly. Not Ly who started it, or why, but what it politically hceanme.
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The majority sturcia. poini :

Now let's ©o Toc% to the stortin. 9oint of the majority, ant tracc where ¢
it lc¢éd them, Thedr iasistence that the var rbnnincﬁ_??hfinuﬂ to the "Falklands
issuch was not an accident., It was arrived 2t as 2 nicess ry precondition v
necessary to estallish thot the princry politicml demnn? of thedir position
was self-cdctermination for the Fqllklanders, They were determinced to cstalklish
that as the primary Jennni, aanl thercfore cgually dceterzinced not to allow a
nunlter of awkward facts to rset in the way. Like the fact that the Falklands
arc a c>lonial cnclave of Britain. The coiralecs are cither avoiding such
awkward facts or thcey have a serious proilem in their basic dcfinisions of

.l

the world. (Apart from scocins 2 seni-colony like Arientina as sub-impcerialist).

If the Falkland islends ~rc not sccen as a colonial enclave, how do the
conrades oxplain ancther awkward fact - that the Falklonders o not want
indcependence, in fact would fizht arainst 1t?

Calonised peoples all sver the world have spilt rivers of binod fishtin
for indcpendence, but hecre is a roup in an official Briticsh cnlony who are
hostile t5 it! The answer can only be scen in theoir role as a c¢slonial
enclave. The colonial enclaves arc a particular phenomenon within imperialism,
They are outposts of the cmpire dotted around thc world at strates;ic points.
The population is transported therc, adininistere? as part »f the inperialist
country. Woven into its structure. Generally in culturc and laniua;sc they ars
identificd with the mctropolis. They are protected by its military power, An:l
when the penples from whon the territrny wos slundcered in the first place
raisc the donand that they want it hack, the inperinlists always produce the
sanc answer - whcether it is the Falklands or Gilroltar for Dritain, or
Guantanamo »r the Panama cannl zone far the USA - Mtho penple hnve the rizht
to docide, they want to remain part of us, and we will dcfen that richtn,

__ The majority conrades sny the Falkloanders oppress unn 2ne, tut that is not
re~lly true. They are, and have Feen more so in the nast, a2 part ~f a systcum
5f chloninl enclaves which play a particular role inr the dsmination of the
capitalist world by im_ erinlism. They are thercfore 2 rart of the system of
in erinlist expleitntinn, Their richts shoul”? ncver ®e crunterposcd to the
rights »f the poeplcs »f the scmi-colonies ngninst whom they hnve becn uscd
Ly imperinlism. (It would not be demnnosy to ourge the majority c~mrades to

oy

think a2b»out this, and 21so why their own dernnds for sclf-determinntisn socn
¢

. to centrc on the nenples of the cohlonial cnelaves),

It has always teen a port »f the progroume of Marxism not only to be for
the freedom of cnhlonial peoples, but for the hanain: btack of coloninl
Ghcl-~ves to the »pecosles from who they were pluniorced (this does not moenn of

the character of the particulnar move, it nmeans simply that it is uort of our
DLOSPANILIE) o

The majority comrades however found 2 way ar-und thesc sroblens, They ot
around thc colonial cnelnve status of the Falklands by ignoring it. They sot
arcund the awkward fact that the Falkl-nders had never asked for independencc
by inventins a completcely new cdefinitinn of sclf-dcterminntion, which comrade
C spells out in IB 9: "The Fnrlklanders reuortcdly ox, ross their scl{i-dzterni-
nntion not Ly wantins independencé, but by wantins to rcmnin with Britain",
The F lkl-nders “ex,ress their self-determinntion™ “y militantly fighting to
remain part of Britain - the sccond imperiol ist power. That is a very stran; ¢
kind of self-detcrmination indecd. It hcars not the sli~htest resemllance to
anything Marx, Lenin or Trotsky s-~id on the sutject. Lenin repentedly defincs
self-determination as the risht of ~n opiressed nation Lo secede and forn a
separate state. He always s_.enks of the richt »f natins, n~t ;'roups of
scttlcers tronssorted and stratecically placed Ly dlmicerinalism to justify its
hold on territory Ly maintaininz the su, sort of the _opulation to remain a
vart of the imperinlist pow Sewrch Lenin's works and you will not find
anything remotely referring to such conditisns. Thesc are the terms that
Lenin s.caks of sclf-detcermination, in all of his major writings on it.

crursc that we sunport every action to this end autoiatically, irrespcctive of
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The Theses on the natisnal question written 1913%: The first sentence is as
follows: "The article »f our oroyecramme (on self-deterninatior of nations)
cannnt be intcrircted to mean anythin but political sclf-determinntinn, i.c.
the riht to sccede and form a sc arnte staite" (CHVL9 5.243).

‘Critical Remar s on the Vatisnal Quostion, 1914: "The solution to the problem
of the political sclf-detcrmination of nnticns, thot is, their separation as
states Ly completely frec, ZJemocratic wmcthods™ (C/V20 $.22).. "The right of
nations to sclf-determin-~tion, i.c. the right to sccede and form independent
national states, will ‘¢ “dealt with clscwhere® (7. V20 pJ.45).

‘National Literalism and tho Risht of Nntions to Self-detcrmination 1G14: "The
gucstion discusscd was thc'ﬁolitical sclf-cdcterminnticn of rnations, i.c. the
rizht of nations to scccde™ (CW v20 0.56). "Throushout the cntire history of
international democracy, and cs.cecinally the midile of the 19th centu.y, sclf-
determimtion of nntions has Lcen understocod to mean rrociscly political
sclf-determination, i.c, the risht to sccede, to form an indejendent natisnal
state™ (CW V20 1.57).

The Riosht of Nations to Sclf-determination 1914: In this Lenin cantitlces the
first chapter: "™fhat is mc-nt by the sclf-determination of nations?!" He con-
cludes: "Conscquently, 1f we want to zras; thc me-nins of sclf-detcrmination
of nations, hot by jussling with 1ol definitions,; or "inventing " alstract
acfinitions, but Ty oxamining the historico-cconomic conditions of the natiosnal
movoment, we must incvitally reach the conclusion that the sclf-determination
of nations menns the political separaticn of these nations 2nl alicn nationnl
todics, and the formation of an independent national state™ (CW V20 5.397).
The Socialist Revnlution and the Ri~ht of Nations tou Sclf-dctermination 1916:
"The right of nations to sclf-dctermination implics cxclusively the ri-nt to
independence in the olitical sense, the risht to froe soliticnl seonration
from the opjpressor nation®™ (CW V22 .146). "The prolctarint nmust struile
asainst the enforced retention of the oppresscd natinns within the Louads of
the ziven state, which mcans they must ficsht for the rizht to seli-dcterminne-
tion',

The purcosc of this lcon: series of quotces, for which I a nlosise to com-
rades faniliar with them~terial , is to try to clear up a j.ersistent, and
scrious error in the majority comrades' position. Comrndcs supportin: the
majority vicew on the Malvinas should think carcfully ab»ut the implications
of the mojority's views on self-determinntion an? hiw it relates to the
colonial enclaves. It is not a Marxist standpoint, tut a lilLeral democratic
view of the issuc. It takes the pencral abstract richts of any group of
people and denls with them cutside the context of the class strug.lc, It
tlevates them over and above the rcquiremcents of the class strusgle.

oS

Lenin stresses the point in "The richt of nations to sclf-dcterminationm:
"The demand for 2 "yes™ or "na® reply to the questisn of scecession in tho
asc of every nation may be scen as a very “oractical"™ one, In ronlity it is
atsurd; it is metaphysical in theory, while in practice it 1o ads to subordi-
nating the prolctariat to the bhurcesisiefs policy. The hsurpcoisie always
places its nntional demands in the forcfront, and docs so in caterorical
fashion. %ith the Jrolctariat, h-owever; thesce demands arce subordinntce ts the
interests »f the class strurgnle.®

Lening it should Le noted, was mnking, this qualification in rospect of the
rircht of nations, not c:loninl enclaves, which cm_ hnsises the noint even more.

Annther “ood reassn for soine

into the self-dcterminatinn issue in sonc
@ctail is Lecausc 2 numler of majority supporters have said that they support
the majority casc *ut not the issuc of sclf-dotcrminatinn for the F.lklanders.
Thosc comrades should remember that self-lctoeraination is not a side issuc,
but absalutely central to the mnajority case, and has determined their thinking
from the nutsct.




.6. ‘

Yhe contradictioung in the wrj ritv's definitisn of Arceatinn

Kinnell in ID 12 says n o»nce 7 that “roontina is "écnuiﬁidally ~ victim .
of imperinlism® and then ~n ogc @ "In fact, it scems to mec, Lroentina is
n>t an ~upressed nntisnt,

)

pﬁmrﬁic Kinnell s~ys »n ;0o "If the wror had be.n alout Arsentinats
national rishts, therefore we wiuld hove su ported Ar“entina, tut it wasa't.n
And then on paye 11, "The 'ours oisic of Ar cntinn differs from the roursgenisic
of the tis calitalist cowers esgentir-lly »nly as wenksr from stronger.® '

On top of this, thc concest of sul-imscrialisn whic% the comrades ascribce
to Arzentinng hns led to sonme stran:c Wﬂq;tlony. Comrade C ~:lvocates supporting
LArgentinn 1f natisnnl ri-hts arc qttn cket, despite it beins Ysub 1m,ur1ulist"
(IB 6, p.l11), whilst Kinncll tacks away from sul-imperialisw cowmpletely on
naste IB 12:

"Basic to our sositisn is not s much that Lroentina is sub-imcrialist, s
that the invasion wre sub-imperialist... or mini-impcriclist, or mini-c-loninl-
ist, or an exancle of how "oven medium-Jdcvelnped ca_ itnlist countries can
hold expnnszionist Minperialigt" ailms.®

It hardly nceds sayins that sub-impcerinlist type actins Ty Gnltieri no
mere determine the naturc of Arcentina than fascist-type re ressisn by the
Sovict lLurenucracy mokes the Soviet Union n fascist statce.

So wherc dscs all this confusion come from? On onc hand it is hecausc the
surades shrink from the .olitical implic~otions of sayin: that they would never
cu“"'»rt Arsentina, whilst the csscnce of their politics in relatisnship o
imperinlisn would in roality oxclude then from cver A.ing soe. It is clear
from whnt they say. After =211 the comtradictory statcments, they always return
To the concetinon which underlics all their poeitions - to serinusly »laj
down the role 'f imperialisn., The content of the koy statcements ty the najority
always dircct in one dircction, that there is n: guslitative <differcnce tetween
Dritain and Argentina, or mare troeadly, that there is no qunalitative differcnce
tetween the imperialist powers an? the vost maj-rity »f non- imperinlist powers.
The difference becomes sily "woak or stron ' or "richer »r poorer®, This
sverall view is demoynstrted Hn puse 10 of IBD 12:

"I would acrce that a brsic orienting fact of world politics is the broac
divisiosn betwecen the rich capitn 1Lot states - hondquarters of the bip
industrinl/commercinl monspolics ane banks, militarily strong, historically
oppressor natisns - and n the sther hant oor cnpit~list countrics, whosc
1n‘uotry is awned Ty or osperntes in the shadow of thosc bis monopoalies and
bLanks; in which bis arcas of pre-capitnlist rrckwardncss survive; and which
arc militnrily and politienlly wenk. The latter nroe moastly hiotQ“iCQlly
oonressed nations, thoush mohst have now won soliticnl independened ond to
lei them colonics »r even (in most cascs) scmi-colonics is nyt possilble unless
the words® mcanings arc twisted out 5f all shnpeo.

"But I scc atsolutely no basis in fact or in Marxist theory for considering
this as =~ matter of two crmps. Rather it is o watter of twn poles of a hier-
archy. This hicrarchy is fluid =nd chan.in’ (1ike the hierarchy of mwon»poly
copitnl and small cait~l in n osincle ccuntry . the r.l-otinns of oppressinn
within it are all reclative; and there ~re mis lv—r~nK1d< states. (I and othe
have cited facts to shouw tht Lirgentina is one Hf the lotter, and reuain
unconvinced Ly charses that we ~re 'rcvisionis st7 unless we nssisn the country
to one camp or ~nsther). Morcover, the hicrarchy is not one-dincnsional:
oporesscd natiosns may be morce economic partners of imperinlism than victims
(ce. Quetecy Catalonia), ~ns ceonnmically sulorlinnte nations may be opressor
nations (¢.r. Turkcey, Persia).m

The origins of such ideas derive from the gtatc cnuitaliet tradition,
Michael Kidronts "Imserinlism the hi hest stese of ¢c~it~lisi but one", first
suklished in Imtcranti:nal Socinlisum Journ~l No 20 1965, s~ys the f)llOWlno.
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"It hardly scoms nocessary to sum upg oncts Mgarsrecitent Wibh.L-.in on
imperinlism, as hc defincd it, as the "hizhest stasce of cmpitallamﬁ. However
correct the analysis in his dny, and however Jjustified the conclusion - and
these are esscntially truc even in retrospect - it must be rcjected on at
lenst four counts: finance cna:ital is not nearly as important for and within
the system as it was; the export of carital is no lon#cr of great importance
t> the system; political control in the direct sensc necant by Lenin is repidly
tecominsg doted; an? finally, rcesulting from thesc, we dnn't have imperinlism
nyyJHMlt we still have copitnalism... If anything, it is the permancent war and arms

ceonomies that are "the highest stnarc of ca itnlienm®,

"Indeed, it is difficult t» sce what valuc there is in still using the
word imjperinlienm to descrite the system of Big Power arpression andl cocrcion
of today unless it lic in thc reassurance to Le derived from fomiliar sounds.,
The onc featurc held in commyn by all imperislisms to date - Roman, Tsarist
or British - was their dircct control of the statc in sulbject territories.
Today such control is-ra ic¢ly hecoming vestieial, ancd the distinction hetween
empire and colony which loomed so larpe half o centrry 2o incrensingly
irrelevant, politicolly and cconomically. Still very embryonic, the sicture
formins slowly, vasucly Lut surely btefore dHur cyes 1s one of a far more
homogencous world in which many centres of cnpital and many more sotential
ones - sone large and owerfuly others wenk and willing, yet independent -
jostle and compete, forming, dissolvin: and rcforming nlliances of cxpedicncy
where before division of lalbour and the lakour of divisions imposced an innmut-
able pattern of relationships,®

te you think about not only Kiannellts quote above, Lut the various state-
ments the comrades have made on the issuc; the similarity is roemarkable,

Kidront's central point - that dircct political control »f the oppressed
countrics with the ending, of colonial rule has fun nmcenta2lly changed imperial-
ism - runs risht throush the majority documents, as docs his conclusion. He
says. that his thesis is " aplea to assimilate the ‘ncw countries® intsc the
traditional framcwork of the class analysis". It is heconing, he says, sinply
a matter of class against class.

The majority comrndes have sone down cxactly this roacd. The nationol
question, they insist, c¢nds with the winning of formal politicnl indescndence
and what is left is simply the class strugple. The permancnt rcevolution is
simply junked in the process. ‘ ‘

Where dnes Trotsky stand in 2ll this%. -

One thing which has hecen lacking in this discussion is nuch reference to
Trotsky (a@art from the tendency's initial quistes on Brazil, China ctc). I
would urge comrndes to rend, for examplce, the "Thesis on the world role of
fnerican imperialism", drafted for the foun'ing confercnce of the Fourth
Intcrnational (Documents of the Fourth I ternnational, p. 242) . Comrndes would
notc that the entire political line is contrary to that of the majority.
Trotsky tnkes up stronsly thosce whon think that national oppressisn and politi-
cal dominntion ends with formal _olitical indepen lences He tnakes ud what
the the ninority have taken up - the role o~f military <ictatorships in Latin
America, And the question we have askoed, why is it that Britain just happens
to have a Lourgeois dicttorship, and Argentina a military junta?

"In order to achicve the fclosed doort in Latin imcrica - closed, that is,
to 211 rivals and “pcn only to the USA - ‘demnocratict Yankce imperinlism has
boen propped up in the Latin American countrics by the most autocratic fnative!
military dictatorships which have, in tura, scrved to Jrop up the imperialist
structurc and to ~uarantce an undisturhes flow of supcrprofits to the
Northern colossus... The reesl character of fdemncratict US capitalism is
best revealed hy the tyrannical dictatorships in the Latin American countries



8. *
w1tn which its frrtunc
which its day ~f im-c . ) ncfls)*vrc are numbered *
The blosd-~thirsty deopots unler whise opuressive rule the m1llicns-of w;;kors
and peasants of Latin anerica suffer; tho Vers Aasee nd the Batistas, are at
botteom nothing tut the politicn] toouls of the “doyucstic! US imveriaiists ;.
Thus the USL remains the | red minant and arssressive uiaster of iatin Atbric

ready to protect its power with ~rms in hn? apgainst any serisus assault
by its imperialist rivols or against any atten.t by the peoples of Latin
Amcrica to literate thomsclves from its cxploitive rulc.ﬁ

‘*} <
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t» This is all 2 very frr cry from the pnolitics the majority present us with,
Surcly they will not ar-uc thot thinss hove chn nod 2ant US iuperialism no
lon cer rulcs throhurh the juntas in Latin Amcrica? Yet comrnde Carslan ArCUCS
incredilly in IB 9, 5.3, that "a country liko Ar entinn, which has lon;

had political indcgendencce... has had the uaximun independence ‘cecoromically
possibtle in the wmodern world - the only (emphasis osriz’inl) meaningful anti-
imperialisn is the socialist wo orking class Stru mle. ™

That renlly sums it up. "Maximum indevmndence econ-nicnlly »ossitleny
which means the irgentine workers nre simply faced with the strugcle for
-socialism. Kidron would Le proud of it, lLut Trotsky would not. Trotsky
tolked specificnlly alsut Aysentins in doscument "On the wmovement of the
Fourth Iantcrnntisnal in Latin Lmcrica® (Documents of the I P. 379). He
talked about the ponssitility of the twn sroups the FI had in Argentina in
the late 1930s fusing, to cthere He paints o pegsimistic picturc, The
dverpence Letween the twy S roups he s-ys is srowing hecuse one grouy has
now adopted the position that the revolution in argentinn would e "exclusive-
ly socialist".

"TIn the Lesinning the M fferences Letween them were of o rather secondnry
charact.r and mainly “ersonnl. Dut, at presunt, there is an inlicatinn that
the divergencies are assuming, 2 pdylitical choractor, In No, 7 of Inicial, a
programmatic articloe npgpearcd on the ﬁ“tu”; of the revoluticn in SArgentina,
which attonnted to show that its charncter will hnve to be oxclusively
socialist. o

The cwurades cannot ;Pc ar-und this Ly eaying that things in “rgentina
have fundamentnlly chan:cd since then, since a) it homntt iuniqmentally
changed and 1) the cnase tuwy have arsued throuchout the debate is that
Argentina has becn politically independent for 2 lons perisd of time and it
has becen reintively alvanced To-xz early »i with o hirsh standard of living din.
the 1920g ctc.- ’ ’

>toky is making thc k<ner~1 nnint that the natural strugisle Ases not end
wita formal political inlependcence, which contraicts the sis of the -

conradest casc.

Trotsky argues for o strusgle agndnst all forms of dmperialist oppressilon,
including: economic (althoush we acce;ﬁithAf econosmic dpndenendence cannot
dag our_stratesic zoal, it is intcercsting that Trotsky stresses it as a part
of the strugile).

"The revolutisnists in the USA are oblisced to rouse the US workers .
agnainst the sen’in of any armed forces asainst the zoeoples 5f Latin ‘merica
and the Pacific an? for the withdrow~l of -~ny such forces where they now
sperate as instrumcnts of iaperialist oppression, 28 well as a ainet any’
sther form »f imccrialist sressure, be it Wiliplomntic® or Yeconomic", which
is calculatced. ta vislatce the nationdl indepeniicnce of ~ny country or to
nrevent its atteinment of such nati »nal inde): €

A1l this is a 1long way from the majority politics - that the national
gucstion is cended with forral independence, that the ¢ o ninst the
geonnmic dominatinn of imcerizlism is not ~n —nti-ime alist tru”*le;
and anre 51Unlilcintly an! which o-2in sunms uy the m"JOPltJ rosition, their



insistence chnt ia such countr.es the main cnewy is 2t home,

In fact, the ¢ urnidee ~ttack the 7Ye nericetly consistent Marxist
position tn“t in semi-co l)nlkq anc ok cnurtrlus the main cnemy is
very acfinitely not at home tut in ¢ met 2lis of the imperinlist country,
with the followin . formul-tisn (Kinnell I~ 2, Del):

"For the lrcontine workin-© cl-ss, the war botweon reentine state power
and Dritish state pover oveir the Talki-nds was - wor ketwckn its immcedinte
enewy - thc cnoiy thot it must firs unts with in oricr to win
it liberation,... Qnﬂ oomore goneral ald renote c‘“ny" In the words thc
comrales hnve uscd marny times - in Ar-entinn the main enemy is at hone

Trotsky polemlciscd nninst the Mexicnan LCI on exactly this questinn

(Dscumeonts 5f the Fourth Intornoti snal P.273). He e-il: "In the strusrlc

2 dnst foreisn imperinlism in Mexico, thp leadership of the LCI (Galicia
sroug); instead of cmphasising 2)ove all in-its asitation the strusilc against
the amorican and wfltle bandits, cmjhasised rather the T~uricois nntisnalist
Cﬂr”fﬁﬂo rogilme, attackings it in ~» wnay that was one-sided, occtmrlan nd, in
the siven cilre umstonces, o.gbctlvcly reactisnary", (We don't nced to arcuc
about the otrwious Jiffercnces “otween the Cardenas ro- ime and the Lrsentine
junt~, Trots Ay is arsuinc fq t the main cnemy is the inperialists, n>t the

Cordenns Lourgedsis natisnnlist recime. )

It Leardly scems necessary to add, that in =n inperinlist cohuntry it is
qui t vdifferent, tnp moadn cnemy is always at hone, ‘

"Blocks" and fleapm g!

The stress the nojority couwirndds hove nut ~n this issuc reeently is o bit
beside the point, However the ¢ nirades want to Jjusele ”jtm w“rﬂsy Jur
rénsons for usin: such worde wae to oint out which side we were on in the
war, (Trotsky regcatsdly used it in the e way,.) We wero W“klp“'thc pointlof
coursc that we were on the s-me #idc as “r bﬂtLH s not Galticri, The sillincss
of th¢ point is shown Ly tho cryrr-~des' awn pocitinp, If they insist thot
they whuld defend Lr ¢ntina uvudor cortoin conciticns, then thot would nput
ther n the some side, »r in tho sanc ¢y — whichever word ysu choose - as |
Arsentina, a

The wnjority and Militant

Militrnt and the u~jorrity hove trsicnlly the samc starting Hint aned
motivate their casc in the samc way. Take some guotes from the Militant
pamphlet on the Melvinas writtcen by Ted Grant collcd 4 Socinlist Answer":

"Ar-entina is one »f the most hirhly developed countrics in Latin imorica.
The 1nncowners are not foudal Tut Souroeois land ovners, crwinaratle to o the
capitalist londswners in Prit-in, Birhty six 2urcent of the popul-tion live
in towns, nd the country hros a reasonably developed industry. Finance
caplital, Tﬂth furelgn and 1ocal, is intertwinced with the oursenis landowners
and the pitalists in the citics...

"On the Falkland Lelnnts themsclves, the Lrsentinces nrosent consistod o f
on¢ Arooentine nmarricd to5 o Falkland Islander who ficed from the islancds whon
¢ saw the possibility of w-r, Had therc boecen a c>lony of, say, 100,000
Lrocntines,; o ensc for cnlonial ouoressisn could have bocn mnde out., Tut thc
Isl-nis h“vb been in British Dossdssion for 150 years... Tho populntion of
thic Islan’'s is Bpnilish spb#kln, na of British descent.

"Althoush there arce only 1,800 Falklandors, Marxists neverthelcess have to
tnke into considcration their rishts and intcrests. The junis's clain to the
Falldnnds 1s purely on iwpcrinlist claim far 1ot in the shapc of ros urces

which can be develaned, ailthou~h cven this is scennidnry to their aim of
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P U s . . . .
headins off revolution Ly diverting workers alon;; nation2list lince...

@

"The attitude »f Morxists twards this wor is deciled by 211 these consid-
cratiosns, 2nd a.ove 2all by the fact that it is two iwpurislist powcrs which
nrc at war, cven though the Argcentine nay in the nst have been, like the
USA; 2 colenial cx Lntry. Thercfare we onpose the caplitalist war of Argentino
ﬁgainst Dritain, wo _ppose the eapitnliest wor 2f Dritain agninst argen-

inn
infne..

"In this war, n Acfeat for Argcontina will provoke the rovolution, If the
Takle Force i1s dcferted, on the sther h-onid, it will mcan thoe downfall »f the
Thatcher govermicnt. Bither result would e in the interests of the workin
class intcrnati-nally."

Militant of coursc o 211 the wayl In Milit-at Internntispal Review Junc

1982, they roun? the positi:n off by saying that hnd 2 Lobour government

Lecn in power in Dritain, thby would have callcd for it to continue the war,
Labour :overnment, they g3id, "could have ra i1y defeatid the dietntsrship,

On Lchnalf, of coursc, of rltl)h imroericalism,.

So the Militant t-ke it the wholc way, our majority courades den't, tut
the core »f the arcument, from the naturce Of “rientina throush self-determina-
tisn for the Falklinnders and the withdrawal of the Lrsgenting troops is
remarkably similar. If comrndes still doult tuls, they sh.ul<d ask how the
WSL envled u; supporting the Militont resslution ot the LPYS confcrence t
was a disrusting onenly pro-Dritish ree~lutinn, which ~ftor calling ior{fi
1etcrm1nﬂt1»n for thc “~lklnandors Hnly condemns "the hygocricy" of Dritish
yorialism ns  an after-thousht and has o list of “lemnnds which incluce
"Down with the Argentine goverament™ and WElnck triv e with Lrgentina", There
is no condemnntion of Eritain. No ¢c~11 for the withdr-wal of the flect. No
¢all to black war supplics in Fritain,

Was the DBritish victory ,rojrczsive?

Toth comrades Cmrolon ant Kinnell ropentedly chnracterise rﬂh“tchor's
victory as prosressive., It iz somcethin. wo rust complutely rejo Comrade
Carnlan has roiscd it many tlwbs in the course of the lebate, Ho naév it
cldar th~t at thc tc o inning Hf the war he woul? have "proferredh a British
victory, referrin to Drit-~in's !ourccois A yerntic institutions., Later he
was not:so surc and said a Thatcher victory would be Mot jectively orosressive
(althou-h vnless I misunderstoand the words, if s methin: is objectively
procressive we would support it!), In ID6, Caralan is 2 hit more modest
atout it, sayim; "The ir cntinc people have n-t sufferecd 2 defont with any
h~rmful conscquences, CAW ndv Kinrell in IB 12, p.4, snys the suteome is
"211 to thc advant~;c »f the troentince workers',

These skatements, which arc shocking from thosc why view the world from an
interno t10u~1lct standpoint, are a2 ain no accident. They are the logical
autcome Hf the mnjority comrades® real position, which Militant bring out

80 c1~frly, thﬂt Tritain and JAr-entina arc toch middle-ranking copitn list

POVICTS, n>t qualitatively diffv*bnt, ther. fore the sutcome is nvt imortant,

The sovereignty debate
T4t the Lo-innin-: of his letter to JL, Comrade Kinncll cguates the Dritish
roentine claims to the Frlklands; as if. they wers two cwunt rics of equnl
strtus. He says they arc caqually invalid. (I have ~lready put the minority
nositisn that Lr cntina has o v=1id claim ut it coHuld not be decisive in
characterising the invasion,) Zut this is n-t the worst si‘e of the conrndes!
sosition, Like the Milit-nt, in ~rguiag “own the Ar. entine casc, they end up
actunlly arguing the Dritish casc. They »oint tn the Lrbvity »f the Argentince
c.lonisation of the islnnds, t> the fnact that Drit-in has controlled it for
150 years and that there arce no Airsentinces thor.. Thnt is *hitc% sr*s easc

nty which is thce ronson why thoe Lritish cnsc wns n ‘“r debunked in SO.
80 ncver mentioncd throsushout the wholc wer that the Ia ans Lelonged to
Coalitec  for exangle.
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Tt loads to some intercsting questions and some Stra??i,Cf??%?8l2§§iqlfqt
150 yonrs »f British contrsl is ~n ~rpument to QOSFr?yo“fgu?Elﬁ; Sarcﬁtzérg
what point was 1t Jestroycd? Lfter 50 yoz;s?thO yiﬁf?i f;fgsﬁiflf%'.t A
no Arzentincus on the islan’, which the ngor}tyAaQn the Mlkltﬁn 499%?t t;éf
strénély? Decause Dritain impnsed racist imtlﬁritl’? cnn?ro}? ﬂ?t‘ﬂ;y then
AUt - to kcep the enclave pure. It ies dnnrernus to }gnoru.t§+s_fq}% ST o
Comrate Scott defunding the mojority cnse in I3 12 in an arplclg'putun§luuo y
“¢callesd "Once morce ~n the Falklands® actually ¢nts up half dcfcnalng th1s:
policy with flippant stntecments 1ike this:

e

"The renlity is thot tecouse of € copulstion, thg islﬁnde?s'
risht to sclf-ictorminatisn eould be over-ri nly by Arzentin settling
engugh seople. there to outvote the present community', Althourh cnmr?dojscott
notes in the next scction that we are against immigratinsn controls, it does
not mitirate wmakin:e such a point which justifics Dritain's racist laws and:
shows the danserous trend in this line of arpument. Scott's next scntencc,w 4
which is na rejoincr to Cunliffc who is attacking the Tritish cascy continucs
his 4éfence of the Tritish crnsc: MAre wo to trke this serinusly (tho
Arsentine cnse) that the stotioning of 2 few dozen lrgentine trogpg,
permanent homes would have been in Argentina, for 4 wh»le yocars, ;1V§s ﬁ
Lrioentina A claim on the Falklands aainst o civilian community who hnve lived
and worked there for 150 years with, until now, no real challensc from
Ar-entina of their rigcht to do soU.

fse¥cley

s

We find we hnve been su jected to a sleisht of hand, Suddenly‘the disputed

claims-are tectween Argentina and the Falklond islanders, Dritain, the imberi-

alist -wower, is suddenly nst involved in thé dispute, and by defending the
islanders! cnse of course Thntcher's cnase 1s defended since it is the soue,

How d5 we characterise o war? L ‘

Somer conrades who support the majority casc scem to Lasc their position on
the fact that the wrr started with a reactinnary invasion. But wars connnt
be characteriscd by incidents which startes them, o>r this would lead us to
snme very strange conclusions, We have to judie thenm politically from the
forces involved, 4 -

Some comrades say, how can -~ wor which hoegan ronctionary bhecHie prorress-

ive? I ceon't sce how it is such o difficult issue. Thntcher's decisinn to 10
to wor transformed the situation from 2 resactisnary invasion of the Malvinas,

desizned -to cont~in the Aricntine working class, into o war hetwecn an .
imperinlist country ~nd a country oppressed by imporialisme.. From that moment:
onwards that is what it wns. Our asscssment of the orisinal invasion or of
Galtieri's motives no longer coume into it, R

Arzentine "nationnalism® o . - : ,

Throuzhout the main majsrity document by conr~des Carslan and Kinnell,
our rcferences to anti-imperialist scntiment in the Argentine (or Lotin
American) workins class is nttncked ns "Argentine ch-ouvinism". The most fov-
ournile comment about it is by Kinnell who says: “"If I racked ny brains I
mightrhe ~tle to imagine n situatiosn in which Argentine nationalism would
play a progressive role,!

At the July TIC mceeting however, there wns 2 dranmatic switch. Both com-
rades tnlked »f anti-impe.inlism in the Arrentine massces nnd :stresscd the
heed for a2 programac to choannel it into a clearly nhti-imperialist Jdirection.
(Although it is hard to sce what such o programme woul? relate to, when
argued for from a standpoint of cnlling for the dcfeat »f the Argentinc
forces by Thatchoer). ' SR

Withdraw the ‘reentine troopsi

A bBit more needs to be said alaut this dewand wnich wos stuck to strongly
by the mnjority throush-ut the wnr, since it wns nocessary for the sclf-
determination issue, but not siven public promincnce., In somc wny®# 1t takes
the contradictions in the mnjority casc ~ stage further; since it is in
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reality a call for a Thrtcher victory.

Just think Ao i T |3 :
5 hink sut it, The ¥SL c¢-1lead - he withir- e Rri

and the withdraue) ae iy '3 ‘..ll,~ for the withir~wal 5% thoe Rritish flect
e the withe u,k_ of the arsentine troope frow the ¥alvinas. If this had

_— acinleved, the YSL thun calls for the richt ~f sclf-eterainotis -
Folklanders, Thoy would the S qpoaporiz etordnntion far the
- J}“ o.t ¢y would thon oxcrcise their sclf-deterringlion as Carnlan
says "y wantins to s Wi bl Toged . T . S ae O A8 ePuLn
e 1%1«{4 iiiﬂnfo“t?Z with Yr;tnln". What is the result? - Dritain retain
:: 3 o) 1l (L SLANGS, AN ungunlific? Trij is i T j icve! - ‘
AT ErTN o] ol Tritish vict:ry is nchicve? thr »urh

<
£

POLITICA OBRERA EDITORLAL STATEMENT : "IN ORDER TO FIGHT AGAINST

IMPERIALISM, NO SUPPORT TO THE DICTATORSHIP"

(This statement was published on April 5th PO 328, 3 days after the
Galtieri invasion. It shows how early PO developed their position and
its consistency.)

The occupation of the Malvinas by the military government, has produced
an international crisis in which the main imperialist powers are
implicated and poses for Argentine workers and anti-imperialist sectors
a whole number of problems, which if they are not solved wis:zly could
make the long and painful struggle of our people against the sell-out
military dictatorship and imperialism barren. Also important problems.
are posed for the workere, and especially the revolutionaries of the
imperialist nations which oppress us - the US, Great Britain, France -
whose correct solution depends on whether it furthers or not the cause
of proletarian internationalism. :

The struggle to the death for national independence.

The first thing to be made clear is that it is not enough to recover
territory which belongs to us historically and geographically, and which
is in imperialst hands, to be in the presence of a real action of B
national independence. It is evident rhat this depends on the aims that
determine this act of recovery, as well as the total politics of the
junta which carries it out. If the recovery of the Malvinas is in order
to change master in the South Atlantic, or in order to resolve a legal
dispute which impedes the handing over of the riches of the region to
foreign capital, it is clear that the action has an anti-imperialist
- appearance but its real projection is a greater submission to imperia-
lism. Such a thing should not surprise in a continent where bourgeois
nationalism has a long training in demagogy, and in the tactic of
deception of the popular masses.

Exactly a month before the occupation of the Malvinas, the daily
"I,a Prensa", 3/3/82, gave a vast amount of information about the cha-
racter and aims of this operation : "In the (Argentine) sources consul-
ted , it is suggested to us, that the North American government has
expressad its 'understanding' in relation to the new posture by Buenos
Aires, and also its belief that the recovery of the Malvinas by Argen-
tina constitutes, at this altitude, a condition almost ' sina qua non ‘'
for the establishment of an adequate Western defence structure in the
south Atlantic, opposed to the Soviet penetration in the zone:, and the
tensions exis ting from along way back cauced by the Beagle dispute



. S . L . o Veticone -
"between Argentina and Chile, =2t present in the bharnds of the ézgmgreﬁter
- - A - epend, in a certain way, on t: g
sdiatior e resolution can depend, in a certain , :
mecliation whose resolu : ¢ Y. a
or lesser weight of the strategic or geopolltlcalﬁp051t122 ifbgigeggiiers
i le a3l i ‘ 11y in the Beagle, so tha att
in the wholie austral region, not only B32aC : - ger
appear also profoundly connected, and ngt only fr?m the point iicv;gte—
of military security and general economics, except the d%p‘oma nte
rests of the Church are referred to. As for washington, ever¥one agrees
S b 3 . : -
in one thing : the recovery oy Argentina of the Malv1na§ woutd maybct
open up the door to the creation of joint bases on thg islands - oi om
the leasing of bases to the US - with much more capacity of contro over
all the area whatever defensive device in the Beagle whethfr %rqent;ng
Oor Chilean or of another Western country (besides they wouldn't exclude
each other)", . :

"As far as we know, the .Argentine plans contemplate equally, evgntual i
British interests which go beyond the specific ones of the Malvinas, -vi
having moreover, greater generosity concerning respect for»?helr proper-
ty, political and cultural status, facilities of all types.ln A?gentlna
~and even special financial compensation. In this sense it is pointed

out to us that Buenos Aires would be disposed to offer B. P. and other
British companies a participation in the eXploitation of hydrocarbqng '
and other resources 1in important areas of the region, the same fac1ll?1es
for its fleet, all this in a way that. the devolution of sovereignty will
not imply any decrease -~ rather the contrary- of the perspectives of
Britain in the South Atlantic. Undoubtedly, this temperament tends not
only to facilitate a peaceful solution, but alsc to consolidate the

tacit endorsement of the US, in the event that it would necessitate the
military procedure, by the way of Washington avoiding the greater part
of frictions with their 'cousins' and NATO allies.®

'La Nacion' of the following day (4/3/82) posed something similar,

‘although from a different angle, but this time with information glegned
in Washington. ‘ '

"Local diplomatic Ssources are trying to determine if the renewed bold-
ness of Argentina to recover the position of the Malvinas islands is
related to the growing internationalisation_of the American continental
situation. . - S . " ’ — o :

"The re-arming of Venezuela, the announcement of the first NATO ‘manoeuvre
in the Gulf of Mexico, and the search for new North American bases on
the Western Caribbean coast, are an expression of the new dimension
attributed to the defence of the continent, N

"It has coincided with the sudden ang vigorous effort by Argentina for

a quick resclution concerning possession of the archipelags that controls
the austral route, The English have been there during morexthan.a'cenf
tury, but their fleet has been contracting because of the heavy fiscal
broblems of the kingdom. , , o :
"The North American navy estimates that the Cuban high sea fleet,
although tiny constitutes a threat to +the continental routes. o

"The Cuban ships do not have a big operational Ccapacity in the Southern
waters, but. their intense activity in the warmer waters of the Caribbean
Ccan distract the North american naval forces that patrol the austral
channels.

"It would be even more serious inthe case of a potential crisis in the
Indian Ocean, which weighs in the calculations of the .North American -
naval strategists.,

"Diplomatic sources point out that what they perceive as a growing:
Argentine - North American military relationship is added to these
elements,

"Although it ig recognised that Washington always tried to avoid the @ .
question of the Malvinas, the new circumstances could lead it to a revi-
sion of its positions or a least, they could encourage Argentina to force
the change.

"The sources doubt that the sale of planes to Veénezuela, the search for




baseg in the Caribbean, and the first NATO excercises in an interior
American sea can be isolated events. ‘
"Oof what there is no doubt is that Washington places the question of
‘the defence of its continental allies in a global perspective that could
lead it to persuade Britain t»n resolve the irritating austral subject
with one of its key allies. ‘ A

"The impression of the diplomatic sources is that although there are no
formal elements to establish what is that is happening, something can

be happening. Neither Argentina nor the US are quiet, and even more,
they are operating in tandem." ’

c

Once again, the well-informed weekly 'Latin American Weekly Report' of
London reported on 12/3/82 : ‘ '

"Argentina is considering a broad range of options for a ‘unilateral
~action', according to sources in Buenos Aires, if Britain isn't dispo-
sed to make concessions. This include initiatives in the UN, a break

in diplomatic relations, and, lastly, an invasion of the islands.

"The link with the internal pclitical situation is clear. This has
already been described as a 'political year', and President Galtieri
feels that a drastic action over the Malvinas, for long a question of
naticnalist pride, would dc wonders for his popularity. Some observers
believe that he will use the question as a platform for the launching
of an official or semi-official party. They remember the successful
electoral slogan of 1946, 'Braden or Peron' (Braden was the yankee
ambassador, and the. implication was that Peron was the only genuine
nationalist candidate). The new version, according to these observers
would be ‘'Glatieri or Britain'. . —

"Government functionaries think that thé international repercussions

of a hard line against Britain would be manageable, Argentine foreign
policy is firmly leaning towards the Reagan administration, while the
mass of its grain is bought by the Soviet Union. None of either - -
superpowers, it is argued, would vary its present policy to defend the
British position, -
"There is a strong suggestion, in the light of Washington's anxiety with
security in the South Atlantic, that it would be opportune to solve the
dispute. This would open the road tc the installation of North Ameri-
can military bases, a possibility over which there has been much
speculation in Buenos Aires since Galtieri took power."

All this informetion must be linked to a more general problem :
foreign policy is a continuation of internal pclicy, and the internal .
and foreign policy of Galtieri-Alemann is of subservience to imperialism.
Therefore, whatever the consequences of the international crisis are, .
as a result of the ccntradictions and alliances between the yankees and
the English, and between the dictatorship and both, the occupation of
the Malvinas isn't ai.part of national liberation or national independen-
ce, but an image of naticnal sovereignty, because it is limited to the
territorial, while its social content continues being pro-imperialist..
The national state is formally sovereign in all of continental Argenti-
ne territory, and this isn't in contradiction with the fact that, by its
economic and internaticnal policy, it is subject to imperialism. .

To take the recovery of the Malvinas as an isolated deed of - Ly
sovereignty and worse, obscuring the active negotiation vwith_imperia—
lism on the part of the dictatcrship, to integrate the occupation into
a prc-imperialist strategy, is to allow oneself to be dragged along,
consciously or unconsciocusly, by bourgeois demagogy.

Prisrity: Internal struggle against imperialist agression.

Argentina is a nation oppressed by imperialism; the question of the Mal-
vinas is one aspect of that oppression. Regarding this situation as a
whole, what is the pricrity in the liberation tsruggle?

Today, the Argentine state that undertakes the recovery of the



alvinas is in the hands of the dircect and indirect agents of the .
vg§§§§21 that subjugate our nation . What scope can an act of soverslgz-
ty have when the country which undertakes it (not when the_govgrn ?
“that executes it) is politically dominated by thg agent§ of natlon?
oppression? It is inferred therefore that the pricrity is anotber o'to
smash first the internal reaction, to cut the bonds of.the-subjugaﬁlon
(economic and diplomatic) and to construct a powerful internal an§1-‘
imperialist and revolutionary front, based on the workers. The prlorlyy
of a real national struggle. is tc smash the internal front of reaction
and to establish the revolutionary front of the masses. It happened thus
-in:all the great national emancipatory ventures : the Frendh, Russian,
Chinese and Cuban revolutions. o
In relation to the fundamental priority of the struggle for natio-
nal liberation the occupation.of the Malvinas is an act of distraction,
of which the dictatorship seeks to extract internal and international
- revenue for the Argentine exploiters and the imperialist‘bourgeoisies
they 'protect'. This is the government which simultaneously with the
Malvinas action, intervenes militarily in E1 Salvador, Nicaragua and
Bolivia, in order to reimplant or fortify the national oppression. It
is sure that Galtieri and the General Staff have thought that. yankee
imperialism would reward these services, leaving them to occupy the
© Malvinas. Whatever the course cof events, what is clear is that the oc-
Cupation of the Malvinas isn't the axis of national liberation, but a
distractionary manoceuvre. The dictatorship has had recourse to it in
-order to get out of its profound internal crisis and impasse.
If there is war, the nation must take up arms and make war the length
and breadth of the country.. -

Britain, France ang other declining colonial powers are pressurising
Yankee imperialism in order to force, by whatever means, an. Argentine
withdrawal, because it is a 'bad example' for their last colonial pos-
Session. The aAnglos are desperate about the repercussion that a capitu-
lation of 'Her Majesty' could have on the glorious Irish nation.

" Yankee imperialism itself is turning bellicose, because, probably,
it doesn't like the direct methcd of the recovery of the Malvinas and
because it coulg consider the dictatorship too weak in order to be ca-
pable of Pledging itself actively in the South Atlantic pact., Therefore
it is exercising an intense pressure to get g; %ggawal of Argentine
troops, or on the contrary, to suffer a direGE Y the British navy.

If it is war, it isn't for patriotism, but for authentic anti-impe-
;ialism that we pose : war +to the death, revolutionary war against
imperialism. This is not only =2 naval war in the South, but an attack
on imperialist property on the whole national terrain, confiscation of
foreign capital and above a2l1l arming of the workers.,

The socialist and workers parties of Europe have lined up once more
with their imperialist bourgeoisie, They believe that by describing
Galtieri as a 'little dictator' they consecrate themselves as democrats,
when the main oppression is that of the imperialists 'democrats’, pre-
cisely those who pPresent the government to the little dictator. We call
upon the genuine Buropean revolutionaries to repudiate their governments
to defend the Argentine right to the Malvinas and to make every effort
to sabotage the war will of the 'democratic! British crown, the historic
gaoler of peoples. ‘

The dictatorship doesn't_waht any fight against imperialism.

The policy of the dictatorship is'respect for the property' of the
opPpressors. Such is how Galtieri-alemann have been avoiding confronting
the economic sabotage of imperialism. On Friday April 2nd, 10 million
dollars of deposits were withdrawn , just from the Bank of London. That-
cher had to intervene Argentine funds in London, before the dictatorship
rushed into a ridiculous exchange control that doesn't impede the flight
of capital for the black market, nor impede the capital of other impe-
rialist nations from following the economic boycott.

The dictatorship is already capitulating.




Also there is evidence that it would be for acceting 'mediation' by Rea-
gan about verbal recognition of Argentine sovereignty, in return for '
gradual devolution of the archipelago and with strong economic, milita- .
ry and internal political cenditions, Costa Mendez and Ross have already
said at the UN that they accept negotiations on the basis of formal re-
cognition of sovereignty, '

One musth't confuse support for the national claim with political sup-
port for whoever, in this case the dictatorship, seeks to lead the
struggle for that claim, as that would signify support to the inconse-
quent, traitorous and even anti-nationai. leadership of the struggle

for the national claim.

Workers and anti-imperialist independence vis-a-vis the dictatorship.

Tt wanted, and wants, to drag the Argentine workers behind the dic-
tatorship, Taking advantage of the Malvinas affair, and even to white-
wash it for its crime, to forget its selling out (to imperialism - m.j.)
and agression against the workers, And this, especially after the great
events of the 30th that thwarted all the efforts of restraint and
paralysis of the Multipartideria. There is even talk of a government of
‘national unity'. In this 'entreprise' the Multi, Miguel, Triacca, Ubal-
dini and the CP have lined themselves up. Only a minority of CGT leaders
resisted the parody of making a demonstration of support to the dicta-~
torship on April 2nd. This honours them. ‘

But precisely inorder to have the liberty to fight imperialism and stop
them negotiating the Malvinas in return of unacceptable concessions, it
is necessary to not support politically the anti-national dictatorship.
In a war we can strike the foreign enemy together, but we will never
support the politics with which the dictatorship leads that war, we will
fight to convince the workers that a revolutionary leadership is necesaly
Faced with this situation and in thé face of the intentions to subject
workers to tailendism and support for the dictatorship we thimk it is ne
cessary to maintain workers and antiimperialist independence with a
precise programme : S

(1) Denunciation of the intentions to capitulate before imperialism,
whether a sell-out negotiation (economic or foreign policy) or a with-
drawal in exchange for conditional and gradual devolution of the island.
(2) Demand the intervention of the property of all foreign -capital which
is already sabotaging or speculating against the national economy.

(3) In case of war, extend it to the whole country, attacking and, confis
cating imperialist capital & aboveall call upon workers to arm themselves
(4) Immediate satisfaction of the demands made bt T.Unions/workers' or-.
ganisations and also the demands made by relatives/mothers of disappeared
(5) Impel the formation of an anti-imperialist front that will practi-
cally push this programme. '

The decisive battle will be on the internal front

The dictatorship has two alternatives before-it, either to obtain the
insertion of the Malvinas occupation into an agreement with imperialism,
or decide to fight to save honour. In both cases its internal dislocation
will be undeferable: firstly because its discredit among the masses and
patriotic sectors will be brutal, filsing #€3elf with the general impasse
of the regime: and secondly because it breaks its internal front with

big capital.

The bougeoisie is already conscious of this problem. It is reflected in
the editorials of ‘'La Prensa', 3/4/82, bemoaning the ' incomprehension'

of Reagan, for the calls of the daily for the inclusion of the Malvinas
in the Yankee strategy; and in the divergence of 'clarin', 3/4/82 which
calls for a turn towards third-worldism.

The working class must be conscious of this because if it blinds itself
to the situation, it will prepare a change of regime to its own cost.
Therfore the demand for unrestricted political democracy and a sovereign
Constituant Assemblyimust continue to be raised. :

(4/4/82)
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VALVINAS/TALKLANDS

Politica Obrera ('rgentina section of Fourth Intsrnationalist Tendancy),
vdrticle of 12th June, The Political Situation at_this Stage of the ¥ar,

in Politica Obrera No. 330.
...The forced departure of two thirds of the British fleet to a zone 17,000
kilometres from its usual operational area - with the .resulting breaches

~of fundamncntal military dispositions - express the shakiness of the

world political ordar vaimperialism, of whic@ tgeréggg%t%g%ridigtatorship
was a vital part., The Tnglish had to send their xﬁxgx bscause %ﬁx
continental Argentina and the Argentinian navy had ceased to be natural
aircraft carriers for world imperizlism...And all this has occurrad simply
because, after six years of merciless exploitation of the .rgentinian economy
by international capital and its local agents, together with the huge impasse
of the Argentinian bourgeoisas as a whole, were undermining the bases of the
dictatorship and the bourgeois State to such an extent that the regime
felt obliged to undertake an international adventure against one of the minor
imperialist ccuntries, which has turned into a nationzl cause, that of the
subject sate against world imperizlism...The British troops, at the cost of
serious losses to their fleoct, surround the last bastion of Puerto Argentino.
The Argentinian military command promise to resist and transform the situation
in this final battle. ‘ .

Bat .are the measures necessary for victory being adopted? Quite the
oppnsite, For two months the milit=ry has told the msdia that the
occupaticn of the archipelago cannot be dislodged. In this way the

~argument for a plicy of submission to imperialism has been established, xm=

instead of arguments to expropriate imperialism and . to ally ourselves to
countries which support our case. First in the South Georgian Islands, then
in th: Malvinas, the "not dislodgeable" argument was smashed. Now ... Costa
Mendex rej=cts military aid fro~ Cuba and Venezuela, explaining that we
have no "ideological™ differences with imperialism...that we should go on
being part of the system of imperialist alliances which has mobilised ta
dzfeat us as a nation. In th- middlc of a war this position is one of

betrayal....But in this war ther~ is 2 conflict of principles, or the war

shouldn't hav> been besun. In the final analysis the princinle at stake is
the right of a minority of bourgenis imperiazlist countrics to exploit

- the great majority of oppressed bourgeois nations. An Argentinian. victory

in this was is a victory for national self determination, for the abolition of
of all forms of national opnression., ' ) iy :
«e.sInstrad of secking the help of Tatin America, they bring in the pope,
instead of mobilising the nation with arms, they mobilise themselves at
Lujan (conferences) with specches. The ¢ictatorship surrenders to the imp=z
imperialist agszres-cor because it doss not want to break stratezic links with i<.
The military clique, tho exploiters, priests of =211 persuasions, . the
stalinists, are using the Argentinian scldiers that have died and yet to

“die in the Malvinas as a monstruous blackmail -g2inst the working people,

to make a deal with imperialism. This they call to win "pzace".

' A% we assume no responsibility for the initiation of the conflict by
the dictatorship (for its class methods and aims), we should alsc assume no
responsibility for the imperialist pzace that is developing. Thes mecans
necessary to impecse victory for the national cause do exist - arming the

-people, expropriation of imperialism, realignment of int:rnational

alliances. It is the dictatorship and bourgeoise that have decided to
reject and sabotage thesc¢ methods. For them "peace" with impérialism is f
fundamental, because their vital interest lics in restoring political .
relations with imperialism. Are they not punctually paying interest on the
national debt? o '

‘The only valid and durabls peace is the ons that will be won by smashing
imperislism on all fronts. The church-military-stalinist campaigners for
peace with imperialism are the onss are perpetuating the war, because they
perpetuate its causes - the exploitation of nation by natjon, 2nd of man by man.

«..0ne of the chief crimas of the rilitary dictatorship is to have
conducted the war in such a timorous manner that the American imperialists

ceennd/
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never.feared nossible confiscation of its preperty in Argentina , or .

a rea}lgn@ent of the regime's alliances. It was therefore nct pcssible to
gxplolt dlfferegces between Americans and English to wecaken the fleat. With
}ts.defeatlst line the dictatorship helped to avoid a break in the imper-
ialist front...The Thatcher government is obliged to win in the Malvinas

to stay in power. As this was one of the main aims in sending the fleet,
it is replacing other general interests of imperialism for a negotiated
settlement in the South Atlantic...For the Americans the priority is to
renew their role as mediators...But it is highly likely that the Americans.
think that only political change in Argentina will make a settloment possible.
...The fact that the bourgscis partiss (Multipartidaria) have declared them-
selves for "peace" makes them valid allies for imperialism. ... It was enough
for the option of confrontation with imparialism to be clearly prazsented,
for the proimperialist tendancies of bourgeocis democracy to become clear.
Formal democratic demands, which z®e inseparable from the decisive question
of national liberation in general terms, arzs linked intimately to that quastion
when there is a concrete situation of war against imperialism. '

. A front which aspires to political democracy must inevitably oppose a
negotiated solution, which would invclve compromise on sovereignty; it must
- pose rejection or revision of the national debt, nationalisation of the big
banks, removal of the military clique, and arming of the people. On any other
basis therebis no viable democracy; democracy then becomes the demagogic weapon
of imerialism for rasstoring Argentina's relations with the rest of the wcrld
imparialist system. '

After the great demonstration of 30th Xarch, the occupation of the Malvinas
blocked the developingz upsuge of the proletariat., From 2nd April, the union
bureaucracy, the Multidaria and the CP struggled to prevent the masses from
mobilising with their own methods and own objectives against impprialism.

It was therefore not possible to to use the turn made by the army to put
pressure on the most oppressed layers of tho army for a nmilitary front with
the workers. The workers leadsrs demobilised the class and joined a Grand Hakx
National Accord with the dictatorship and with imperialism.i.self, since they
posed negotiated peace 2nd the ganctity of imperialisms political mad

economic interests in Argentina. - =

...How will the nrcletariat regain its persnective for an upturn and
exnloit the crisis with imperialism to raise mass struggle and take the lead-
ership of the workers? ’ .

1) It continues to be essential to orientate the anti-imperialist impulse
towards the patriotic committees in the factories, having in mind pxx chiefly
control of capitalist profits, and to unite the districts in demonstrations
for the training and arming of the population. It must be explained to officers
and soldiers that Puerto Argentiro is politically lost unless a ravolutionary
nolicy is adopted 2gainst imperialism. These patritotic committees must be used
to organise delegate bodiss and int:rnal factory comritteas. '

2) The existence of functioninz unicns must be imposed (on the government)
on the basis of the demand that they mobilise &gainst imperialism and to
defend the workers azainst shortages and unamplnyment imposed by the bosses.

-~ 3) Pormal democracy cannot lead to the struzzle against imperialism, nor do
away with the misery of the masses and the oopression of the nation. A demo-
cratic "coup" will only serve American imparialism. The conquest of effective
political democracy is linked to two questions: the arming of the people and the
defeat of imperialism. Together with these two demands should be posed the
gathering of a sovereign constituent aszembly. Only by e2xploiting the
prasent strugzlr against imperialism by organising and arming the proletariat
will it be possible to advance to the overthrow of the military dictatorship.

4) The realisation of these demands depends.on the proletariat not being
ensnared by the bourgeois(democratic)political now being developed. It is
necessary to build proletarian class orranisations and fight f=x to throw
out the trads union buresaucracy. o :

5) The increase of the anti-imperialist awakening, the inevitable splits
between bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie which will come from the rightwards
mobe of the bourgeoiseie, the struggle t5 he death against the bourgecis
(democratic) political tendanccies, all must be coordinated with the
political tactic of develeping 2 revolutionary anti-imperialsit front.

TNDS. Tr. BM 20/7/82.
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