 between Britain andArgentina over the Falkl
- not to av01d using it in the paper in a way that m&ght blunt the .

. %o remove it completely as our basic pesition, The “voted that ﬁh
- :;WSLtshoul& adopt a 'vuctory t@ Argenﬁ?na' % e

'”5*]Qof¢11ne.

'f“igﬁgbeen mistaken throughout and should be rectified. S

»u”“e in- our positions so far - or it isn't. It .
by Britain on Argentina. ‘But on the

- 4in the situation dembnding a radice

L victory. N

'ff?fthen the bad attendance~wou1ﬂ awe m ant that thea@eei”‘ ﬁ;l’ kgd‘ '

:f  presumably she was swayed in - the discussion. Cds Jones and Cunliffe
: _were present’ax the NC and suyported;the decisio“s aken 08 e

_" il “A'rrnu‘n» C:..lbIS
. "o fase .. i s BNAN e
o of-least. r981;%2ncé?ﬁ;;*§; ?Qﬁbto S?ek_the fame oL
“i";ﬁameg‘tzﬁ speak -the trutk to hings by their right
~how bitter it mhy be; not to fear me’ i 0." T
. trve in-little’ things as in big ongsfff”%ﬁfgﬂtﬁfﬁf
;;the rules’ of the Fourﬁhﬁ‘gterﬁationalﬂ :

s T e At e e i Leon Trotsky e

: Last Sunday flve eut‘of‘e* ft comrades ieéént t}£ ey a?f:f‘4f ‘~
to change the basic position of the Qrganisg o Onathehidﬁglzgzedf'Vf' |

| Islends. They voted =

to drop the call Fr Argentina to Wlthdraw from the ralqugdao_?g,:,v

",Sedge of our defeatism towards Britain (which is common: ‘ground ) ; but

p@8131@n.:ﬂ‘;u

'_4?I*shall hereafter refer to the p091tlon we held, in cémmon at the *? 2

JC- and up to the HC as the o0ld position, and that f the S
ity of the EC as the new posltlgn.‘ “_’ s

S Of thoSe absent two (Parkinson and Carolan were kncwn to be
,:emphatlcally for the old position. As far as I know neither of the
‘other two (Gardlner and Noonan)\had exPressed suppart fdr a ehange

. Tour of those. votlng for the new p 'tian (Smlth Jones, Cunllffe,;,,v
“;Levy) argued that it was not a matteér of changing the WS positiemn -

 but of 'developing * it in line with the development of the confllctj:~’
. into outright war. One (Mofrow) argued that the WSL's positlon hed-

o ;?NOW ‘2ither it is common ground between the two szdes that there;'f:‘ :
~ has been an 1mportant change in the situation,_not taken aecount SE et

; n't, Varying
' assessments exist on the 1mportance of ﬁhe 2 mile: limlt lmPOSe&

of the EC rejects the idea that the bl}i

~ the’ idea’ that the EC majority last Sunday vnteé %c ‘&evelop' the
jold pos;tion. they voted to overturn and’negate it.

Frem thls arose the questlon of the status of_theEﬂ decisiﬁn,--~ 

s The Ec~has the deer of the Bﬁ between Ncs. It‘qannot n@rm“'"”

 reverse NC positions except in res~'ns “to hew si ons ‘and
important exigencies unforeseen ‘at b ,Vtime of the Nc”taking 1\
 position, At the  April 25 NC there ha ,
 Merseyside branch calling for the WSL to come oux for Argentine

-o,NC§mgmber‘veteﬁ for it - two. abstained. -

Itwmmm@mmwn“m“mmmmammmymp

ute amonglhc ;

» The Mersey31de NG members‘ *, “absent, bu ave .

g jvote¢ka’a>'stdtheir branch's mﬂwion‘had they been there. :"‘“ ’
“Eliot Spoke in favour of the motion but did. not vote for it -

ULt the time of the NO it was already: plain that the onflict e
'4in'¥he Falklands was llkely to be a mazor one + The slnklng of the {3?»,x




 :f'/of the "NC: ‘the two smdes have started shooting from the positions
-~ threatens pltohe

A

‘}7&wo shlps dOes not amoun+ to a qun11+g+1vp phaﬂge gince the tlme

. and postures theg ready. held,at the time: of the.NC. "Thatcher
b ttle. was: already our front-page hoadline
immediately after the. NC mithout -anyone - suggestlng that this

‘vvo::should change our basic line.

‘7' aconld not .arise unless the. entire character of the war and: of

L In any case, ‘the decision to change the basic position oould :
" not reasonably be justified as an urgent response to the esoalaq{“
 of the war. A change of position to that of favouring Argentina,

x‘mﬂwmQOMWﬁmsmlx&m@LOwPﬂnmswemtwmmﬁ.go_

; 7‘ural dependent on the ebbs and flows of battle. They flow from

L°vithen a question of whether to wait two weeks for the scheduled NC-

r{nclpled class ana1y31s.,.ﬁw}

. For ‘these reasons supporters of the old positlon on the EG
 insisted that the BEC position could not become WSL policy unless
endorsed by an NC. The BC majority comrades accepted that. It was

- or have an emergency NC this weekend. The new pOS1tlon comrades ’j
\o_chose the latter.» : R _ . : b

'l The TILG resolutlon

The resolutlon put by the WSL EC’ to the TILC conference at

-f..»Easter (IB 5) remains an adequate revolutionary platform’ fOr our
e ;; work in Britain and elsewhere.

’77u‘exist. We .shall see that they are mistaken.

Lo of Argentina"

'o'f ~,aovereignty displacing the Falklands as the issue in disPute.

- - The new p081tion eomrades ‘believe it commits us to a change of
S »posmtion such as they advocate in conditioms which - they say’now =

This is the relevant sentence : : R L N

. "While recognising that the present. confllct 1s restric: %0
‘the Falklands issue, in the event of .a full-scalé war between .

Britain and Argentina we WOuld be unequivocally for the. defe“ e?ffjaﬁw'”“‘

- _The second. part of the senténce following -the comma, is. not as

- clear as .it might be, The first part is perfectly ‘clear and
adequate, It defines how we see the cConflict and therefore what lS
meant in ‘the second part of the sentence by ”full—scale war" .

A shift in the 31tuation?

: The -question is not- the scale of - the war but its nature. Is it
_war over the.Falklands, or a threat by Britishiimperislism to
- spubjugate Argentina, gn escalation of thée conflict (not of the
- military action) to the point of the survival of Argenting's " ?

Some comrades, if I understand them carrectly, argue that.the

nQ‘J;fFalklands are no longer the issue because the war is now a}trial of”
- strength between 1mper1alism and Argentina. Every war is & trisl of

. strength between the rival powers, and this conflict was a trial of
~ strength right from April 2, Neithe government is or was fundament—

~ally concerned for. the Falklands or %h Falklanders. Both “the

_ British imperialist government and the Argentine subhimperla;y;tv"*“‘
':*military'dictatorshlp are concerned to assert their prestige and
 strength by seizing the islands. That defines’ the war as reactionaiy
~ on both sides. The war ‘would becore a ‘progressive one on Argentina's
~ gide only if it became - one between BritiSh 1mperiallsm and-ﬁrgentinp
‘vjinational liberation.: : T :

. No such shift has taken place. The fightlng does not amount to -jffiﬁ*
'-’such a Shift. The 12 mile 1imit is a blow within the paramsters nf :




?‘the confllct over *the Fa:ﬂ:landsg ;n wer is @ c:onflic'b over

A Even the most brutal and raactlenary particular blows strudk ‘ :
: by Britain cannot ‘chahge: Galtleri’s war into a progressive war.
’AIf Bratain ‘borrbs ‘mainlend  Argentine axrfields and ‘ports, we will

e denounce the 1myerialist ‘act, -, But when Galtlerl _.__,. L
,,/,usee suoh Brit sh aggression to obscure the overall pleture and
- glaim that his war is really one to: defend. Argentlne national rnghig

©it will st111 be the duxy of Argentine Marxists to explaln that
‘ Galtleri is gxggg

S T foeus on the 1nd1V1due1 blows at Argentine soverelgnﬁy at :
,*,the expense .0f the overall nature of the war implies %o be for B
- Argentina, This could only be grounded: in principled proletarian

politics if overall agsessment . of the war led us to back Argentina.
But assessment of the issues led us in fact to indignantly reject
the attempt of the Argentine junta to extend and assert its

sovereignty over the 1slands. To become sensitlve to the impllcationSwi o

“for Argentine sovereignty of’ ‘this or that blow in the war so that we

 forget that we re%ected Argentina's clain to- extend its area of
sovereignty - thatiis to lose our bearings,It is to abandon o

principled politics -and adopt what Rosa Luxemburg: wrlting agalnst .

}"gv;the centrists in WOrld War 1, called: -

""not fundamental tactics, but oengunctural politlcs cut to N
fit the nilitary situation of the moment... the famous polltlcs A
from case. o case, the old Qpportunlstlc eeesaw polltics... S

_Xar e.nd polltics

War is a continuatlon of polltlcs by other means, -as Morrow

'fe rightly says. To have an attitude to the war, once shootlng starts,

~in contradiction with our attitude to the ertlcs’which it
. continues (the Argentine invesion and the British response) vigl-
-ates that principle, It is to recommend: to Argentlne Marxists that .

e they should be like the . traltar-socialists in 1914: very 1nternatlonéif“

~ alist, vory intransigent, very clear in their assessment of the .
~ forces in conflict — until thefirst shot was fired! It is ourselves

~to_capitulate. It is not capitulation to the pressure of our own

"‘,bourge01sie, rather to the pressure Which is closest to us,” that

- of the left: but failure to keep our. ‘bearings against such small,v

~ immediate pressures today is bad preparatlon for keeping our bearings‘_ef.
v againe’c bigger and worse pressu:res 'bomorrow. .

[REE

H'eThe basis of our p031t10n jf.“f».fl57‘}§ff7jj-Qiyf‘;;5;ief/{,agg1}?yf

Our prlnclples, 8pelled out at the begjnn;ng, are these"H

“-ife Argentlna has no 1egitimate claim to the Falklands. D :
- 2) The Argentine regime is a major bulwark of imperialisnm in South
 America. The invasion was designed to reinforce the krgentine '

*?j:milltery against working class oppositlen and other sectlons Qf thei7_lf;‘
 Argentine ruling class, It was an act of" ‘colonialiem, y

3) Argentina should not have invaded and should. now”withdraw.v :
4) We are defeatists for British imperialism, Britain is nelther

primarily motivated by the just demands of the Falkland isla iera

‘F;to decide thelr own_future free of military rule by a forelgn

‘;:”3people, nor ~a rellable defender of those demands.,~

foﬂffef view and tetally Irrelevant to serious antl—lmyerlallﬁm’ |

zl_le A:eeeﬁe Qlem_ée-ﬁe__zelk;aeds historz L
 The Argentlne clain is preposterous from a working class point




I 4 ‘

The hlstorlcal facta are. thesm (+qkpn 1om tbc Enoyclopaedla
Amerlcane) |

There is a dispute about whether an Engllsh or a Spanlsh ehlp : ‘
flrst discovered the Falklands in the 16th century. British settle- = =~
ment began in 1765 (no doubt motrvated by the strategic importance
of the island's position). It was at first resisted, but in 1771
recognised and accepted by Spain. Britain abandoned the island in -

-~ 1774. After 1774 Spain built houses and fortiflcatlons on the
 islands but adandoned them in 1811, Then in 1829 the Argentlne
federation sent two dozen colonists led by Louis Vernet, In 1831 N
- Vernet's 'government! seized a US seali ship for 'enof?achment' Sl
- The US .- the democratic republiec,- thenln%e beacon for revolut10nary.=
denocrats throughout the world, whose expansion at the expnsee of '
' stagnant Mexico in the 1840s. Marx was to defend and praise - sent a

corvette, the tLex:u.ngton' Whn.ch forced many of the colonists to
evacuate.

In 1833 Brltain removed the remalnlng settlers and Britlsh
settlement began again, It has been continuous since then, Sonme of N

- the present inhabltunts are said to. be descendants of the 1833
settlement,

150 years is a 1ong tine. In 1833 Argentlna was a backward 2
country, a federation loosely tied together on the basis of the
old Spanish colonial administrative unit (from which Uvuguay and S
‘Paraguay had broken off), Whole vast areas of the American contlnent- :
like California were still not settled; states were still being o
carved outy the markets that would knlt the viable ones together .
‘were still rudimentary or undeveloped. Modern Argentine nationallsm,'
which dates from the 1920s, was a century in the future. -

The idea that Argentine posses51on of the -Falklands for four
years gives it a valid claim/grievance that remains good down - the ey
years and has weight against the fact that a distinct population
‘has been shaped in the Falklands, has nothing v in common W1ﬁh s
‘Marxism, It c¢an only be justified on grounds of a revnnchist
“Argentine nationalism, and a nationalism of a mystlcal sort
outS1de of hlstory and materlal and social facts. .

Ihe Argea:t.;t.gsz..clege;-ogz.gr.iﬁezie ‘
. 'For Marxists the. decisive. question is the. Wlshes of'the
 population - other things being equal. The ppulation of the i
~ Palklends is hlstorloally, culturally, linguistically,. nat1onally,- o
~and in its conce tlon of itself a dls%lnct entity. There is'no
sense in which it is Argentine. It is also markedly out off and
distinet geograph;cally - 400 miles from Argentlna.‘ ;

Are other things equal? Yes. They do not exploit. any other
comnunity in the islands. The islands are not - and in fact never
have been -~ a base from which Argentlna was dom;nated threatened,

-or-subaugated. o

: Are the islands a potentmal site for 1mper1alist mllitary .
.- bases? Yes, But Britain and Argentina are part of the same 1mpermal~’y-
. f4ist bloc. And there is strong evidence (see- the New Statesmah -
lartlcle ‘circulated in photocopy) that Argentine possession could
well be the prelude to the establiéhment of a base by the US. .

o In any case, for us to say it is better that Argentlna should

"have the islands and the potential for nilitary bases there, and

" that therefore we support Argentina in occupying a foreign terrs .
‘ ~1to:y to which it has no right we recognise,and subjugating the
‘people of that territory, to get those bases - what does that
cone. down to in Working class politioal terms9 : :




There are noVPOSSiblé;wofﬁiﬁe'claeﬁ*6r ant1;iﬁperialist5gains 
from such an occupetion, It will not 'liberate! or lessen military

pressure on a Third World country (which Argentina anyway essentially'°”

~ is not). It will not be a blow against imperialism - on the contrary

it may well strengthen the hemd of imperialism in the South Atlantic

= gpecifically the hand of US imperialism, to which Argentina serves
© ag a sub-imperialism in the region. S o '

Under what circumstances_should oug*basic pog;&;bn'be chgnged?'

T These were the consierations that led us to reject the idea of
© siding with Argentiha ‘in the conflict, and which underpin the TILC
resolution, S e ' '

. They would only be offset if the entire characte of the war
‘changed and if Argentina were threatened with reduction ¢ a colony
or semi-colony. The fact that Britain is an imperialist power and

irgentina a mere adjoint of US imperialism - a capitalist economic
and military power of  the second or third rank, playing the role
_of a sub-imperialism in the region - would then have ‘implications -
for cur attitude to the conflict. : : S

;. But such a change in the characte of the war would require
~ fer more than episodic shifts on the battlefield or an escalation of
. fighting, It would require a political and strategic shift so huge

as to be barely conceivable. : ' ' o =

. "1f England should be victorious she will put enother fascist
~in Rio de Janeiro amd will place double chajins. on Brazil", says .
Trotsky in a discussion quoted by Morrow, arguing in 1938 for siding
with Brazil - despite the Vargas dictatorship - in a possible war
with Britain. But the Vargas regime was one of a very different
character from Galtieri's, and the motives Trotsky envisaged for
a possible war were different. The world situation was also very
different, : ' ’ :

{f Britain were still a flourishing imperialism, an attenpt by

it to pud 'another fascist! in control of Argentina and place
'double chains' on it might be logical and likely as the British :
war aift in a conflict initiated on an apparently irrelevant motives.

- But Britain lost its e cononmic domination over Argentina four
decades ago. There is no-evidence that it sees regaining that.
- domination as a realistic objective, : :

~ For four decades British imperielism has been in rapid decline,
- It has proved unable to maintain military control even over small _
outposts like Aden. After the Vietnam war, even US inmperialism finds
itself weak, unable to impose its will on Nicaragua and having great
-difficulty in El Salvador. . g

Ei- Against this backgrould in this’contexf, it is,inconCeivablé-

hat Britain could succeed in conquering Argentina - a major

industrialis®d country, with a level. of development similar to

Spain, Greece, or Portugale. It is. even nore inconceivable that in
yan effort at conquest Britain could retain the united support of

Y7'1mperial;smnwhich the 'new position!'.comrades make so nuch of, The

/ JUS and I'taly, in particular, which dominate Argentina economically L

- {today, are hardly going to support an attenpt by Britain to replace
thenn as the dominant power. o : I ,

‘The replacement of the Galtieri regime is certainly not en
objective of imperialism. Dennis Healey, the nearest thing to an
" official spokesperson for US inperialisn among leading British o
- politicians, told the Tories last week that while he supported them
fully they should beware on one point. They should not push so hard B
that Galtieri falls! The replacerment would surely be nuch less
anenable to imperialisn. o . : o _
. Por the war to change to an effort by Britain to subjugate
“Argentina is therefore highly unlikely, and would require a .
.~ dramatic shift not-just in the nilitary balance but in the whole
" world-political situation. . o - - ,
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The TILC resolution and now

- During the TILC conference we had to have a-recess to Lo
~ aldow the WSL,dele%ation to discuss our position, We had found diverg-
" ent attitudes/positions to exist within support for the comnon
- pesolution. We reached agreement on that occasion. It is now clear.
however that different understandings of the resolution persisted.
None of us expected that the conflict would reach the level of
-nilitary seriousness it has reached. Now some conrades want to
 gbandon our basic assessment because it has become a Serious military
~confliocte : c D S - Saminbs
- The way to proceed, however, is not by pretending that we are E
'developing' the old position, but to re-examine our basic positions. '
_If we have made a nistake - and whether they kmow it or not that is
what the position of SJCL implies - we nust be prepared to say s0. ‘
Otherwise we will niseducate ourselves and the rest of the :
organisation, Lo

The positions in the dispute

: There are two basic positions in the dispute - that of the

PTLC resolution and that of Morrow. Then there is a hybrid position
- SJIC - which accepts the basic assessments of the TILC resolution
and wants now to add to those assessments the conclusions that '
flow (apd flow logically) from Morrow's position. o

gply.tﬁo‘of these positions are tenable .~ Morrow's and ours,
- The hybrid position does not add up.

Either Argentina has rigats in the Falklards or it doesn't.
Either the issue is one of imperialism versus some degree of
1iberation of .a 'depenient' country, & 'neo-colony' or whatever
- or else it isn't. o o ' ‘ ~

Either'Argentiha.has rights and real natiénaiAlibefation issues
-gnv01Y%d; and we side with it in a struggle for them - or it
oesn ™ i : ) '

. Morrow says it does have rights in the ' Falklands and therefore
that -there is a real issue of Argentine natiocnal liberation :
involved. Though he would not have advocated the invasion he
supports the position that flows from it. This is logically
consistent — even though it is rubbish as a picture of the real
world and of the issues in the dispute. : o

SJLC say that Argentina had and has no rights in the Falklands,
that it shouldn't have invaded, that it should have got oyt (when
Britain was merely threatening it). Now they also say that it
ceased to be necessary for Argentina to get out - when? When the .
Belgrano was sunk? When the 12 nile limit was inposed? That is, when
 the military consequences of the act of war carried out by

Argentina and” the %ac%~that the British ruling claks decided to
f£ight began to fall into place. S :

Politics that turn 360 degrees on their axis according to
conjunctural events, to the ebbs and flows of the war within the
param®etes of the military conflict over the Falklands, contain all
gorts of contradictions. ' '

Not only the Belgrano was sunk; so w8 ‘the Sheffield. We are
told that British ships are vulnerable - ~° - = o T
’ o ' . S It 1€ quite possible that other
British ships will be sunk; That there will be very big casualties
in an invaesion of the Falklends, E e o

It is ruled out that the comrades' comjunctural politics on
the issue should swing to support for Britain, But if Argentina -
is doing well - slaughtering the British, rendering the blockade
. ineffective, holding positions in the islends against invasion -
will that then modify the position of support for . Aﬁ%entina that
the comrades adopted when he Bel%rano was sunk? Why not? Why
shouldntt the basic assegsment (fIowing from ouwr view of the rights






. and wrongs of the issue) ’reaésér‘b “it's:‘e,lf?” "Logié\all& it should
{end the military picture I have painkd is not fantastic, Over a.
few months Britain probhably _cou.ld not 'sr;sta;in‘ thenvwazf effort without .

O

- US logistic support).

b_test épse seaimst imperielism? el
the corrades, their shift is not-

- -But in fact, if I understan
really a respouise to this or that event, even though the events may
‘have fuelled or triggered it, but they say that the war, whatever the
issue, has become a.gkeat test case between imperialism . and -
what? Either imperialism versus national liberation - i,e. anti- =
inperialism is involved in the Falklands dispute - or not. And in
the basic analysis SJLC say it is not. . = . - - ~ :

The. great. test cpse approach flows from an asséssment of how
it appears in the world, on where the sympathies of the Latin Aneri-
can r“g es lie, on whether the events will be a negative or a plus
"in the consciouvaness of anti-imperialis®s throughout the world,

: ‘1t is trpe that the overwhelnming sentiment .in Latin Lmerica is
for Argentina. For the rest, such things as world-wide psycholégical
- mood are extremely hard to gauge. And they cemnot be a determinant

~ for Merxzist politics. Moreover: if they c¢an, they should have led us .

to support  Argentina right from  April 2. . )
o In his dfscussion of proletarian morality, of the alleged -
~a-moralism of Lenin and Bolshevism, or their supposed adherence to -

the (alleged) Jesult principle of the end justifying the mesns, »
Trotsky formulated the question of what can and cannot be admissible |
for proletarian revolutionaried approximately as follows: Do what-
ever rouses the masses, strengthens their combativity, self-confidence

and revolutionary. consciousness.. ' -

. . . . . 5

- Support,once it is engaged with Britain in a shooting war, for
the Argentine state on the grounds that the issue has becohe.a test
case between imperialism and. the others, because.it is seen as such,
would be £or. outside Trotsky's formula, It abuses the consciousness
of the subjectively anti-impérialist masses on a number of important
- points. ' : B P e : ,

' Argentine chauvinisn

It is in the nature of nationadist movements: and ‘sentiments to o
ignore or:resent and suppPess their own closest minority nations,. = 4
peoples, or fragments of peoples., Unless some. greater principle’ is :
"involxreci; {such as the Argentine people'’s. right not to . have ‘the .
Falklapds.s used as m'base to threaten or subjugate them) it is an
 outrage to proletarian demoeracy to brutally seéize the people of the
Falklands. Mjrxis$s need to say that - and %o say it elearly. The -

 Lrgembine socialast -who does not say it is an Argentine -chauvinist.

~ poison and niséducate

- hotions like ... 4 appiopriately carried out by the butcher junta, =
poi ' i ‘the ‘magses iwho accept then as a blow ‘against
_ imperialism, R R R e s T e '

e R
N i
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© Pake éﬁx_lti-firﬁgerialis‘m "

" Golonisliem and anti-inpepialism are not identicale Colonialism
is close to being & historical category. Inperialism-is doninané in
nost of the world. The rhetoric of anti-colonialism is not anti-
 Quite the contrary (and od Morrow should think about: this) -

. ‘the presently dominant imperialist power, the USA, had anti-

' colonialism as a major ideologieal we’jax«ip@n‘* of its drivetoimper-

\



8

ial hegenony.on the basiB of its gigantic eéconomic strength, - ke
Until affer it bad used dollar power to finally prise open the S
0ld French and British imperialist bloocks - that-is, wntil the
. late 19408 - anti-colonialisn was central to the ideology of US

. mperialism, . ' e e T

General sentiments against eolonialisn, or agaihst imperial ism

- conceived mainly as colonialism, can actually shiéld the operation. -

of the imperialism that really exists, as it .really exists, = - .
~ The vast waves of the colonial revolution that rolled for three .

‘decades sfber World War 2 have left capitalist regimes in varying
degress of subservience to imperialism and of economic dominance .

+ by capital from the metropolitan countries, The only alternative
‘would have been the intermational socialist revolution. The- E

- rhetoric of anti-¢olonialism continues to express the resentment .

- and the aspirations of the masses, but with less and less purchase -
- on the realities of the world, S - AR

- In Latin America there is a vast continent-wide hatred of foreign -
econonic domination. It is a political factor that regimes of all - .,
sorts of political coloration have to take into account,. Studied '
assertiveness, 'insolence' and denunciation of the US are stapbes

-of Latin American regimes. But the economic ties continue,

Thepretically there are two alisematives to such economic
- tles continuing in their existing forms. - :

, 1. Proléterian revolution which would transform them, and
" the place of the less developed countries in the world éeconomy.
. 2e To attempt to become nationally autarchic. In fact this -

is inpossible and wouwld be totally reactionary. Yet ideologically
- the  'inner life' of the sort of undefined mass populist nationalism

that is so widespread .in Letin America is a dialogue between the
reactionary utopia of autarchy goften consciously held up a® a goal -
by Maoists and other 'leftists') and the proletarian revolution. '
Autarchy is the logical goal of the nationalist demagogues from
right to left, Most of then know better - and fake, 4

220 And why we should not_endorse it

'Suppor’t for the idea that the Argentine junta is striking‘ja
blow at imperialism in the current dispute will.do the .opposite

of raising consciousness on such questions, = . : .

- L

The sabre-pattling of the Argentine junta is part of the fiking
‘endenic to all Latin American bourgeois regimés. The comrades know
that the invasion was almost certainly a desperate throw by the
- junta as everything around them threatened to collapse, Yet now -
‘they say that because the junta has succeeded 'in passing off their
annexation of the Falklands as genuine anti-imperialisn (‘remmber, -
SJLC share with us the view that it wasn't), we should rush to
- endorse the conmanship, lap up and spread the delusion, I can't -

. see eny sense in this. - 1~ - e S o

The job for Marxists is to keep their heads, analyse the

R world, and, to those we can reach, them explain 'the,"conmariship'
- of junta anti-imperisliem and make propaganda for our international

” - 80c

alist programe. - - ...

- 'Our political, moral and actual right to talk to the Latin
. American masses is securéd by our revolutionary defeatism towards
~our own government. We have to naintain the political clarify to N
explain (and to understand) what real anti-imperialism is and what
- the stock+in-trade of the bankrupt bourgeois and petty-bourgeois



gt

L

*/‘f}»‘.politlclans of ¥ho 3rd World isg

. We wori't do ‘that if weé g6 beyond Er1*igh &efeatism and
~ support- Argentlna, either on the bagis of the lie: (Whldh we: knew

'1 ,and said to be a lie) that the PFalklands are an issue in a real

"“'¢§Effects of an Argentlne vactory

‘anti-inperialist -8trugs le, oIy indefensibly and unforglvably,;~;; R
- because we want to jump on the bandwagon in support of the fake
'janti-lmperlallﬁn of the Argent AJuﬁtﬁgf:_n‘

‘). KRN

The psychologlcal Speculatlon dbout the worid - or Latln .*" ‘

 f >Amer1can -nasges in the present conflict is - ‘speculation and, .
“as I argue, not the decisive thing anyway. A likely effect of a

- victory. for Argentina, however, to Whlch comrades should apply
 their ninds, is that it will strengthen the junta and secure- EE
the grip of' this murderous reglme over. the Argentine workers for‘; e

"fanother perlod.;;u

R That defeat for the Argentlne worklng class Will contlhne %o :
"~ be a major factor in the mass psychology of Latin America long
“after any illusory feeling that justice is being done. conse uentﬂ e
o on an. Argentane victory has vanished, leaving not” 12 be it.ﬁ-
i Ve should fight for the deféat of British 1mper1allsm. Buﬁ ;
*"those who want positive support for Argentlna should tell us: what{f .
assesspent they make of the consequences to mass anti-imperialist.

i e 'payeholo “of the continued-rule of the butchers of the Argentine,‘ﬂv _ ¢}
- working ass for the perlod ahead..v S

; If there were a genuine issue of argentlne national rlghts o
_genuine anti~-inperialist struggle then we would have no eh01ce E

~but to side with even this junta, "striving to oreate working class G

‘independence within: the - struggle for liberation. The nodel would

 be the Trotskyists' support for China's national war against the - =
Japanese invaders, under the 1eadersh1p of the cmunter—revnlutionarvﬁf,‘k;

ChlangiKal Shek.;_,' : . T
Those who asgert . that such is ﬁhe case with Argantlna are -".f

‘ f‘ﬁtter1y confused (Morrow) or Argentine chauvinists and dged-in- =~

the-wool capitalators to Peronist nationalism (Moreno), But . at

:  1east they are con31stent and logical after a fashion. :

- "Not so SJLC, ‘who llke us deny all that and. merely want to
Vtake sides according to the issues as the, junta in Buenos An‘es
have succeeded in misrepresentlng them to- a’ 1ot of people.' S

It was po&31ble to talk of a naticnal War of Chlncse 1i%efatlon.f?i : 

in 1937 even urder the leadershlp of Chiang Kai- Shek, and our
- comrades then did that. It is scarcely possible to think of an
analogous type of struggle against the sort of imperialism that -

~l";domlnates Tatin America and much of the world, Working class -
:,.1nde erndence and a working class programme are the basis for. .

f,' :f?§Bltho pla;
f‘j ¢ﬁtaken in tow

ghting an imperialism that perates thrbugh economic penetra—_ugiz.f
t;on and dominatlon. : e

Any expliclt or 1mplled programme to 1op off fhe llnks with
world market amd roll the second rank’ capitallst countries.

nternational prograrme, In the histor*cal exPerience of ‘
of this being tried, from Argantlna in the '40s to .
Bouthern Ireland from 1932 to '58, it is a blind alley.~ S

’“;proletarian 1ndependante is- absolutely neeessary

ance of the very possibility of the . _class belng

bS8 progressive historlc role and avo;dlng being
tlonallst demagagy L ST

T

s ard econonically is reactionary and contrary to ‘the: worklng; €~ e
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; To endorse the Argentine junta as anti 1mperialist or ;

. 'objectively anti-irperialist! is to forget zll about this, and to -

- “8ee our political responsibility .as. stretching no further than -

to go with the !left! 'mass' mood..That is to mlsunderstand the
,fundanental raiscon d'etre of the W&L.--:'

: To endofse militaristlc, tokenist mlhl-eoloniallst actlon f\“iv?V
‘like the junta's invasion as anti’ impern.allst is to take - s

respongibility for presenting reactionary and counterproductive

- deeds, by the enenies of the working class and the supporters of
e_imgerialism in Argentina and elsewhere, ag anti—lmperiallsm.

e ['Telling the_truth

R What we do and don‘t do-is- almed to helghten the awareness .
of the Working class and oppressed nasses of their real situation -

~and what they really nust do to change it. To present the anti
working class junior partners of US imperialism who rule in

' Buenos Aires as anti-imperialist or objectively anti~1mper1allst

i to tell lies to all whonm We can reach,

~ Even in terms, of the politloal species to Whlch 1t belongs -
the junta's antl-lmperiallsm is spurious and hollow, All Latln -
‘Ameriean regimes fake for the masses while maintaining the key
. econonic links. Since 1976 the junta has. systematicall¥
“successfully dismantled the economic "7 nationalist s ructure

 VAJbu11t up since the early '40s and set out to attract foreign capitailee'e5‘

‘As Marxists we hold no brief for the previous system, Far from -

'1'f1t. But what does it mean to tell the Latin American masses, or 1

- rather to endorse the current lie, that it meanirgful anti- . :

. imperialism -~ or objectively anti-imperialism, or a symbolle test
. ease.of anti-imperialism - for this junta, the organiser of

- ‘a big new penetration of imperialist capl%al in- Argentina, to do-
~what it has done in the Falklamis? It is to become a part of the"

Q;,iutter political discorientation and econfusion that reigns among R
~ Third World revolutionaries whose ideological tools for understand:ng

nodern imperialisn are the conceptlons approprlate to the struggle-‘*
~'aga1nst colonialisme.

TR Even "if the Falklands were a real 1ssue of Argentine sover—
‘.,elgnty that would be so - because they would be such a marginal
element, For those like SLJC who don't think that the Falklands R
are even that - the proper conclusion to thelr analy81s 1s the one

~ we formerly held in conmon.

: We do not endorse the *anxi 1mperlallsm' of the Junta - e;ther «f'f
- before the invasion, after it, or durzng the war that is the P

‘~*Aconsequence of it,

’eAeInternatlonalism

Ci “What SJLC propose can also only,have a harmful effect on the
dinternationalist consciousness of the British working class. In.

- effect what they propose is to-abandon the goal of 1nternatlonalism

 ‘and (in the belief that we are being anti-inperialist) adopt i

. Argentine - or Latin American bloc - nationalism, The nationalism ..
- ‘of the oppresséd is not the same as the nationalism of the OppresSgor.
_ But this profound thought translates into conaete terms accordi%g

“e;,o what is going on in the real worle,

And of course Leninists are never partlclpants in ev'en

 the nationalism of the oppressed. We try to coopt its rogressive S
' goals (freedon from oppression, freedon of develepment€ iﬁto our’ -
"inxernatlonallst working class polltics. e R

The antl—lmperlalist denagogy of the present Argentlne reglme

~ is part of the mere ideological form of Argentine natlonallsm and



-

e e e e st e

~ naive,

. issues were, the igjus _ 5, and
8ocialists and trade unionists should support the fight and

. in the Falklands disputei

: ) 5
‘power in Argentin

n

~ chauvinism. Argentina has;hadnnojstrﬁggle‘fdr'hdtional.iﬁependence

~ in any nodern sense - or in any sense sinoce 1811. Modern Argentine o

- nationalism dates“frOm“fhe"'ZOS’énd"?@s*and‘wéS'Péft of the world-

wide}wave!of‘natiOnalism and chauvinism then. : o
. Jince the '40s it has beén dominated by, Pemonism, which in some

 of its f orms consciously copied faseism, Moreover, Argentina is-a.
- state consisting entirely B

L8

consisting of white Buropean colonists - a down- .
narket Canada or Australia, vastly different from nost Latin '

Amera¢anjcountriesgfmofdescribéjéxisting;Afgentine1nationalism~“_,.
and'dhauvinism;as»antiaimperialismfis;?I{helievé,*culpably

_What do the British WO;kefs<sée;inifhefFélEiaﬁdS-ﬁar?*A .

- vicious regime, warlike aggression, the seizare of territory anmi

of inoffensive British people 300 niles away from Argentina, the
denial of all rights of self-control to these yeople, Is this the
result of imperialist brainwashing? No it isn't, It is much of = "~

- Now-it is true that most British workers do not oppose British

imperjalism, How do we get them to do so0? By telling thenm that they

- should forget about the considerations listed above and see it

in terms of the overall struggle againgt imperialism? We would have

%o do that - if it were ‘true. Apart from Morrow all the EC are

agreed (more or less) that it isn't, ,

In a situation of real conflict between imperialism and a colony,

- neo-colony or sub-imperialist country involving a fight by the

latter for its rights, we would proceed by pointing out what the
tices being fought against, and arguing that

opgose imperialisn, We would a{geal,to,ﬁhem on a common class inter—
ests Nothing like this is ppssible since no suchfissues‘exist '

~ The idea that the main enemy is in our own country is the core

" of our politics. It is perfectly rational and understahdable to

workers faced with Thatcher and Thatcherism. We can explain it
rationally. There is no way that we can so explain the 'victory
to irgentina' rider that the comrades want to add to it.

~The addition of the call for 'victory of Argentina' can only o

' 'act-in the consciousness of thinking British workers against

accepting British defeatism»on'the:groundS'ﬁhat the main enemy is -

That idea is grounded on internationalism, on the idea of

.'an‘internatianal interest by workers throughout the world, which

will be pusued throughout the world. o N
In a classic situation of war of imperislism against inperial-

~ ism, we answer the question 'what if the % other side wins?! by

~>1lking of our clags brothers and sisters on that side of the

. divide and of their defeatism. We have habitually charged the sociél '

patriots on either side of such a conflict with destroying the
rational basis of defeatism on the other side, and thus throwing‘y

Nithe workers there into the arms of their;ruling:class;

. In any war where there is reason to actively support the ,
wents of our own ruling class, the intermationalist reasoning
d4be deployed as above, expressed in terms of a class interest .
on and of a common interest with the oppressed nation (or

- nst our own ruling class. R o g
ists in Argentina now should be defeatists because
war is a ‘diversion, (b) there is no anti-imperialist
itysand it will strengthen the allies of imperialism in
ina, (c) they should defend the democratic rights
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of the Falklanders, vhich in the circumstences iclule the Tidit sa
~ secede., : L e e , . B Nt

Por us to alopt the Are ~tine nationalisnm implied in the joint
1,0 .cannot be presented in- internationalist -
terms to the Britisbﬁworking-class:e‘not'rationally arway, not in

terms of anything nore clear then cloudy notions of a struggle ...

. between a secondary imperialist power and a sub-imperialisnm where -
‘we chooSe'tc follov'LatinuAmetican“fegionalist'feeling.»v R

\

~ The left and_the Felklands crisis

- We have stood more or less alone (the SWP has been close to
us but has wobbled badly) in naintaining a balanced class position
of stark opposition to our ruling class and state, with a refusal
“to0 inbibe or spread=illusions.about their Argentine opposite -
nunbers. We linked up with an Argentine militant in Britain to
preach defeatisn and international solidarity to the British labour

- movenent. A o . o T

. T think this is a record we have reason to be proud of - if we
‘do not now proceed to 'develop' it into its opposite. We 8 hould ‘
reject the proposals of SJLC. R o




