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the Southern elections

WHY WORKERS NEED A
FIGHTING PROGRAMME &

A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

The February oeneral Election in the South
showed as starkly as ever since Partition the out-
right political treachery of the Labour mevemert
IL adership in the disgusting role of the Labour

Party and the silence of the Trade Union jeaders.
At the same time it warned the Irish bourgeoisie
and its fimancial overlords that its two-party
parliamentary system of hoodwink has worn precari-
ously thin, What the elections have not dome, how-
ever, despite the many claims, 5 0 provide any
alternative political voice speaking for the real
needs of the exploited and oppressed,

The newly alected 3 deputies of SFWP and the
"Left' TDs T.Gregory and l.Ketmmy when faced with
the chance to vole against both capltalist nominees
tor Taoiseach, instead pledged their support to the
capitalist parties. In this they squandered a key
opportunity to force the capitalist parties either
to ally together as the kind of anti-working class
government they both stand for, or else to take
full responsibility for another election. However
much local sections of the poor may celebrate tem-
porarily the 'concessions' wrung from Haughey for
their support - for which the class as a whole will
be made to pay and not the wealthy who will pass on
their costs to us - their apportunism in supporting
the capitalist parties undermines the fight for
working class political independence and sacrilices
the chance 15 begin to smash their Tweedledum
Tweedledee sham party systewn which serves centrally
to deny the working class its own independent pal-
itical representation. The role of the Laft TDs
offers the exploiting class a major gain in allow-

ing it to resume a deepening offensive on the
working class on all fronts.

F1ANNA FALIL
The Southern electorate, predominantly work-

ving class, returned neither Fitzgerald nor fm
with an overall majority. This was so despite
Fianna Fail's calculated adaptation of its prop
ganda to "the needs of workers", "equity" e
promising to “put jobs first";, to | the
houses and 1o keep major nﬁlk
uction, and despite the explicit sas
Fine Gael rival programme fully s
Parliamentary Labour

spite of an improvement
prelerence vote due 10
of the H-Block w

ey's 1980 talks with Thatcher, set new limits on
FF anti-Partitionist rhetoric. Thus i Juse ‘81
Haughey was unable to deflect popular anger over
Thatcher's murder of the hunger strikers i which
he was seen to be implicated., Not only did the
H-Biock vote lose him that election, howewver, but
the nemesis of his pre-election fiscal opportuniss
undermined him in the seven months of the resulting
hung Dail. While the bourgeoisie wouwld prefer a
stable single-party government to relying on coal-
ition of Fine Gael with a Labour Party that cannot
deliver up either the workers or their votes, the
ruling class have come to have grave doubts about
FF under Haughey. Hence the massive railying of
urban middle class support to the Fine Gael banner
of budgetary "responsibility” which has again den-
ied Haughey's Party an overall majority and also
weakened his wing of the party.

Haughey's immediate declaration on assuming
power that National Unity was his Government's
primary concern, when all around him the oracles of
bourgeois opinian are pointing o economic catas-
trophe, is all the more now than ever a desperate
effort to use every last ounce of FF populism to
silence the growing protests and create breathing
space to engineer a new General Election and a
stable bourgeocis majority.

REPUBLICANS — NO ANSWER
The Republican movement continues to attract

sections of waorking class youth in the Nerthern

smmm and hatred against

mhwmmmﬂwr
e S of the Nor-




Republicans continue obdurately denying
reality believing that their traditional conception
of the national gquestion and how to fight on it is
still a burning issue for the "Irish People"” and
that the Irish People can be mobilised for their
war against the Northern State.

Such politics embody a blind refusal to con-
front the concrete historical development of Ire-
land. The colonial and semi-colonial nature of the
two states in lreland express the development of
capitalism which has given them their par ticular
form and content, Such facts have only rhetorical

significance for Republicans.

The Republican misrepresentation of the nature
of imperialism and capitalism in Ireland s
expressed by 'Left' Kevin Burke in APRN 25 Feb.:
"The emphasis must always be that native capitalism
and British imperialism are inter-dependent and the
former can only be overthrown when the latter, its
prop, i5 broken". The official 5F line in the
election issue of APRN (llth Feb. p.2) was even
more bald: "The reality is that we must first of
all drive out the foreign occupying power which is
a cancer in our midst, and then build an Ireland in
which the Irish people themselves awn and control
all the wealth and resources of the country and
share in them egually without social or economic
distinction: a free united socialist Irish repub-
lic". Such a view allows SF to constantly relegate
even the most pressing needs of the working class
in struggle against native capitalism in favour of
an exclusive focus on the war against British mil-
itary presence in the North.

Neither of the republican groups is capable of
responding to the crisis of the Irish working class
as a whole including the Protestant working class,

A mdvement which subordinates all questions of
,cl:i_ss, programme and strategy to the primacy of the
pnlatury campaign - Nationalism First - is disarmed
phhmdmeﬁtimhwﬁchmmme
15 a class offensive against the workers by their
native capitalist exploiters,

The approach of SF in the election su ff
from the same "nationalism first" logic 4 tha
the IRSP without going so far as voling Fia ' o
Fail. Their programme, centred around the e
300 millions annual spending by Southern G::WM
ments to police the Border, contained a m;m'
mixture of the most limited reforms (schog) -
age, housing etc.) without any mention of ;mw
alternative for Southern Irish workers a,gajm:hﬁ
tive capitalism. "Left" Sinn Fein accounts for
poor election performance could only PUt it dy
a regrettable dilution of the emphasis on mili i
struggle in the North, My

In his assessment of the dis :
AP/RN (25th Feb. p. 5) SF's Kw?:tm;mmﬁ“
"there was a tendency in Sinn Fein, under a barr,
of media scrutiny, to apparently attempt 1o dis .
tance itself from the armed struggle in the Hnr‘ 3
He argues against pandering electorally to the .
"clientelism by which the twenty-six counties s
Boverned" - i.e. precisely the kind of electoral
platform of S5F's Dublin candidate., "Sinp Fein" he
says, "came to the social and economic s ,
only comparatively recently and so, in this elec.
tion, was struggling to develop a policy to put on
offer.” What is significant however is that aven
the Left in Sinn Fein in two years of debating the
economic resistance campaign® has not had the
internationalist class understanding of imperialism
and capitalist Ireland from which to begin to ham-
mer out a mobilising action programme for the wor.
king class. The petty-bourgeois nationalist outlsok
dominates SF and merely adapts its rhetoric to the

‘working class by borrowing the phrases ®f the

well-intentioned but politically rudderless Left,

The election platforms of SF and IRSP reeked of
utopian nationalism, economic and political, na-
tionalist illusions of creating a "free" "neutral”
Ireland outside the influence of the imperialist
c:apxta@m economic framework, but offered mere
rhetoric in answer to the actual problems of the
Irish working class.

L

THE CENTRISTS

P.D. & MC ALISKEY




PD proposed an "anti-imperialist united front"
to fight the election but their conception was
nothing more than an electoral propaganda biloc.
Marxists and Revolutionary Nationalists'have no
basis for common propaganda, even in explaining the
agreed goals of common action. The ending of re-
pression, British occupation, the Border, are L!nd..
erstood and explained from a fundamentally differ-
ent point of view - that of the international
waorking class - by Marxists,

Despite the setbacks in the election an_d the
H-Block struggle for their brand of opportunism PD
refuse to learn the simplest lessons, Their latest
attempts to regroup the shattered remnants of the
H-Biock campaign as a '"broad anti-imperialist”
front promises to duplicate all the tragic errors
of the five years of H-Block struggle. Their
transparent and shameless opportunism is an object
lesson in how NOT to go about winning the most
class conscious Republicans to Bolshevik politics
and the building of the revolutionary workers
party.

While PD may not be responsible for their
candidate's utterances it has yet to be heard that
they repudiate her reported statement that she
would probably vote for a Fianna Fail Government
rather than Fine Gael in the Dail - a pley finely
tuned to grabbing the second preference votes of
FF'ers but denying the principle and need for ind-
ependent class politics in a concrete question that
was placed sguarely before all for the 'Left TDs'
to answer when the hung Dail resumed.

VOTES FOR MC ALISKEY ?

Revolutionaries might have correctly called
for votes for McAliskey on a critical basis had she
been the candidate of a mobilising movement of
struggle. In that way, continuing with their own
independent propaganda and criticisms
revolutionaries would also have handed ocut the
official campaign literature stating openly their
political support not for McAliskey but for those
who looked to her in struggle as a leader. In that
way propaganda for mobilising demands on McAliskey
could be argued on a principled united front basis,
PD, however, made it clear they would not allow
other groups distribute their own pro
alongside their official leaflets calling for
votes. There was no need of such rights, however,
on this occasion for unlike the H-Block candidates
in June '81, McAliskey was not the candidate of a
struggle of any section of the working class, Nor
could her campaign be argued as preserving the

political gains of the previous period, She and PD
were in no small way responsible for the politics
of the Campaign that had squandered the potential

of those gains,

e ———— -
THE SOCIALIST WORKERS MOVEMENT

The SWM

Calling for votes as they did for an unem-
ployed candidate on a very limited programme of
struggle, in no way substitutes for the duty of
revolutionaries and socialists in a bourgeois
election to provide the class-wide answers that any
alternative revolutionary strategy must, Signifi-
cantly there is no mention at all of the oppression
of women, especially at a time when divorce, con-
traception and abortion are posed as issues. Simi-
larly their support for the National Struggle not-
withstanding their correct criticism of PD's non-
class presentation of that struggle, does not flow
from an understanding of the need to re-integrate
the Irish national question with a strategy and
programme for workers unity, including the Protes-
tant working class, and workers' power, as the only
solution to capitalism in Ireland.

For revolutionary Marxists there can only nhave
bee_n two options:- resources permitting, to stand
their own candidate on an unfudged programme call-
ing workers to action for the major transitional
demands that would counter the offensive of the
class enemy and to explain how such mobilisation
would open the road of struggle for a socialist
workers' state; or in the absence of such a candi-
date, raise the slogan among workers - "Don't Vote
- Organise” - on the basis of the action programme
of the major immediate and transitional demands,

LABOUR PARTY'S
COALITION TREACHERY

The TWG in previous elections argued a criti-
cal support vote for Labour (in June '8 secondary
to votes for the H-Block candidates of struggle) in
order to solidarise with that minority section of
class conscious organised workers who looked 1o
this "Party of ﬂw#ﬁd&ﬁnﬁf‘“ﬁmﬂm
political voice. In doing so IWG argued a i
of action to arm workers for a struggle




self-styled 'socialist’ eandidates such as Labour
Chairman Michael D. Higgins to oppose Coalition
with their vote in the Dail, by breaking th_e Party
Whip in the interest of working class political
independence, and by voting against the the I'j"afrt‘f
to defeat measures such as the Jan. '82 Coalition
Budget, In so far as such pledges, extracted by
mobilised workers, concretely faced those Lefts
with either destroying Coalitionism or suffering
the destruction of the hold of their left refor-
mism, Marxists could tactically call for votes for
such candidates but without ever muting their war-

nings or revolutionary criticism. :
It is true, however, that Labour returned with

15 seats, But its loss of 1% of the vote must be
added to the 3% lost in June '3l, Its present
standing at 9% of the popular vote compares with
previous heights of around 20%. But even that %
owes much to the rallying power of the Coalition's
appeal to middle class and petty bourgeois "res-
ponsibility". Fine Gael even mentioned some Labour
candidates by name for support in its literature in
Dublin where Labour did consistently better in the
middle class areas where Fine Gael's vote was also
improved. Added to this is the important fact of
the provincial nature of the core of Labour's
support.

Labour's rural conservatism was used by the
bureaucracy to extinguish the urban working class
radicalism partially drawn into the Party in the
sixties but which was allowed limited expression
only through local area branches and never through
delegates of the affiliated union rank and file
from whom the Party was kept separate and unac-
countable. Of its gains in the cities Labour ret-
ained little other than the liberal intellectuals,
environmentalists, and civil-libertarians who, when
thﬂ'j" couldn't win Seats hy pﬂpuh{ vole, were put
in the oxygen-tent of the Senate. Thus of its |5
seats, ILabaur won seven in large rural constituen-
cies with small towns that rely on agricultre,
scattered industry and tourism. Those 7 WErE won

with an average share of the |st

; preference vote
over 20% in stark contrast to the vote that won H?;
!mrmts.Tluimd:ﬁnLahuwﬂu H&wnnn

an average less than 15% of the vote

anti-imperialist cause of the H-Block hunger gy,
kers, and Labour's self-liquidation intg a m:‘ﬂ'
Coalition even against the arguments of the

trade union bureaucrats in June '81, [wg bel'h%'
on the evidence of resurgent anti-imperiajisy
anti-capitalist militancy by workers who clear

and rightly had fewer and fewer illusions i .
Sinn Fein or Labour, and for whoam re'-foiutjn;r
Marxists were too few and too Isolated 1o be di

ectly a rallying point, that this changed situatiog
was an appropriate one in which revolutionarjes
should articulate the widespread groping for 4
political alternative.

Thus IWG proposed a slogan latching |
sense of movement in the ar'_la*.-'g+ the :}';':ag‘nmnh
new Party of Labour which on an all-Ireland ba:h
would be defined in struggle in conscious £
tion to capitalism, Partition and imperialism, &
arguing for the fight through the mass trade unjgn
organisations for such an “algebraic" slogan. WG
was openly determined to give it the unequivecsl
“arithmetic" of a revolutionary action Programme ;
the means of fighting in the movement for the ﬂ:
programme, perspective and organisational form of §
mass revolutionary party, intent in no way to ag.
vocate any form of diplomatic half-way house for
opportunism between a revoluti '
i olutionary and reformist

This tactical perspective, however :
taken, partly but not primat‘ily: in IWG'; mﬁ
the upsurge of significant workers' militancy in
response to the Hunger Strikes was more ﬂmqpih
odic. Beyand scattered elements this did not erys
tallise in any form capable of independently out-
lasting the self-liquidating H-Block Campaign, More
importantly, the role of the Labour Party, despite
even further loss of support, was not in effect
smashed. Crucially important in preserving it i
their own interest, was the trade union
bure«at;_c};acy.

frade union bureaucracy is the historic
agent of imperialist capitalism m,::i its allies, in
Ireland and everywhere. It is the broker between




But Connolly left no formed poli-
tical vanguard capable of putting the rapidily Bro-
wing union movement on a war footing as an nde-
pendent class force in the war for national nd_e-
pendence and against the Partitionist bourlgemme
who accepted an imperialist "solution” m its own
class interests. The developing bureaucracy faced
with disciplining the swelling ranks of the unions
in its pwn nterest as broker with capital, defined
the labour movement politcally within an acceptance
of the two Partitioned states, Unable to explicitly
repudiate the tradition for which Connolly's herp-
ism had earned undying prestige among workers they
adopted his name and memory as a rhetorical cloak
for & stunted Southern Labour Party which rejected
Connolly's perspective of the Workers Republic,
They went on to insulate it organisationally from
rank and file trade union demands and struggle.

Thus the lrsh working class movement already
embodies the experience of a failed search for a
political leadership in the form of a Party of
Labour. For revolutionaries to advocate a new
Party of Labour would be to ask the workers mowe-
ment to go again through an experience the putcome
of which is objectified glready in the Irish Labour

PR e P fanetions. pulitically or the ke
eaucracy as their proof of belonging to Connolly's
tradition and as their 'answer' to anv demand for
political action which might filter through the
tightly controlled and remote official organs of
the unions. The delegate to union conference who
asks for some accounting for the Union's political
affiliation will at best be directed to express her
or his interest by joining, outside of the union, a
constituency branch of the Party. Of the political
levy funds, care is taken that as little as

possible be said by officials in order not to raise
questions among the members whose only concern
would be to hear any reason for continuing to pay
it,

In its brokerage with the bourgeoisie the
union bureaucrats have no need of Labour., When
compelled to divert worker's militancy (e.g. the
tax mobilisations) into the illusory road of par-
liamentary reform, they have bargained directly far
a 'National Understanding’, on social and economic
goals, with whatever was the governing bourgeois
party. The elements of the bureaucracy who feebly
argued against the June '81 Coalition of Labour

LABOUR'S NEW 'ANTI-COALITION' STAND

The key trade union bureaucrats who last June
opposed Labour's entry into Coalition were John
Carroll of ITG®U and Paddy Cardiff of F&u) repre-
senting over 260,000 workers. It was clear that
Cardiff was not opposing Coalition but perhaps
trying to dissociate himself from, if not prevent
the further crumbling of Labour's organisation that
would result, for he argued that Labour should
neverthelss support a minority Fine Gael
government! Carroll's formally more correct posi-
tion masked his union's preference for Fianna Fail
over Coalition, He became a member of the Labour
Parliamentary Party by taking a seat in the Senate,

His record of acquiescence in Coalition is thus
clear., '

Michael D. Higgins is believed to be the |ea-
ding anti-Coalitionist within the Party, But his
stand was not one of principle either. He obeyed
party discipline to vote the Coalition into office
after June '81. Obeisance to party discipline also
ensured his support for two savage Coalition bud-
gets. Being Party Chairman he was in a key position
to wreck O'Leary's acceptance of a joint budget-
based election platform with Fine Gael in defiance
of the Party council, but he diplomatically argued
there was no fundamental conflict and retrospect-
ively claimed that his and O'Leary's avoidance of
public conflict showed their "political maturity ",

Inevitably he did not challenge Q'Leary's
confirmation behind the back of the Party memnbers
as parliamentary leader after the election! Yet in
the new Dail he is pinioned as the man who wrecked
the chance of a new by hi ) and
his casting vote in the Party council the

;

before the new Dail, The truth is




Coalition budgets, or even to pledge 1o do so if
elected; that is, to bring down the Coalition as
the means of breaking Coalitionism?

Never .'!1.3'\,-“-‘.5 put to the fore the figh'[ for
independent rank and file mobilisation on a revo-
lutionary action programme (always making their
vacuous slogans of struggle conditional on waiting
for a lead from the official leaderships!), never
having fought openly in the official union organs
te call the Labour Party to account, never having
fought to set the base against the leadership,
Militant knows that it could call on no-one be;q.rnﬂd
their own circle to defend them against expuision,
nor could they be the focus o rally any leftward
moving current looked to by workers in the eveni ol
the split which any principled stand against Coal-
ition must risk. For Militant, political principle
is a luxury rather than a defining peint and a
rallying standard. The rotten 'unity' of the Labour
Party is more important than political principle,
for ultimately they are dogmatists in whose immut-
able credo a mythic historical process must inevi-
tably, however long it takes, and despite all the
claims of intelligence, turn the Irish Labour Party
into the mass revolutionary weapon that will over-
throw capitalism in Ireland. Objectively Militant
Tendency is an asset to both Right and rhetorical
Left, a ginger group of dedicated recruiters and
vole-getters in a party that has suffered a severe
degree of organisational collapse, providing left
cover as loyal opponents who can always be prevai-
led upon to trim their sails i the interests of
Party unity.

LEFT T.0.5— LEFT WING OF
THE BOURGEDISIE

An explicit "two-nationist", Kem
on by the pro-Partitionist stalinist se-::":: ';:f b
and the (ex-SFWP) "Socialist Party! whﬂ'mi}:{}
form a Democratic Socialist Party aroung :.htfh
parliamentary sponsor, opposing themse | ves to
goal of "naticnal unity" under the pretence of
opposing nationalism. Their one service 1o his
parliamentary career was to help him make the
"difficult decision" to oppose the second Budger,
That single act of toppling the Government .
the seven months of his treachery and returned
with a massive vote. His acceptance of the bour
geois "responsibility" of supporting one or Dthu"
government and maintaining that support however
"unpleasant" is in essence a reformist national.
centred perspective that reveals his stand i
"nationalism” as merely a pro-Partitionist and
pacifist hostility to Republican anti-imperislist
fighters. '

SINN FEIN THE WORKERS PARTY

Sherlock made the parliamentar hreakﬂw
in June '81 for a Party, again, mni{e to the
H-Block struggle. Sherlock represents a more trad-
itional wing of SFWP believing in a reformist road
to an all-lreland Workers Republic and in conflict
with the Party's theoreticians who argue a utopian
stage of democratic reform under Unionist majority
rule in the Six Counties.

Never a workers' party, the Official Sinn Fein
ostensibly dumped its arms to build politically
upon the radicalised students, the organised slum
and city tenants and the rural small-holders arou-
sed by the rapid social developments of the six-
ties. They were the new compromiser wing of the -
evolutionary nationalist current of Sinn Fein, but
petty bourgeois as distinct from their bourgeois
Fianna Fail predecessors. They disguised their
sellout to British imperialism with rhetorical
“socialist" opposition to "economic imperialism” -
against the EEC and its trampling on smallholders,
against multinational mining companies, and for
defence of the bureaucratically degenerate Workers
States as "socialist" countries.

Disillusioned with the EEC campaign failure
new American-owned mines wiﬂiﬁj




on the working class with "socialist" rhetoric and
turned dramatically to a perspective ol modernisa-
tion through State-enterprise alongside multing-
tional capital. Their new economism reversed their
attitude to the EEC, to the multinationals and to
the small farmers. They equated socialism with
State awnership of profitmaking industry - as
appeared to be the reality in the Stalinist coun-
tries - but this would have to be built on  gains
from development stimulated here by multmanun_a]
capital. In other words they advocate _Sta_ue _Captt-
alism as a road to independent industrialisation
under imperialist capitalism - an impossible illy-
sion but one widely shared by the intelligentsia of
the backward countries. Such a national perspective
has no place for a mobilised working class but has
every need for a working class disciplined and
controlled from above, Thus the Officials became
SF-The Workers Party in a conscibus turn to the
trade unions where they have systematically filled
a large number of full-time unelected positions,
significantly among white collar sections, They are
in part responsible for the silence of the Irish
union movement on the question of supporting the
Polish Solidarnosc. SFWP is a by-word fur the most
brutal bureaucratic methods and its opposition to
unafficial action knows no limits. [t supports wage
restraint as part of its statecapitalist planning
perspective, just as it opposes the fight to
expropriate failing capitalists under workers'
control lest the capitalist state be lumbered with
uneconomic holdings!

Protest votes in the Feb. Election gave SFWP
two more seats, helped in Finglas by the organisa-
tional collapse of Labour and in Waterford by the
return of votes "borrowed" by the H-Block campaign
from the nationalist elements that SFWP is still
forced to rely on. (It thus still calls itself
"Sinn Fein™) Its overall vote improvement over
1977 was negligible. The terrain on which they seek
to build is in direct competition with the Labour
party. They are incapable of being a focus for the
most combative workers who oscillate between
nationalism and syndicalist unofficial militancy.

THE NEW DEPUTIES - LEFT WING
OF THE BOURGEOISIE!

Ten years on, the SFWP, facing its fourth
General Election with only one seat, called in vain
on the Labour Party to break with Coalition .
form a working class opposition in the Dail. 1&
wasl done in order to win disaffected and s
prelerence Labour votes, but also, because it
limited to Labour's own 'ter-rnh'l and Hﬁﬂ
to Labour tactically to argue for a future
the funds and spansorship of the trade ur
However their support of FF in the new
previcusly of FG shows that their “o
formal Coalition has i

government decisions and as insy
losing their own s
pursuing the spoils of povernme
So Kemmy and SFW two
they held H‘Ehﬂﬂﬁzpm
ties, chose 10 vote one
lecting the mentality
: 't the

class and its fundamental need for political inde-
pendence, even if their votes make it impossible
for the bourgeols parties to govern, But 1o do so
when two bourgesis parties dominate the parliament
with 160 of the 166 seats is an act of criminal
palitical lunacy which squanders the chance to de-
fine the working class deputies as a class-based
opposition and to force the bourgeois parties intg
alliance. Those capitalist parties tarred the Lefy
deputies with the charge of anti-democratic black-
mail, of holding the country to ransom for eXperns -
ive concessions in exchange for supporting one side
or the other. If these Lefts stated a determination
1o vote against both bourgeois options and symbol-
ically offered their own candidate for Taociseach
they would have forced the bourgesis parties 1o
ally wogether or at least to account for their
political differences which from a class perspect-
ive are sham differences cultivated as a cover for
their competing networks of patronage and
clientelism,

SFWP boasts that their 3 seats are a beacon of
hope for overcoming the mould of "civil war® poli-
tics and re-dividing Irish political life along the
lines of class interest. Yet their first and
repeated parliamentary act is to concede to the
bourgeoisie the right to obliterate class politics,
to maintain the "civil war" Party lines, to "con-
firm" that there is no class war but that all
classes may alternate their support between bour-
geois Government and bourgeois Opposition, They
have conceded the 'right' of the exploiting class.
to rule. Such is the terrible price of the nation-
al-centred reformism of the Left TDs whose essence
is the acceptance of the institutior ~ bourgeois
from any political programme that believes social-
ism in one country can come
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A FIGHTING PROG RAMME
FOR WORKERS UNITY
AND WORKERS POWER
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in a parhiamentary "left alliance™ of
geputies whose opportunisTm o vating to
install a bourgeois government only
serves to prove that they subordmate
the needs: of their class t the
"mational mterest"
bility" of propping up
mstitutions of the bourgeoisie,

I he self -organised ”,l-:r:-' of WOrkrs
n a classwide basis for a programnme

that answers tf

weir reeeds and leads O
e
1

in struggle to the seizure of political
power is the conly basis on which
genuine Socialist workers' deputies T8
be put forward to use the platform o
F'n"lr“-.t"-'lt'ﬂt to advance the lass
struggle.

Force the Left TDs to use the platier?
of the Dail to call for the mobilised
action of workers - extra-parliamentafy
action. "
Only within such a strategy of mobili-
sation can organised workers put dem
ands on the “Lefts" in the Dail as ™®
reans of testing their claim to repre-
sent workers and to expose The treach
ery that we believe i5 the inevitab
outcome of their whole political
outlook,

Such a mobilisation is impossible
without at the same time fighting
the fullest workers' democracy o
trade union and labour movement.

far




"
FOR WORKERS DEMOCRACY Duys support for the bm.lrg-emq partigs. The uninns
must be won e demand "Jpen the Rooks of the Yiate
to Trade Union Inspaction!™, Through taking up surh
Gemands the working class can bagin on the road
become a rulng class,

*Fight to break Coalitionism! Make the so-called
Labour Party accountable to the rank and file ig
destroy it as a weapon of the buLe.aucrats. "
*Election of all union officials subject to recall,
prl:::rigl them the average wage of members MAKE THE RICH PAY

*the putting of union branches under difect work- Workers, who never enjoy more than -
place controd and full access by the ranks_ te Full of the wealth they produce, must NeVer accept that
minutes of all Branch and Executive meetings., they should have to pay taxes. The re okt SP e
*recruitment drives, positive discrimination, Labour and the bureaucracy all accept the “duty 0_-{:
creches and meetings in worktime to actively workers to pay taxes on their meagre earnings for

n worker : ] , i
invalve women workers the illusion of a "“social wage" of ramshackle

¥ ' 5 d o th .
.inr a ssnglg ;_m.tl?dech?:rgtf;nﬂﬂimﬁiﬁ“ﬁ e health and welfare services. Make the capitalists
spparate an Ivisiy e i and the wealthy pay.

*for _;:u[ Trages Councils and conferences of unions *In all union bargaining wage demands must he
and Congress to comprise only elected and calculated in terms strictly of take-home pay!

recallable delegates of the rank and file : *For a steeply progressive wealth tax and income
'fﬂf‘ bﬂrgﬂj:n|ng tl}" l.ImIE‘d Wﬂl‘kp!acl&' COMMLL Tees aﬂd tAX on wa![hy sejf_._emplure.d.

Combine committees of rank and file delegates
wross each industry nationally and with the Ll L
workers of Britain and other countries FOR A SLIDING SCALE OF

“ior a trade union press to combat the bosses' WAGES AND HOURS

propaganda, open fo political debate in the move- In the whole history of the Southern "Free"

ment and for embargoes on bourgeois media to en- State there has been no increase in the total nume-

force right of reply to all slanders of workers in bers of labourers and small farmers able to earn a

BIFUERe. _ § S onl living under its semi-colonial regime. The working

. S0xty masanes of Sigh T S ngTaNES NG e class suffers not only the agony of 4% unemployed

in transforming the whole working class movement to but the social impoverishment of the million we

P Tk B oM, and men whose emigration sapped it of fighting
spirit. Likewise the British-contrived Six County

statelet has compounded the haemorrage of emigra-
CANCEL THE DEBTS tion with systematic sectarian discrimination and a
Income tax on wages and social welfare, wage destruction u_f_'_a??:rr hyt;wiaiﬁm ﬂn:‘tghh:s put
levies and deductions, VAT, duties ets. are piled an average over * on th :_ll___nl:_ :_“m. gher among
up into a crushing burden on workers in order to Catholics but disastrous too for Protestant work-
pay off "debts" to international banker capitalists ers. With their farcical Fﬁmlgf : :

and their local partners and brokers. : ﬂ'.!#" e two reglaes e s
State borrowing has as its purpose to subsidise the ' ¥ : '
‘arivate accumulation of capital through new infra-
strdcture, training, and massive free grants for
business which pays 0% or no tax at all and prod-
uces no net increase in jobs or alleviation of
widespread poverty. The working class must reject
every shred ol responsibility for those debts and
there is only one slogan that can answer the lies
o1 the bourgecisie: "Cancel the Debts!". Such a
siogan can be a weapon for militants to cut through
the nealy-mouthed deceptions of bureaucrats, lab-
ourites, Left TDs who will cry horror at the
ruth however much they say "of course W
nol 1o blame but..", At the same time &
gan begins to pose for workers the
tions of what strategy and what p
fight for the political power of the
cel those debts, for the bourgsaisie &
-1t. Levies on their finance houses are
on at workers' expense. Demand
of the Banks undar worke: :
Cancel in
public service authorities,

OPEN THE
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NATIONALISE DE LOREAN,ENKALON etc.

N @ 7 1 I
e BERE L AL A Lt Wlly wital EOr

e S

mifitaants ba stard firem .1}‘_,|I'|H-I the menublrcan and
centrist illusion which opposes the fight for

P lsaT o eecaise [0 weon la \'.|:1:1-.“.r*:‘!|1. dewpen
Bntish mvaelvement. To reject the Hght  bor

Wl Osaton 5 o reect e most  power Fol
resgonse with which workers can rally the olass
against redundancy. Such 4 fight can be the cally
ing paint for farcing the ICTH o mobilise the
warking class North and South but i1 must not hold
bark far the umon lraders o call for solidarity

mchding that of Sntish workers, Nationalisaton,

toroed on the Aritish State deprivitg the bosses of

Ytheor " property, actually begins to umdermne thal
power by credating an alternative class power
arganising tself mitally from the the
factories, Only i that kind of strugile which pits
Catholic and Protestant workes
against the enempes, British, Orange and Green
capitalism, can the two sections overcoine e
nutual fears and understand their common goal, With
nationalist workers who cannot the
tionary character of sach a \l1’1]1_::-;|:", militants
argue the primary mportance of maintaining
employment, even under British state ownership as
the higher good in order to have any organised

far a moare elfective battle alter wards,

slate

hase of

shoulder to shoulder

¥er soe revold-
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. Militants must
strong to the needs of
the unions' m_
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AGAINST PARTITION!

e sacial backwardoess of the two parts and
the poaditical weakness of the woarking <lass are
particutarly deep because of Partition which has
permifted the mtensification of sectarian hostil-
and entrenchment of confessional laws
allecting sducation, sexuality, ftertility, the
tamily and women's stanus, \."h‘i.-_"|'|'ul"|l|\.'|'|' CONSOr-
and the
women as insecure cheap la-

it les The

ship, the suppression of radical ideas
foaih lis Appression o
bour, a4 reserve army of the unemploved chained by
dormestic twil and herded into the so-called "“wam.
en's work" of soclal care - all are intensified by
the sutcome of the aborted national revolution,

The H-Block struggle again shows that Repub-
licanism, whose hold s unchallenged by the labour
movement anong the MNorthern Catholic  workers
consciously opposed to Partition, is itself
politically bankrupt and counterproductive
M its methods despite the heroism of many in its
ranxs. Revolutionaries and militants must fight to
win the anti-Unionist workers and unemploved to an
mdependent working class movement that champions
their just cause, To this end we must fight to put
the struggle firmly under the lead of a working
class movenent in the whole island, for the working
lass alone has a material and mcorruptible terest
i winning democratic rights, women's emancipation,
the separation of Church and State and the ending
of Partition,

AGAINST IMPERIALISM

In defence of the oppressed Northern minarty
the labour movement must be won to fight for Brit-
ish troops Out Now, disarm and disband the RUC and
UDR and free all anti-imperialist fighters, Build-
Ng at every point on the basis of independent
vorking class united front action, such a movement
must also enter into joint action alongside Repub-
licans in order to break the hold of their Catholic
Mationalism by winning the anti-Unionists to work-
ing class methods of struggle under a revolutionary
wrkh:\g class leadership. Such a leadership must
base its action programme on the strategy of Per-
manent Revolution which seeks to bring the working
€lass to the lead of the “national struggle" in
apening up the road to working class power within
e nation,




AGAINST REPRESSION FOR WORKERS DEFENCE
In order W0 defend dewmocratic rfghts of ex-
pression, political nrgani-sarion_ ard the rights to In any dEEpfang ndustrial confreftations
demonstrate and strike, organised trade urionists with the bourgevisie, workers' oecupations, pickets
must be mobifised to lead with their industrial and demonstrations will come under physical attack
power in the fight to Dy the bourgeoisie's armed bodies of palice and
*demand abolition of emer gency laws and no-jary hired thugs as wirely a5 the ruling class chings 1o
courts and to disband the Special Branch; and its property, privilege and power. Equally the
defend all activists harrassed by police or military machine of British capitalism already
arrested under emergency laws confronts all organised resistance o the North and
*dely all court sction against pickets: smash alf has proven its readiness ol act even against limi-
laws restricting trade unios rights and ted trade union militancy, Workers' self -defence is
independence, a slogan which serious militants must argue for i
the struggles of the working class as a strategic
AGAINST SECTARIANISM need in which Connolly has given the Irish wWorking
FOR WORKERS UNITY class a priceless precedent,
Beginning with picket defence squads, and
The last Dail showed, in Fitzgeruld's \._Di'l"-t_l.l- leaditng 1o trade union based militlas North and
utional 'Crusade’, the readiness of the bourgeoisie Sauth, the slogan of Workers Delfence is not d 'mat-
to hijack the banner of "pon-sectarianism® and ter of ultra-left fantasy but one of life and deaty
"harmony ol dilferent traditions" as an excuse [or for the working class move nent as. shown in Thile,
deeper collaboration with imperialism against Turkey and Poland, Jppor tunists, Stalinists ang
Republicans and a5 a cover for rehabilitating Centrists and even the "ohysical force" Retnibticans
Qrange rule in the North. will oppose it outright or equivocats or say “leaye
Activists and revolutionaries must not permit it 1o us™ in fear of an armed warking class beyond
that usurpation of the slogan for unity between the their ability to econtrol, O at best they will say
national majority of workers and the Protestant "it 5 too soon and provecative” even while work-
workers of the North. The fight on an independent ers' will to resist is being sapped by the creeping
class basis for that all-important unity can only use of army strike breaking, police raids 0n oCcu-
be realised in joint struggle against all sections pations and massed police smashing of pickets which
of the bourgeoisie. It cannot be built on a basis they increasingly dare not resist because they
of "agreeing" to put aside the question of Parti- understand all too clearly the implications of so
tion which underlies the sectarian divisions, but ) doing without being physically prepared to defend
the deepening economic offensive of the bourgeoisie themse|ves,
starkly presents the need and growing possibility
ol solidarity in struggle between workers of the BUILD THE REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

whole island and both sections in the North.
The organisational autonomy of the North
within Congress, engineered by the bureaucracy in

the interest of its peacable wheeler dealing with Thus to-day's action programme must be one to
the bourgeoisie in the two separate states, is an mobilise the rank and file beginni g with the most
obstacle to the fight for that unity. The separate immediate attacks of the bosses and imperialists,
Northern Committee must be ended as one step in but alse a programme which when taken up leads the
making the Congress in struggle what it claims to working class to organise politically under the
be In name - Ali-lreland, lead of its own Party for workers power based on
The bureaucracy which accepts the "different armed workers councils - the dictato p of the
situation® of the Protestant State equally has proletariat. In that fight the most combative wor-
preserved its own Catholic ‘complexion in the South kers must be welded to " into a revo.

- from the use of Jesuit industrial relations
courses to the official commemoration of Larkin
solely with an annual Mass for his union's members,

In fighting against sectarian division in the
Irish working class militants must oppose all such
confessional trappings - insisting even on the
removal of religious emblems in union offices - -5
d matier of principle in openly establishing by
n:le. penalties and practice the necessary secular
character of the wnions, Though minor in substance
such sectarian details are linked to the bureauc- .
racy's acceptance of Catholic social teaching which
5 an obstacle to Putting organised workers i
head of the fight to separate church and

secular democratie demands
banners of the unions there
the fomented fears of Prote
Workers Republic |5 not



The 18th Brumaire of

General Jaruzelski
REVOLUTION AND COUNTER -

REVOLUTION IN POLAND

THESES ON POLAND ADOPTED BY THE
ILW.G. AND WORKERS POWER

l. The bureaucratic caste that usurps political
power in the Warkers States and parasitically lives
off the planned property relations cannot coexist
with independent organisations of the working
class. Neither can it tolerate the erosion of its
privileges, its political power or the destabilis-
ation of the repressive internal Security apparatus
upon which its power ultimately depends. For these
reasons it was inevitable that the Stalinists would
launch a bid to recoup the gains made by the Polish
workers since August 1980, This is the objective of
the military coup. It could only have been preven-
ted or resisted by the working class taking polit-
lcal power directly into the hands of its own wor-
kers councils (soviets) and workers militia. A
failure to take political power - to make a Polit-
ical Revolution - paved the way for the Stalin-
ists'bloody counter attack.

¢ But the bureaucracy's privileges, their inab-
ility to rationally plan and effectively organise

the economy coupled with the political oppression
of the working class all mean that open conflict
periodically erupts between mm class and
their bureaucratic overlords in the workers states,
Poland has experienced sing August 1980 had its
roots in the El-rmbﬁng Mm .

(BITHE MILITANT TRADITION OF THE POLISH
WORKING CLASS
The working class in 1970 and 1976 had forced the
bureaucracy to carry an enormous subsidy on prices
of essential foodstuffs. Bureaucratic mHSManagement
and corruption ensured continued scarcities of
essential goods. In the face of mounting foreign
debts the Gierek regime sought to push down the
living standards of the working class through the
price rises of the summer of 1980,

(e)THE CRISIS OF AGRICULTURE
Approximately 75% of Polish agricultural land is in
the hands of the small-holding peasantry (the
average size of holdings being around 12.6 acresh
The Stalinist regime tolerates this anachronistic
agricultural system for fear of conflict with the
peasantry and the Catholic church whose roots lie
in rural village Poland. But the shortage of needed
manufactured goods, and the small peasantry's con-
trol of essential food supplies provoked & 'sciss-
ars crisis' in Polish agriculture. The peasantry
refused to sell their products to state agencies
hucﬂﬂeﬂum;:rmﬁlﬁmhe ge provide
Eoods required agricultural production. Hence
the tendency of the peasantry to mmw#
ore lucrative private market. Short-
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(e)THE FLAGRANT CORRUPTION OF THE tablishing a ll'rade Nnian in a bureaucratically de-
THE GIEREK REGIME generale workers State 45 g Utl’!pl:jl’ilﬁr'lE'+ kinder os.
The special rations, fine houses and fat salaries pitalism Tru.de_ Llry:ms FEpresent warkers against
of the bureaucracy stood in sharp and r:smle_ con- individual capitalists in .a‘ marset aver which
trast to the hardships and privations of working neither employer '“3-'I worrers has control. The wery
class life. The inability of these ﬂ“WIEHE‘_’ par- dynamics of the market CEonomy keep alive t*'&'-i"-‘_
asites to organise production and distribution sf_ unionism as a form of rep_resentggmn ol the workin
fectively, further sharpened Polish working class class within bourgeasis S9Cicty. 'i-:t!_m_'l a healthy
hatred of inequality, workers statel'l'r.'i_de Unions  avouid itially contings
1o represent the interests of sections of workers
(INATIONAL QUESTION IN POLAND | within .e:_-sta.:e that was under the direct contral of
The social and political regime that has existed in the WOrking class as a whaole. They would be es5en-
Paland since the end of the second imperialist war Lial training grounds for workers to learn o
was imposed on Poland by the Soviet armed forces r:on_tn?i and manag_,e the economy, 'schoals far
counter to the immediate rhythms of its dass_ sacialism';, as Lenin liked to call them, But in a
struggle. Since that time the army of the Soviet bureaucratically ﬁegnns_-.rare warkerla atate such ag
b._,re'aucracy has served as the ultimate sanction Paland m.*n:herl the_ rnar:ce_t_rnecluamsns through which
against political change in Poland. Hence aJJI w-:prkers._ J_Jargasn with individual eTiployers por the
straggles against the bureaucratic caste, against prerequisites of the [ul‘l('_‘i:’lll[ljlf'tﬁ a_f Trade Unions n a
political oppression and inequality are necessarily healthy workers st.?t-: are In existence, Every major
interwoven with the sense of national oppression demand of the workers - on the length of the work-
bolstered by the very existence of the Stalinist ing we\_ek, the sacking of an md_wzdual manager, the
regime in Poland. allocation of goods or wages - inevitably pits the

working class against the central bureaucracy which
manapalises the central planning mechanism, And
lasting sucress for the workers cannot be secured
THE RISE OF SOLIDARNOSC by bafgaining with the central bureaucracy, The
nature of its power and privileges is such that it
cannot for long co-exist with independent organis-
ations of those that it oppresses, The centralisa-

3. The crisis of the summer of 1980 was sparked tion of its power and the scale of its privileges
initially by a struggle against food price rises make it too tempting an object of revalutionary
but was dramatically intensified by a struggle in overthrow unless the masses themselves are forcibly
defence of victimised militants in Gdansk, It pas- deprived of the right o organise. '

sed through a stage of immediate local economic . .
demands on work conditions and wages to the forma- 3.  Solidarnose could there ore only be a force
tion of the national Solidarnose and the demand for for political conflict with the bureaucr: ﬁxm

free independent Trade Unions, In the face of a it could have laid the basis ﬁ'.h’ﬂn revo
Mass exodus out of the Stalinist official unions, overthrow of j that we

mass recruitment to Solidarnosc among rank and file
Party members and universal hatred and contempt for
the corrupt and discredited Gierek regime, the -
Stalinists had no immediate alternative to the of- tion of a ¢
ticial recognition and registration of Solidarnosc, '
But the concessions wrung from the regime - on
Pay, on union recognition, on Saturday wb;@fking__-_
and the new self confidence of the working class
could anly have been defended and extended by the
working class finally destroying the political _
power, repressive apparatus and economic Pri ]
of the bureaucracy - by POLITICAL REVOLUTION.
ing taken power into the hands of its mwﬂ
councils and militia the ing class would proc-
eed o reorganise the plan from top to /
workers' management,
The potential for such a pe

from August 1980. The inter-fa
tees could have laid the basis for
organisation and at a number of

forced to form their own
ence squads. The




over large sections of the working class to stren-
gthen its own bargaining position with the regime.
Its hold over large sections of Polish workers
dlows from, (a) the rural background of a large
proportion of the workforce, particularly the first
generation workers of Gierek's "industrial boom™;
(b) the Church's ability to pose as a force repre-
senting national independence in the eyes of the
masses: {(c) the fact that in conditions of Stalin-
ist repression, and of its oppressive and stultif-
yirg edltural life the Catholic Thurch was able to
appear as what Marx termed 'the heart of the
heartless world, The soul of soulless conditions,'

It sought to be a broker between the regime
and the workers - before and after martial law - in
order to guarantee both the preservation and ext-
ension of rural capitalism and church contrel over
'social bodies'. Notably the CThurch wants to use
its bargaining strength to erode crucial rights
secured for women in Poland (including abortion
rights and contraception facilities). It aims to
drive women back into family life as child rearers
and unpaid child minders, In this way it hopes to
tighten its own grip on the minds of the young by
eroding the need for nursery and child care facil-
ities in the hands of the 'Godles State’.
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bhe LCathohe hierarchy, which supported the
anti-semitic Great Polish dictatorship of Pilsudski
after the first imperialist war, has not changed
its spots. Better a Stalinist Pilsudsi figure and
order, than the uncertainties and disorder of g
political-revolutionary crisis. That is the reas -
ning ol the Catholic hierarchy in the face of a
working class striking for its own emancipation,
Until the threat of a working class thus mobilised
15 removed the Catholic Chureh is w:l]ing 10 temp.
araruly hold back in its long term goal of restor.
ing rapitalism.

Waless - until December [98] as his préject
crumbled before his” eyes and the eyes of millions
of Solidarnose supporters too - sought 1 strike a
compromise deal with the authorities that would
Buarantze joint participation in a National Frong
for the Chiurch, for Salidarnose appointees and tha
Stalinists. His programme included the distribution
of state farm land 1o the private peasantry, self
managemeni commitiees in the factories and 'social
Council' control of the economy by which he meant
tripartite administration of the plan and the bal-
stering of the Church's role in all aspects of
social and political life.

in order tw secure that dea! Walesa attempad
to hold back the unofficial strikes of Cctaober and
November which involved 250,000 workers. In order
tc prevent bureaucratic reprisals against strikers
and the passage of anti-strike leglislation he
counselled Saolidarnosc itself to outlaw unofficial
strikes and to build a disciplinary machinery that
could put such a ban into effect. (In late October
and early November the Solidarnosc Praesidium cal-
led for an end to strikes.) At the bidding of
Archbishop Glemp Walesa unilaterally left the
Gdansk meeting of the Solidarity National Commis-
sion to meet with Jaruzelski and Glemp to set up
talks “aimed at specifying the general principles
to which the construction of national agreement i
our motherland should be subjected”. Not until the
Stalinists braced themselves for hard line action
against Salidarnosc did Walesa break from this
perspective of collaboration with the Stalinists.

THE SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC K-O.R.

(ii)The Social Democratic KOR grouping - most not-
ably represented by Kuron and Michnik, The prog-
ramme of this grouping - reconstituted in late

November as the ‘'clubs of the self-governing repu-
blic' - was the reform of Poland on the road to it
'Findlandisation'. By this they mean the estab-

t, by stealth and encroachment, of a Par-

: .




The Social Democratic intelligentsia m the
workers states is a central conduit of bourgeois
ideas and programmes into the ranks of the working
class. Most wvitally they foster ilusions in Par-
liamentary Democracy (a form of government that can
only take root in a stable imperialist country
capable of mamntaining a relative harmony of inte-
rest between the political representatives of Lab-
our and Capital). Te workers who themselves are not
consciously restorationist they offer as an alter-
native to their felt political oppression the chi-
mera of Parliamentary Democracy, and of the socie-
ties that can maintain it, as the means for reali-
sing pelitical emancipation, :

In the face of Stalinist totalitarian tyranny
revolutionary Marxists must ceaselessly fight
against the anti-working class programme and tact-
ics of the Social Democratic intelligentsia, How-
ever m certain situations, and on specific issues,
revolutionaries would find themselves {as an inde-
pendent force) fighting alongside such proups as
KOR 1w defend the rights of workers and militants
to organise [ree of bureaucratic repression. In the
wake of the 1976 riots, for example, communists
would have found themselves alongside the KOR mil-
itants who were opposing the imprisomment of
workers invalved in the riots.

THE RESTORATIONISTS

{1} The consciously restorationist Confederation
for an Independent Poland (KPN).

The KPN explicitly aims at redrawing Poland's
borders so that they correspond with those achieved
after the First Imperialist War. It explicitly aims
al re-establishing capitalist property forms in
Poland, In Poland after World War One, only 69.2%
of the population were Polish (figures for 1921),

The Paland of Pilsudski savagely oppressed the
sizeable minority of 4.5 million Ukrainians who
found themselves under Polish rule. Whatever the
clains of the KPN leaders, a capitalist Poland
would inevitably become 4 semi-colony of Western
Capitalism. The effects of the crippling debts that
the bureaucrats have taken on and the attacks on
workers' living standards to pay for them, are just
a hint of the future open tw Poland and the masses
should the KPN leaders successfully carry through
their counter-revolution and deliver up Poland to
the imperialists,

Revolutionary Marwists have no solidarity with
these conscious agents of counter-revolution and
would give them no defence, For the Palish workers
movement, in the name ol democracy, to have defen-
ded the KPN leaders as "political prisoners” along
With the organisers of the trade unions arrested by
the Stalinists, reflects the very real presence of
counter-revolutionary forces within the Solidarnose
movement,

THE SOLIDARNOSC
(iv)The Solidarngse 'Radicals’
We see no evidence that those
Walesa's collaborationist
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this project. The inevitable refusal of the Stali-
nists to negotiate such an erosion of their power
forced these elements into emply demagogic conflict
with the regime. Ry early December (as evidenced by
the Radom Tapes) Rulewski was urging that Salidar-
nosc itself form & Provisional Gowernment iaf
National Unity, given the failure of Jaruzelski-
Walesa-Glemp negotiations to reach a National
Agreement, Xnowing the depths of popular support
for Solidarnosc against the Stalinists, the Natio-

nal Commission in Gdansk immediately prior to Jar-
uzelski's coup called for a referendum 1o back

their claim for power sharing with the Church and,
at least temporarily, with the Stalinists too,
Rulewski's formuda as announced in the Radon tapes
was for power to be shared until 1984 elections orl
the basis of 3% to the stalinists, 5% ta the
peasants organisations, 23% to Solidarnosc with the
rest zoing to lay Catholic organisations and the
Counter-revolutionary KPN,

But for all the demagogic froth of Rulewski
there is no evidence that he was urging, or that
Solidarnosc was preparing an armed insurrection on
the eve of Jaruzelski's ecoup. Jaruzeiski had broken
off negotiations with Glemp and Walesa, He was
visibly preparing an offensive against Solidarnosc.
But still "the radicals” expected a referendum to
defend them and their notion of power sharing
against the Stalinists. True, by December, leading
militants were urging the formation of warkers'
defence guards (Bujak and Palka, for example). This
call was strengthened after riot police broke up
the Warsaw fire academy student sit-in in early
December. But the sporadic nature of the resistance
to Martial Law underlines that there were no conc-
rete and developed plans for Salidarnose to argarn-
ise to seize political power from the Stalinist
bureaucracy on the part of Walesa's famed 'Radical’
apponents in the Solidarnosc leadership, The poli-
tical programme of these figures underlines that
they were not qualitatively different in political
character to the dominant Walesa t*ndency on the
Praesidium,
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There can be no independence for the Polish
working class without the active assistance ol the
workers of the other states at present in the pol-
itical grip of Stalinism. Only as the spearhead of
an international political revolution against Sta-
linism could the Polish Workers' Political Revalu-
tion guarantee its own survival. But the anti-Sov-
iet, Catholic totems of the Polish nationalists
necessarily drive a wedge between the workers of
Poland and the workers of the USSR - a wedge that
can be exploited by the 5talinists of the Kremlin
should they decide to use Warsaw Pact forces to
finish the job for Jaruzelski.

{cllt has a programme for the Polish economy that
could stregnthen the forces of captialist
restoration,

Born of the collapse of the Polish plan and the
continued existence of small peasant agriculture,
the predominant tendency in the Solidarnosc lead-
ership was towards the decentralisation ol the
economy, the strengthening of market maechanisms
and the complete subordination of agricultural
production to the law of value. While elements of
this programme could have been, and still can be,
carried out alongside sections of the Palish bur-
eaucracy (who look enviously at the market mechan-
isms of Hungary and Yugoslavia) it would inevitably
strengthen the tendency towards, and the forces
fighting for, the complete smashing of the planned
property relations of Poland,

Our programme recognises that the centralised
command planning of the Stalinists can never real-
ise the POTENTIAL of the socialised property forms
and has, through its shortcomings, necessarily
blackened the very name of planning to the workers
of Poland. We fight for a plan centralised in the
‘hands of the or of the working class itself.
But behind the Solidarnosc leaders' talk of seli-
management - which itself reflects the workers'
basic striving for control - lies a programme of
'market socialism' which would firstly introduce
the Catholic Church, with its own anti-working
class anti-socialist priorities, into the central
'social council' of the m it wnum,

(@ w

{elits strategy for advance left the central jevers

of Stalinist power intact, but hoped instead 1o
encroach on that power through its points of |east
resistance. The Solidarnosc strategy for challeng-
ing managerial power in individual factories, for
standing their own candidates against discredited
party candidates in local elections and, eventual-
ly;, a referendum appeal for power s.harmg over the
heads of the Stalinists, AT EVERY STAGE avoided a
direct challenge to the armed central power of the
bureaucracy, As a result, the militia, the Internal
Defence Force (WOW), the riot commandos (ZOMO
police used to break the Fire Academy sit-in) and
the military high command remained intact to choose
their moment to strike back. Once again the Polish
workers learned the bloody lesson that Stalinism
can only be overthrown by a movement that prepares
an organised armed insurrection against its central
political apparatus in order to pass power into the
hands of the warkers themselves.

8. In search of an illusory national agreement
with the Stalinists and the Church, the Solidarnose
leaders demobilised the workers' organisations,
They held off strikes and, with Glemp's blessing,
appealed for calm, The Stalinists showed their
gratitude with a bloody coup, with a declaration of
war against the Polish workers.

But just because the programme of the Solid-
arnosc leadership could not lead the |0 million
Polish workers who looked to them for final vict-
ory, it does not mean that we do not solidarise
with Solidarnosc, as a movement of the Paolish wor-
kers against their bureaucratic oppressors. The
existence of a mass base, often raising demands in
conflict with the aims and intentions of the Soli-
darnosc leaders, clearly reveals that, despite its
leadership, Solidarnosc was not a counter-revolu-
tionary organisation per se. It was, and if it
survives, could well continue to be, a dynamic
movement, rife with contradictions but pmssmg
the potential of resolving them in the direction of
political revolution, given the intervention within
it of revolutionaries.

b As is usually the case then workers enter into
s ugglﬂ against their talist exploiters or

their bureaucratic mpmmsgrs they do so without &
ready-made and fully-formed revolutionary leader-
ship. 'l'lu task of mduﬂm in Poland ﬂiﬁ
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THREAT TO THE BUREAUCRACY

g, The August 1980 crisis paralysed the Stalinist
bureaucracy. Significant sections of the party,
approximately one-third, poined Solidarnosc. The
Party (PUWP) is the key mobilising agent by which
the central Stalinist bureaucracy ensures that its
wishes are carried out at every level af the econ-
omic and political apparatus, and in eVETY social
organisation. For that reason it must remain, ess-
m-tially. the property of the central bureaucrac:y
itself. But in order to perform its function it has
to organise layers of society outside of, and pol-
itically oppressed by the central bureaucracy.
Hence any upheaval in the Stalinist states must
necessarily send shockwaves throughout the Party
itself serving to weaken the mobilising potential
of the party leadership.

Successive Stalinist regimes in Poland as
elsewhere have deliberately nurtured a layer of
materially privileged labour aristocrats as an
element of the base of the Bonapartist bureaucracy
inside their specific working class. For the Gierek
regime this had bean most noticeably the miners and
steel workers of Silesia. The defection of this
group of workers to the ranks of Solidarnosc was
decisive both in undermining a vital base of SUp-
port for the Stalinist regime, and forcing a com-
promise recognition of Salidarnosc,

This was even reflected in a movement at the
base of the Party for greater internal democracy,
for the right to horizontal communication between
Party units, and for contested elections of Party
posts. While this movement represented a destabil-
isation of bureaucratic rule, it could never have
become the means for replacing it. The Stalinist
party is, by its nature, irreformable; it can only
exist as the agency of the central Stalinist bur-
eaucracy. [f it ceases to perform this function it
will be purged or even replaced as the immediate
instrument of bureaucratic rule,

In the face of the Gdansk strike wave the
central bureaucracy itseif divided over the tactics
for preserving their caste rule. A significant
layer of that bureaucracy - security chief Kania
for example - was prepared to jettison the dis-
credited Gierek leadership and negotiate a compro-
Mmise recognition of Solidarnosc., Only a small min-
ority of the central bureaucracy attempted to res-
ist this tactical retreat by the Stalinist core of
the party,

_ But the party itself fragmented under the
‘Mpact of the developing crisis. There were
ficant defections from its ranks, At the last Ce
tral Committee before the coup it was reported that
PUWP, which was 3 million strong in August 1980,
had in “recent months" lost 244,000 members,
expelled 180,600 and accepted only 30,000 new -
recruits. Factory branches of the PUWP Jeined Sol-

idarnosc wholesale, In the face of the Polish
workers' movement the party withered as an =~
etfective instrument of bureaucratic r ot

The hardline defenders of ea
Jaruzelski for example - conducted a
strategy of attrition inst Solidary
softs and

this by allowing economic chaos
the population at farge,
layers of workers helﬁm ,r._

blaming Solidarnosc pr
‘breakdowns ' L

Leszno

martial law

food under

Polish workers gueue for

They also provoked conflict with the Solidar -
nosc leaders so as to play on
bate their divisions

with Seolidarnosc on power sharing in exchange for
their calling off strikes. Hard line anti-Solidar-
nosc bureaucratic militant Qlzowski was the first
to offer the carrot of a new National Front to the
Walesa-Glemp axis.

Having lured Selidarnosc's leadership into
negotiations, Jaruzelski proceeded to play on the
divisions in Solidarnosc's ranks, While guarantee-
ing peasant property (to a doubtless unbelieving
peasantry), promising electoral reform and attachng
councils of “experts" to the Cabinet, Jaruzelski
Was not prepared to concede on a union veto on
Stalinist representatives in the new National Front
or on free elections. Instead the Stalinists braced
themselves to apply military force again:
Solidarnesc,

The late November break-up of the negotia-
tions, the police raid on Kuron's meeting to esta-
blish his social democratic clubs, the late Noveme

Central Committee meeting at which Jaruzelski
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The army and security forces had been con- more militant workers behind their lactory gates,
sciously groomed for a coup d'etat, The dramatic at the mercy of the crack troops, while the mass af
break up of the cohesion of the party made it the workers are consigned to passive resistance,
imperative that the bureaucracy prepare to defend Only by pulling the vast majority of the
itself through the hated armed squads who themsel- working class onto the streets in demonstrations
ves also had everything to lose from a triumphant defended by a workers' militia - can the workerg
workers' political revolution - the militia, WOW, EVer prove to thnlt-. conscript army that there is an
ZOMO, etc. Not only were these forces politically alternative superior armed force with which ta
reliable, but the army could appear as an arbiter, throw in their lot. Only mass organised defiance
as a patriotic force, as an agent of national sal- -an break the morale of the army and therefore Save
vation, The beleaguered Stalinists prepared to the lives of the militants who otherwise are |eft
raise a new military dictator to power,

The intended Bonaparte - Jaruzelski - replaced
Kania as party chief in October. In the same month Jaruzelsk)
"operational" units of troops were sent into the announces
Polish country to supposedly deal with local prob- coup,
lems and food bottlenecks, They were withdrawn at e
the end of November in order to report to the Troops at
Council of Ministers!! The army had been practised, crossroads
ZOMO was rehearsed to carry through the 18TH Warsaw,
BRUMAIRE of General Jaruzelski,

1. The coup was carried through with bloody pre-

cision. Crack troops were sent to strategic Solid- Iﬁ'rmoured car
arnosc strongholds - the Lenin shipyards, Nowa in Warsaw.
Huta, the Ursus works, Katowice and key Silesian

mines, Most Solidarnosc leaders and noted activists

were immediately interned, While thousands of PUWP

members threw in their party cards the Stalinists =
prepared for a ruthless purge of the party (by re- alone to face the specialised paratroops and comm-
port members of the Politburo were even arrested). andos as they choose their time to force their way
The workers met the coup with heroic resist- into factories, docks and mines. That is why we say
ance even though their leaders had been rounded up. that at the time of the coup, and after, the work-
But the resistance was not sufficient to counter ers' leaders should have fought for:
the tactics of Jaruzelski, The Stalinists hoped to * An indefinite general strike of the entire work-
use only reliable special units to attack the wor- ing class to break the military government. To
kers. They wanted to use the 350,000 strong army, conduct that strike, councils of the representat-
half of which is comprised of the conscripted sons ives of the workers and councils of the peasants
of wrkersmﬂpugasm;n.gl‘g}?..ﬂﬁhwlﬂﬁ must be formed in every locality and be coordinated
patrol and supervisory duties, nationally under a Central Workers Council. This
Only methods of struggle that enabled the was the road of struggle along which the heroic
workers o win over the o 4 their Hungarian workers started in 1956,
could have smashed Ja * In the face ﬂwﬁmhzz g  the
The Catholic w ; | ﬁ?ﬁ |
sivity in the face R 2
go so far as 1o co '
to calm the po:

of detainees,

o o %
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factory committees and the workers' councils. Rev- In 1956 Soviet troops wavered in the lace

ise the plan from top to bottom in the hamds of the the stark contrast between the lies aof their i:surqu't

Central Workers Council! Take the planned economy eaucratic oppressors and the aspirations of #r

under the direct control of the workers themselves, ernising Hungarian workers, The only road m&;r F:

State property in Poland must be defended as the ping the armies of Brezhnev, Husak and Hueneclffr is

means by which the workers can organise production to confront them with a programme of genuine prol-

consciously to meet their needs and net the privi- etarian internationalism, to win their g prof-

leges of the bureaucrats or the rapacious demands international political revolution, However,-m thie

of the Western banks, tace ol ntransigent military oppression from War-
saw Pact forces, the Polish workers have every

* Distribution and allocation of goods should be right to take all necessary steps to defend

taken into the hands of the workers and peasant themselves,

cooperatives. In order to overcome the anachronis- .

tic system of small peasant farming, a triumphant It s a matter of life and death for the Palish

workers' Political Revolution would commit iself workers that a Party is formed to fight for this

to a programme of {a) taxation of the rich peas- programme, a Trotskyist revolutionary communist

ants, (b} investment in and production of tractors, party, Of necessity it would struggle to build the

fertilisers and agricultural implements, (c) ppc!m of fraternal parties in the other degenerate

credits and education to provide the material base Warkers States as a part of a rebuilt Revolutionary

for, and win the mass of the poorer peasants to Communist International in the tradition of Lenin

cooperative farming as part of the planned economy, and Trotsky. In these conditions, underground and

illegal work is a necessary method.

* Renounce the debts to the western banks, Emnd the
sconomic exploitation of the Palish workers by
imperialism. Only by renouncing the debts that have THE CEWTRISTS AND POLAND
been piled up by the bureaucrats can the Polish
workers free themselves from the domination of the 12 The internaticnal organisations clsiming to
::.;.;r:ts and finance houses of Western Eurepe and the represent continuity with Trotsky's Fourth lﬁmﬂ-
* For the complete separation of the Church and nat;onal hm“. Fat Shaa demans-tr_ated their bank-
State. The 5talinists have increasingly conceded ;Jo;;i::iiar ;" J; ?WST::_ pESSCHENIA 4 SRty S
control of family life, of women's rights, of edu- s gy Hm':ﬂ;" Uini ;:E largest Claimants to
cation, to the Catholic church. Solidarnosc leaders Fmrthrlitnf: 5 ! te Er:";] mﬁecretarmt of the
have fought to increase the power of the church, by “E ational (U nd the Fourth Inter-
But thet power will ba axed T Steesgthin e natmnai :;‘ernahonal Committee), FIIC, offer the
reactionary mission of the Catholic hierarchy to :f:?;:ttiic Ehademﬂ EI'WEI iling be:lm*thehmm
destroy the struggle of the workers for their own kaﬁf On the ither ﬁtﬁe Tt deiat
emancipation, to further enslave women and to et T'md HST) dembnsty ‘w b Spar-
bolster and extend capitalism on a world scale, T i P v e : =
rotsky's dictum on sectarianismi- opportunism in
* Take Poland cut of the Warsaw Pact. The armed .f.‘w ﬂuﬂ‘flfﬂ mmmmw ‘ﬂm "
might of the Kremlin stands behind Jaruzelski, d::@mn: BT iato for m- m ¢i and the
Since August [980, the Kremilin has regularly rem- Su?si;ﬂ 2 Sijpert iz o, =
nded the Polish masses of the armed might they kxSl
have at their disposal to intimidate and, if needs 13
be, directly smash, the workers of Poland. '

The Warsaw Pact is the direct agent of the
counter-revolutionary policies of the Kremlin bur-
caucracy. its command structure embraces and eoor-
dinates all the national Stalinist armies in East-
ern Eurape. For that reason the USSR was
involved in the preparations for the coup and '
1's part in the administration of the crackdown.
Palish workers should refuse to subordinate
armed forces to the Kremlin digm. But

will neither realise their
themselves, under the banner of ek
Palish nationalism. The abolition of
the USSR, as in Poland, was an his
out which the worl s
production in jts or Sa



parody of February 1917, emasculates the realitv of
soviets, presenting them as organs of dual power
rather than as organs of struggle, or insurrection,
for working class power,

The ideas of "free elections” to the Sejm is
rejected by the USF] not because of the parliamen-
tary bourgeocis democratic illusions it would
foster, not because such a parliament could be a
focus for restorationist forces, but because "tms
demand could lead to a confrontation with the bur-
gaucracy on a terrain that is less favourable tw
the masses than that of self-management”. The evo-
lutionary logic of the USFI's position is more
brazenly expressed by the SWP(US)'s David Frankel
(Intercontinental Press 20/4/81). In quoting Jaseph
Hansen's definition of the political revolution as
"the total series of reforms gained through milit-
ant struggle culminating in the transfer of power
to the workers", Frankel suggests that this trans-
terence itself can only be discovered after the
event: "It is only when the process is viewed as a
whale, in irs origin, its fundamental gains and
final results, that it appears for what it really
is, a revolution: an organic qualitative change in
whatever structure is involved",

Since the qualitative leap (i.e. the point at
which revolution has occurred) cannot be pinpointed
in advance, it cannot, for the USFI, be programma-
tically prepared and argued for, Such a position,
worthy of a Kautsky or an Otto Bauer, indicates the
organic centrisim of the USFI's leaders, It
explains, but does not excuse, their failure to
otffer a programme for revolution,

l4 The FIIC in contrast seizes on the demand of
Solidarnosc radicals for "free elections" and
"plurality of parties”, and develops this in a
bourgeois-democratic direction. Are these elections
to be “"free” to bourgeois, White-Guard, restor-
ationist forces? Is the plurality of parties 1o
include parties openly organising for counter-rev-
olution? For the FIIC, "democracy" is given no
class content, The class rule of the proletariat,
its dictatorship, is quietly shuffled to one side,
The FUIC may write abstractions on paper, but pol-
itical life will fill their empty democratic
phrases with a real bourgeois content. If the LSF]
has its "second chamber” of the Sejm, then the FIIC
can go one better - a Constituent Assembly.

What is a Constituent Assembly? It is a body
:}I::t:d by universal suffrage which shall mé:fg
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siruggle against the Shah of Iran) have rushed
headlong into the embrace of the Polish Stalinists,
They accept, without question, Jaruzelski's claim
that Solidarnosc was organising a counterrevaly-
tionary rising. They warn the Polish workers
against any resistance to martial law. These mis -
erable pedants who can only imagine winning the
warking class to Trotskyism in the propagandists’
schoolroom (i.e, in the absence of struggle) call
for a return to Gierek's regime of the 1970s: "If
the present crackdown restores samething like tha
tenuous social equilibrium which existed in Poland
before the Gdansk strikes last August (1980 - IWG)
a tacit understanding that if the people left the
government alone, the government would leave the
people alone - conditions will be opened again for
the crystallisation of a Leninist-Trotskyist party"
(Workers Vanguard 18/12/81). They have bisod an
their hands, Safe at a distance from responsibility
they content themselves with the call for the
stamping out of political revolution, in order to
allow for the "peace and quiet" (of a Stalinist
dictatorship,) to allow them to build a
"Leninist-Trotskyist" party.

Jaruzelski plots with Grabski. Stalinist
butchers, hypocrites, display Lenin's picture

16  Thus the self-proclaimed inheri?ws of Trots-
ky's banner drag it in the mud of syndicalism,
reformism and stalinism. Against this monstrous
defamation of Trotsky, we fight around the slogans:

* Down with Jaruzelski's military-Bonapartist
* gm to workers councils in




SOCIALISTS AND

REVOLUTIONARY
NATIONALISTS

The building ef principled alliances between
socialists and anti-imperialists hac hean g ma oy
actical concern of the IWG since its formation. ane
we believe to be crucial for revolutionaries in
exceptional circumstances of struggle not only in
ireland in the present war but in E| Salvador and
previously in Nicaragua etc, 'im::"_: the present
offensive against British bmiperialism opened up
twelve years ago and quickly camne under the domin.
ance of the petty bourgeocis Republican movement the
WG has raised the slogan for a United Fromt Against
Imperialism of workers, soecialists and republicans,
Throughout that peried, however, all of the campaign
organisations involving the rem]utmnar}_' national -
5t Republicans and "far left" organisations were in
fact living denials of what for revalutionary
socialises a United Front must be,

This article discusses this crucial tactic in
the light of how it was formulated and understood by
the greatest leaders and parties of revolutionary
sotialism in this century and how it is crudely
nisused by socialists whose record of “alliance"
with nationalist forces has negated its very
purpose,

This key issue of making gains for the inde-
sendent socialist programme in united front action
with revolutionary nationalists is at the heart of
any struggle against the allies of imperialism who
nasquerade as socialists within the labour movement,
The so-called socialists of the Irish Labour Party
ind of SFWP, and the groups around two-nationist Jim
femmy T.D. claim that it is precisely the national
“ruggie that is responsible for the liquidation of
the fight for secialism in Jreland ever since Conn-
Aly's proletarian banner went under the Green flag
in the [91g Rising,

The exact apposite is the case; for, the impo-
tence of these currents (best expressed in the
stunted and deformed Labour Party) stems directly
from their profoundly wrong and counter-revolution—
Y attitude to the anti-imperialist struggle which
has thus, only by default of a conscious warkers'
leadership, remained historically in the grip of
Conspiratorial petty bourgeois revolutionary
nationalists, The prepanderance of the Green flag
over the Red was in fact noted by Trotsky in an
Article in July 1916 in ‘Nashe Siovo's

1:’31-15' Wavered betwesn natio
5m, and s alwa mdy o

epticng wgemir;, its e
Mess. It has attracted w
Mielligentsia and some
“ho in their wm have
n the ing class me

But Trotsky sotes the easentiad tact that ar is

net a revolutionary bourgecisie but a movemnent o
the exploited that constitutes the social force of
the anti-imperialist STruggie in Ireland:

"Thus, the national revolution In Ireland has

amounted, in praclice, to a revalt of the workers,

and Casement's clearly isolated position in the

movement meraly emphasises this fact mara

sharply,"...

"The experiment of an Irish national rebel-
lion, in which Casement, with undoubted personal
courage represented obsolete hopes and outdated
methods, is over, But the historical role of the
Irish proletariat is only Just beginning. Already
it has brought into revolt, even though under an
archaic flag, its class indignation against mili-
tarism and imperialism. This indignation will not
now subside "

The official misleaders of the Irish working
class movement, however, have fed on the division of
the class as a prop for their handsomely rewarded
callaboration with imperialist capitalism since that
rebellion was aborted by Partition. While it is not
the purpose here to show that the struggle to end
Partition remains the central political task for a
revolutionary proletariat, it can be said of the
self styled socialists who claim otherwise that
their treachery to the working class is more naked]y
exposed now than ever in their trade union bureau.
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and the 5Socialist Workers Movement, affiliate of the revolutionary programme as the basis of F”"'”-L“jpje:u‘
SWEP in Britain - all openly opposed IWG's fight for revolutionary regroupment it is important 1o con-
the tactic of the anti-imperialist United Front and front directly their ideas and theories when we
in all cases for opportunist reasons linked to wrong discuss in the second half of this article how the
ideas and theories about the tactic and method of

tactic has been argued in the Irish situation in
relation to the Provisional Republican movement

-
THE REVOLUTIONARY TRADITION AND nll on
THE ANTI-IMPERIALIST UNITED FRONT

The "United Front" is historically a tactic put
forward by revolutionary Marxists in struggle. It is
a principled tactic subordmated always to the
programnme and strategy for workers power. As a tac-
tic it is proposed by revolutionaries precisely and
only as the means to defend and advance the inde-
pendent class interests of the working class
situations which concretely impose the need for

fighting mass unity m action in the form of wnity

of dilferent parties and organisations, In fact its B

central feature is an agreement reached between e
- T .-

the Linited Front. In the fight to re-elaborate the

different parties or organisations, which have dif-
terent programmes, to ACT jointly in specific con-
crete struggles. Thus, concretely the Linited Front
may take varied forms but that s in no way to dig-
nify all forms of “"wnity" with the name of Linited
Front. The history of workers' struggles is stained
again and again with blocs proposed by Stalinists
and reformists which have resulted directly in de-
feat after defeat and in the massacre of warkers
T.;;P; as in China in 1927, Germany 1933, or Chile

The general principles of permissible united
fronts were nevertheless outlined with crystal cla-
rity by Lenin, the early Communist International and
Trotsky, especially in relation to anti-imperialist
Strugeles.

(The Communist International - also called the
Comintern and the Third International - was organi-
sed under Lenin's leadership as the revolutionary
successor of the Second International, In Lenin's
time, the World Congress was held once a year - the
First in 1919, the Second in 1920, the Third in 1921
-and the Fourth in 1922 . despite the civil war and
msecurity of the Soviet Union. Trotsky regarded the
theses of the Comintern's first four i as
Stalin's machine was already in ¢
Cmgrm in 1924 and the 15
initivel g c
wk;;r wkud his eachery
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. ifying this principle in the Icilawlng COMN =
ta;uﬁﬁj ]1:; %hve debates ol the Congresses (Trotsky,
fr;j:-;t Five Years ol the Communist Ir‘.ternatiﬂnaj,

vol. 1, pd4235)

"hpes the Linited Front extend only 1o the I*ﬂrking
masses or does it also include .th“" upp.n”m‘.u“

leaders? The very posing of this guestion i a

product of misunderstanding. If we were able 1o

unite the working masses around our banner or around
pur practical immediate slogans, and skip over
reformist organisations, whether party or Trade

Linion, that would of course be the best thing in the
world. But then the very question of the United

Front would not arise in its present form",

Third, though the United Front is an EE_S-Ef:lﬂal
general Tactic of the communist programme it js
subordinate to the strategy for workers' power. In
any United Front opportunists and centrists who
waver between opportunism and Marxism will argue
that communist criticisms must cease in the [nterest
of "unity in action" round the few sgreed demands,
For revolutionary communists to accept this would be
ta accept that the immediate struggles should take
place within the blinkered limits desired by thosa
forces whoie prograinme has set reformis: limits in
advance to the struggle. This would be nothing less
than to jettison the transitional method of revolu-
tonary communism which refuses all such limits and
fights in all partial and immediate struggles tw
raise the masses to the level af the struggle for
workers' power,

Here is how the Comintern expresses the prin-
ciple of the political and organisational indepen-
dence of the communists in the Front from every
other organisation (Executive Directives en the
United Front, 18 Deec. 1921}

"w.gbsolute independence of every Communist Par-
ty which enters into an agreement with the parties
of the Second and Second and a Half Internation-
als, its complete freedom to put forward its own
views and to criticise the opponents of communism,
While accepting a basis for action, Communists
TIWST retain the unconditional right and the pos-
sibility of expressing their opinion of the policy

of all working class organisations without excep-
tion, not only before and after action has been
taken, but also if necessary, during its course.

In no circumstances ean these rights be
surrendered,"

A nénéhemtemﬁunmmmimdﬂh
eco ongress in July IBZGLEIHLFW"#.
of Theses which were adopted by the Congress and in
whbchdhe addressed the tasks of the Comintern
~fegard 1o bourgecis and pet ' bourgeois parties in
the conjonial countries, II: theses Lenin
touched on faised by the tactic of the an
perialist united front and formulated t
ébsolute independence of the working
COmmunist Parties in the of jo
i bourgeois and petty bos
*mpr?flaliﬁt Oppression, (From
" h C h, Ao

task, namely that of fighting against the bour-
geois democratic trend in their own nation, The
Caomintern should collaborate provisionally with

the revolutionary movement of the colonies and
backward countries and even form an alliance with
it, but it must not amalgamate with it; it must
unconditionally maintain the independence of the
proletarian movement, even jf it s only in an
embryonic stage",

THE BOURGEOISIE OF THE
IMPERIALISED COUNTRIES

In his theses to the Second Congress of the
Comintern Lenin outlined the reason why the hour-
geols nationalists, i they happen to Eet mvolved
in an anti-imperialist united front, have to be as
carefully watched as an enemy {Collected Works, Vol
31 p.242):

"There has been a certain rapprochement between
the bourgecisie aof the exploiting countriss and
that of the colonies, so that very often - perhaps
even in mMost cases - the bourgecisie of the op-
pressed countries, while it does support the na-
tional movement, is in full accord with the
imperialist bourgecisie i.e, joins forces with it
against all revolutionary movements and
revolutionary classes,"

The rapprochement referred to here by Lenin in
1920 has tended to intensify throughout this centyry
as the specific laws of motion of the epoch of
Imperialism unfolded, intensifying national oppres-
sion and national liberation wars. Specifically, in
Semi-Colonial Ireland today the Southern bourgeais-
ie, prostrate to imperialism economically, has no
compelling material interest in opposing imperial-
ism's division of the country. Utoplans such as SFwp
correctly observe the fecklessness of the bour-
geoisie but use idealist notions to wrongly “ex-
plain" it mhmﬂdaﬁﬁwﬁﬁmww
ness to develop, i.e. as an ideological backward-
m.mdutmn;uhtqmﬂﬁu__w

the developing bourge crushed its revolution
of 1798 and ever . - maintained its
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expose socital democratic betrayal of proletarian
interests, so the slogan of the anti-imperialist
urnited front will help to expose the vacillations
of the various bourgecis nationalist groups."

The following principles are outlined by the
Fourth Congress as guidelines for revolutionary
communists in operating the anti-imperialist united
front tactic. In the following terms it emphasises
that communists must use the tactic to bring the
proletariat to the head of the anti-imperialist
struggle (Degrash:

"The objective tasks of the colonial revolution go
beyond the limits of bourgecis demacracy, if only
because a decisive victory of this revolution is
incompatible with the rule of world imperial- ism.
At first, the indigenous bourgeoisie and in-
telligentsia are the champions of the colonial
revolotionary movements, but as the proletarian
and semi-proletarian peasant masses are drawn in,
the bourgeois and bourgeois-agrarian elements
begin to turn away from the movement in proportior
as the social interests of the lower classes come
to the forefront. There is a long struggle ahead
of athe proletariat in the colonies, a struggle
covering an entire historical epoch

against imperialist exploitation and their own
ruling classes who are trying to monopalise and
keep to themselves all the advantages of cultural
and industrial development, while keeping the
broad working masses firmly in their 'pre-histo-
ric' condition. This struggle for influence over
the peasant masses must serve the indigenous pro-
letariat as training for the part of political
leadership™.

Fundamental is that there should be no holding
back of the most revolutionary methods for the sake
of involving the bourgeois nationalists. (Degras

.389):

; "Equally injurious is the attempt to remain aloof
from the struggles for the most urgent and every-
day interests of the working class in the name of
‘national unity’ and ‘civil peace' with bourgeois
democrats. The communist parties of the colonial
and semi-colonial countries
fight for the most radical pos

THE ANTI IMPERIALIST UNITED FRONT
IN TROTSKY'S CHINA WRITINGS

One of the richest sources of Trotsky's
the tactic of the anti-imperialist united front &
his writings on China, Trotsky lays the basis fgr
his views of the tactic by an analysis of the ¢l
nial bourgecisie. His most concise expression of s
this analysis is in his ‘Summary and Perspectives
the Chinese Revolution', June 1928, First, Tm“k“t
rejects the Stalin-Bukharin thesis that impefialisrﬁ?
rr:ech-a}mcalty welds all the classes in China (or an
_:rnperu-_uised country) together from Withnut, thus 4
imparting an “immanent revolutionary spirip® to the
calonial bourgeoisie: ("Third International After
Lenin", p. 172)
"To present matters as if there must inevitably
tiow from the fact of colonial oppression the pa.
volutionary character of the national bourgeaisia
15 o reproduce inside out the fundamental urmr'
of Menshivism, which held that the revolutionary
nature of the Russian bourgescisie must flow from
the oppression of feudalism and the autocracy "
This thesis is elaborated in his "The Chiness
Revolation and the Theses of Comrade Stalin®, the
essence of which is in the following: (Trotsky on
China p.161)
"It is a gross mistake to think that Imperialism
mechanically welds together all the classes of
China from without, This is the position of Kadet,
Tai Chi-Tao but in no wise ours, The revolutionary
struggle against imperialism does not weaken, but
rather strengthens the political differentiation
of the classes. Imperialism is a highly powerful
force in the internal relations of China. The main
source of this force is not the warships in the
waters of the Yangtze Kiang - they are only auxi-
liaries - but the economic and political bond
between foreign capital and the native
bourgesisie".

MONGOLIA -




- tions flows the principle of putting
From t?e,;v ﬁfﬂm the colonial bourgeoisie or jts

po trus nd absolute independence of them for com-
par’liﬁ‘:; f;nd the proletariat:('Third International
I::ltn;: Lenin' - Trotsky, p.168-8)

Ll

wThe sole condition for every agreement with the
pourgeoisie, for each separate, practical and ex-
pedient agreement a;!a.ptf-q to each given case,
consists i not allowing either the organisations
or banners to get |I1iIEE:|, directly or indirectly,
for a single day or a single hour; it consists in
distinguishing betwe_en the Red and the Erlu_e {the
colour of the Kuomintang flag - IWG) and in not
believing for an nstant i the capacity or read-
mess of the bourgeocisie either to lead a genuine
struggle against mmperialism or not to obstruct
the workers and peasants.”

These positions should not lead us to the undial-
griical view that the colonial b«:-urgems:; 5 ot
capable of ever joining the camp of national revol-
ution.lt may be forced to do so by the depth of
anti-imperialist mobilisation in order to attempt 1o
preserve its hold on the masses, in which case cor-
rect tactics rigorously subordinated to the right
strategy - Permanent Revolution - can mean big
palitical gains for revolutionary communism.

"But the bourgeoisie can go over ‘definitely to

the counter-revolutionary camp’', that is, free

itself from the necessity of 'supporting' the
revolution again or at least of flirting with it,
only in the event that its fundamental class asp-
irations are satisfied either by revolutionary
means or in another way, (for instance the

Bismarckian way),

"Can anyore maintain that the revolution of
1925-1927 has at least partly satisfied the basic
interests of Chinese capitalism? Ne. China is to-
day just as far removed from real national unity
and {rom tariff autonomy as it was prior to [925,

Yet, the creation of a unified domestic market and

its protection from cheaper foreign goods is a
life-and-death question for the Chinese bourgeai-
sie, & question second in importance only to that
of maintaining the basis of its class domination
over the proletariat and the peasant poor. But,
for the Japanese and the British bourgeoisie the
Mainlenance of the colonial status of China is
likewise a question of no jess importance than
&Conomic autonomy is for the Chinese bourgeoisie.
That iz why
Zgzags in the policy of the Chinese bourgeoisie.
s Te tell the Chinese communists today that
their alliance with the bourgeoisie from 1924 to
the end qof

=5 00w because the bourgeoisie hai definitely
Eone over to the counter -revolutionary camp, is to
disarm the Chinese COMMUNists once again in face
% e coming objective changes in the situation

the inevitable |eftward zigzags of the Chinese.

iﬁ?”““"““ (Third International After Lenin

NO RESERVED SEAT FOR THE
NATIONAL BOUR GEOQISIE

there will still be not a few Leftward

1927 was correct but that it is worth-
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Chiang’s first coup in Canton on March 20t 926, 1t
was in order to prepare for such an anti-imperialist
united front and for the whole permanent revolytian
Strategy to which he saw it subordinated that
Trotsky fought fiercely within the Executive of the
Comintern for full independence of the Chinese Com-
munist Party from the Kuomintang. Trotsky advanced
as the plattorm Chinese communists should propose
for such a fromt

(i} the transfer of all the land to the peassant poor
tithoint action, civilian and military against the
Northern warlords, for a united China

(i) the eight hour day .

As a resalt of his first coup in Canton in March

1926 Chiang partially established himself a a mil-
itary Bonapartist dictator, In this changed cont=xt
the applicability of the tactic of the anti-imperi-
alist united fromt with the whole KMT was at an end
Trotsky advocated a united front of Chinese COMITIIN -
Ists with the LEFT KMT including its military
sections. This was on the model of the Kerensky-
Menshevik-Bolshevik united front against Kornilov

in 1917.

Trotsky also argued for a rapid expansion of
military units under Communist Party control and a
general arming of workers and peasants. The aim was
to take Chinese workers and peasants a qualitatively
new step forward to power through a mass armed
crushing of Chiang's coup, However, so great was the
mass tidal wave of revolution in China against the
warlords and for national unity that Chiang was
forced to mount an expeditionary war against the
North China warlords three months after his Canton
coup. Chiang's expedition set out in July 1926. In
this context the tactic of the anti-imperialist
united front with the whole KMT became operative

ain,
- Trotsky viewed the armed anti-imperialist
united front as the main form the tactic must take
in these circumstances, His basic position was as
follows - Participate in the military struggle under




such contexts that he argued for the need for the
Communists and an anti-imperialist umited front to
place a set of specific demands on the KMT. Examples
of such demands were;

. For the KMT to enforce a steeply progressive tax
on the rich ta finance and properly eguip the
national liberation war.

2, For the KMT to open the arsenals to the workers
and peasant masses,

3. For the KMT to hand over the big landholdings to
the peasant commnittees to win them to the war.

Such demands were always envisaged by Trotsky and
the Opposition with the rider - 'No holding back for
the KMT to act!' and the demands to be placed
expressed burning needs of the labouring masses and
helped to expose the bourgecis nationalist leaders
as foot- draggers on urgent bourgecis democratic
tasks,

CHINA AND THE UNITED FRONT
JETWEEN 1927 AND 1935

Due to the treacherous insistence by Stalin's
Comintern on subordinating the Chinese Communist
Party to an alliance with the KMT in which the Party
was forbidden to fight independently for its class
progranme of social revolution, Chiang was able to
move openly, in the full light of day, to organise a
reactionary alliance against the working class and
peasant movement, Chiang's second coup in April 1927
involved the massacre of the proletarian vanguard
and established him as a full-blown military Bona-
partist dictator. The stability of Chiang's rule
built on the butchery of the workers and the bloody
suppression of the Chinese Communist Party had to be
radically distinguished, in Trotsky's view, from the
situation of revolutionary upsurge in 1926-27. Tac-
tics had to change accordingly, dictating the need
to build a united front of workers, communists and
peasants (but not te KMT) for key democratic demarnds
initially.

As Trotsky viewed it Chinese workers and peas-
ants would recover from the effects of the repres-
sion and massacres perpetrated by Chiang's dicta-
torship by regrouping around demands against
repression, for freedoms of speec

T 1.
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As such it did not exclude but rather led naturally
to other key revolutionary demands such as the arm-
ing of workers and peasants. As Trotsky saw it the
fight for workers' and peasants' militias would haye
to be linked o the Revolutiomary Constituent
Assembly demand by communists pointing out that an
Constituent Assembly would be totally at the mercy 5
of the bourgecisie if monopoly of the arms remained
in the hands of the bourgeois army. Clearly there
was now no guestion of the involvement, in the unj.
ted front, of the bourgeois nationalist Kuuminlang
Party or leaders who were functioning as a military
bonapartist dictatorship which was reversing all the
gains made by workers and peasants in the 1925.77
period.

CONCLUSION

Notice that Trotsky's handling of the tactie
combines the greatest flexibility in relation to the
moves of the bourgeois nationalists in the changing
course of the class struggle with the greatest
intransigence against any concessions to them that
could inhibit the fight by communists among the
workers and peasants for the strategy of permanent
revolution. It is not the fact of involvement of
bourgeois nationalists in the front that is the
issue for him but the form and manner of their
involvement.

The legacy of Lenin, the Comintern and Trotsky
on the fight against imperialism is thus an uncom-
promising fight for the proletarian revolution at
all times. The use of the AIUF tactic is at all
times subordinated to that strategic goal. In the
vastly changed circumstances of the present period
of imperialist capitalism it is the principles
embodied in their method that Marxists must grasp
in dealing with struggles in which increasingly the
tarch of anti-imperialist struggle is carried by
petty bourgeois movements in the semi-colonies of
world capitalism.

Trotsky lays down the method of decidjig
the nature of the colonial bourgeoisie in terms of
the dynamics of the class struggle nationally and
worldwide: (Trotsky on China, p.172)

"The question of the nature of the policy of the
bourgeaisie is settled by the entire internal
class structure of the nation waging the revolu-
tionary struggle; by the historical epoch in M
that struggle develops; by the degree of econemicy
political and military dependence of the national
bourgeoisie on world imperialism as a whole of 3
particular section of it; and finally, and this 5
most important, by the degree of class activity.

_ the native proletariat and by the state of IS
connections with the. international revolutionay




Thus for the anti-Lnionists, natiora)
gty and independence frem Britain are the path to
ending their oppression, _

In the South, however, the continuing aspar-
ation for national unity in all classes sustaing g
merely rhetorical opposition to the ?‘Jn;rrt_hern State,
exprossed mainly by the dt-mm:anr Populist bourgeais
party. the economicully dependent Southern Bsouiar -
geisie has no compelling material interest res-
plving the incomplete national revolution whirch
yroduced its "Free Stale" and Republic, [ess still
sn they risk a solution by mass action fram below
which would mobilise the socially dominant working
class, That any such upsurge must be contatned by
the Green DOUrgeolsie 15 made cledar in their Fe e -
ted assaults on revolutionary natwnalists and in
their rhetorical manoeuvres to defuse papuiar e
niment when eplsodically roused by events sych as
the assault on the Civil Righis FRvVement, the Bloody
Sunday massacre and Thatcher's murder of the hunper
strikers. For revolutionary socialists the key
tactics with regard to all concreate manitestations
of imperialism must be those which unite and mahyl -
ise the majority of the working class against poli-
tical repression North and South and against the
British Army In the North, so as to entify imper-
talism in the consciousness of not only the Northern
but also the Southern workers as the enemy that
exploits them economically but for that very reason
has divided their class, POISORINE it with sec-
tarianism and doubly oppressing one section of it,

In other workds, socialists must put to the fore all
the independent class methods of the Warkers United
Front,

The specific tactical method of the AIUF js
additionally a necessity imposed in specific periods
when the petty bourgeois revolutionary nationalists
Capture the leadership of active mass revolt against
Partition such as it has done continugusly in the
North since 1971, The continued ability of that
political tradition to capture the leadership of the
anti-Uruonist working class in the North is not
because it represents any socially dominant mass of
peity bourgeois or peasantry for whom national unity
and independence would solve major social needs. |ms
Foots are mast concentrated in the anti-Unionist
Petty bourgeoisie in the rural areas and urban
Bhettoes of the North. In the latter it s the wor-
king class that dominates, with its employed mostly
wganised in trade unions, In such conditions the
Revolutionary Nationalist republicans can dominate
te upsurges of the anti-Unionist working class only
because there does not exist and has not existed
“nee Connolly any labour movement leadership prep-
oed to mobilise warkers against imperialism,. The
ma:'[“r”: rﬂ”:f ard the trade union bureaucracy expres:

- Telormist commitment to the bourgeois order
L‘;’f*“” which they bargain with capital) by expli-

¥ accepting the frameworks of the Southern Par-
The surface appear-
Slon of the tr.m whion tﬂﬂ? b l’.h‘.-' -
Orange poee. 258 Which subordinates it to the

fEeQisie I the North, the Green

*Hrgsisie in the South,

P

Thus in periods such as
PERUN by the 196972
""ﬁrkefs .

S the Gy 0T 08

he 1515 and republicans. That

tar mt}l : ' of m
1r“!l. w“’:ﬂ“}f,

openly challenge the perspectives, strategy and
methods of the Republicans and argue for the revol-
utionary Marxist programme as the basis for rallying
a conscious proletarian vanguard and creating the
nucleus of the Trotskyist party,

In the South where, despite the continuous war
in the North, the working class was consciously
roused only partially and epsodically, the fight
for independent united fronts in action of workers
against repression and in solidarity with the Nor-
thern Mi i

mobilising workers (along with petty i
tions). It was thus necessry to

&mﬁﬁmwﬁmm&w




WHAT ILW.G. FOUGHT FOR

In issue after issue of Class Struggle the WG
speit out the evidence of how the “"unity" entailed
in the alliances belween socialists and Republicans
in that period was an organisational umity In
campaigns which made NATIONALIST propaganda
and mobilised public protests, Thus the socialists
within them never sought to mobilise the power of
independent proletarian action nor won the democra-
tic right to argue for the revalutionary working
class programme before the masses within the cam-
paigns, In all cases, two, the conspiratorial armed
struggle by the Provisionals continued completely
without relation to the various "mass campaigns”.
Not only was the armed struggle carried on indepen-
dently but even its most counterproductive features
- especially the bombing campaign since 1972 - were
systematically excluded from discussion in all cam-
paign conferences. So too was the gquestion of those
campaigns ever attempting to physically delend
themnse|ves,

The record ol McAliskey at the 1978 Coalisland Pol-
kical Stmatus and of the PD lafis helping to
construct such nationalist fronts and specifically
McAliskey in ruling out from the chair the right to
make criticisms was documented in Class Struggle.

IWG, as against this, argued that United Fronts are
agreements between different parties having
different programmes but in which:
“"Each organisation (i) retains intact its entire
programme; (i) retains its right to put it forward;
(i) retains the right to criticise other arganis-
ations n the United Front agreement, in general for
their anti-working class perspectives, their incor-
rect tactics, their ideological backwardness or
their failure to carry out properly the United Front
Agreement.

"Therefore in the United Front each organisa-
tion guards its full independence while at the same
time the widest possible unity can be achieved for

While bitterly attacking the IWG's fight for the
United Front of Republicans, workers and S0Cia.
lists, the Republican movement coined eVer new
phrases 1o latch into the keenly felt neaqd for mags
unily, "Broad Front™ was the most used term, b &
the last months of the H-Black CHMPAIZN the Proyi.
sionals and McA liskey put forward the slogan fm-;
"United Nationalist Front® - an accurate nama
all the procession of fronis and attempted frongs in
the past & years, for all were nothing more than
nationalist in the programme and perspectives which
defined them, How revolutionary socialists should
have related to them cannot be answersd without g
correct understanding of united fromt tactics,

In practice, wherever those campaigns called
genuine action IWG sspported it, When they mobilised
masses i protests the IWG argued with its leaflers
for the kind of action we believed could build 3
proletarian anti-imperialist fight that could gD on
to real victories and w argue as the perspective
tor that struggle the fight for an all-Ireland
Warkers Republic,

Concretely, two, IWG fought for the independem
building of the Trade Union Campaign against
Repression, fully agreeing that TUCAR should win i
principled unity of action with the RACs and fepith-
hcans, In the wake of the 1978 Coalisland Confer-
ence the issue of United Front alliances was sharply
debated in TUCAR between PD, LWR, SWM and IWG &
subsequently in articles published in the Class
Struggle and the far left press,

Three years and a half later the record of the
National H-Block Campaign and the role of the same
Centrists in it have underlined both how little they
have learned and how central is a correct under-
standing of united front tactics, not least in
dealing with illusions in bourgeois nationalists
such as the NP, SDLP and Fianna Fail. It was pre-
cisely to preserve its umbilical cord to the bour-
geois nationalists that the Republican dominated
campaign rejected the fight for independent working
class political strike action. Even while failing
utterly to "win over™ ANY substantial section of
bourgeois nationalist forces it preferred to expli-
citly "reserve a seat" for these enemies within its
eadership. Only the fight for the proletarian ori-
entation and the democratic forms (without restric-
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How does the LWR go on to "explam®™ its ab.

i ; had exploited every Opags dvanta J 1
tion? What are the "reasons™ WR Mg £8: B Q”‘: : ¥ propaganda a :‘f miage 'If‘hr'
i me]' nd nationalist organisations exise i - o g T s chvely slivist GoE of
wgrionalism and n 3 S mlitary tactict Sver M years.
a|rnrand wo-day ONLY because of the reachery of ¥
i ITE

he leadership of the labour movement which refy-
:'1.1 to lead the working class against imperialism,
?r;er!‘ is, as yet, no Marxist organisation with a

mass following aunpng Ih::.w:urkil'_lb; l:de-‘_t.. a COngi- rtvmu[tf‘:n;h[*.unﬂ'l?ﬂm:tlc‘af ‘S'Chf.l?-'. ok F_he 1'."' R the
for the creation of the anti-imperialist -:’.Tte? withold the AL slogan unti] the
o TLI i 'Process' of history has created a ready made self-
:fm:ija; ‘t+|;”pus.sibiu? T e Eﬁ_f}:mauslly pruietlarian component for .-iur_l.. .*.!run::
of the working class breaking from jts _ N1t Emerges’ they then place themselyss at the
3.:-ct|oft5[ leadership and fighting with the reye]. head .ﬂf It within the AIUF as the Appropriage
;if;r:;n:} republicans for a withdrawal of British ::_‘:f::?”;fJii‘:_‘:;ih[p as if by magic in an abstract
troops and an all-freland Constituent _ﬁﬁaemb!y, E 2 : r
but such a movement does nol yet exist,” T, three years after laying down their sheolas-
mdut the main condition for an anti-imperia.- li preconditions for raising the AIUF slogan, the
list united front is the organisation of a polit- - %R pirouettad and eftectively proclaimed that they
ically independent, revolutionary movement in the 'ere already building it! For, in the interval bet-
working class. ... Yet not anly the tndependence, deen the hunger strikes LWR's Healy was reported as
but the relative weight, of the working class ollows by the paper of his fraternal Broup in
forces is decisive for the participation of dritain at their Londaon meeting of 28 Feb |9%0-
revolutionaries in a united front, or even in a "Healy said the LWR's intervention in the Hon-
temporary, tactical bloc. As Trotsky wrote in ger strike manifestations was conducted "ss a
rzfation to governmental blocs and the Chinese disciplined section of rhel FEE[C!'_ and was
revalution, 'A bloc depends on the relationship of based on the political gains made in preparing the
forces; if 1 am the stronger | can use it to my World Conference”. .. (Dec. '80 - I%G.) He laid
purposes; if 1 am the weaker | become a tool’.- great stress on the method of the IFi{lC}'s Theses,
{Leon Trotsky on China. p557)." -LWR in ¥R &8 pl7. an application of which was the "fight for the

anti-imperialist united front shoulder to shoulder
with the revolutionary nationalists of the
Republican movement™,

“"Comrade Healy described how the LWR ‘organ-
ised with the revolutionary Republicans, what the
Pabloites said could not be done, We were able 10
Bet strike action and to arganise against all
wings of the trade union bureaucracy, stalinist
and social democratic'. The LWR opposed those who
made appeals to the liberal wing of the national

bourgeoisie." (Socialist Newsletter, No. 14,

In examining this position of the LWR (which
opportunism led them to utterly contradict during
the H Block Hunger Strikes) it is important in ad-
vance to note that the quotation from Trotsky on
"olocs™ is cynically misused to appear as a general
warning about blocs in which revolutionaries might
be the smaller force. Seen in context it is clear
Trotsky was in no way implying that because revolu-
tionaries might be weaker that they would thus be
'used’ in any 'bloc' with more poweriul forces. He
was speaking about war-time alliances between

: i i 21/3/81)
states. To say or imply that the fight for the uni-
ted front slogan should wait until the revolution- e F ..
aries can place themselves at the head of a prole- The reality of LWR's part in the H-Block Cam-
tarian force with “relative weight" in the proposed paign was recorded in detail in C5 8/9 where we
alliance would be. to contradict the whole revolu- showed that they played an important stif-
Uanary Marxist understanding of united front 15 the potentia ependent
tactics and in many cases to discard the tactic : ed workers, co it wit 1

wermanently in advance.

But if there were already a “large section of
the working class breaking with its reformist leade
ership" engaged in the anti-imperialist struggle as
2 "molitically independent revolutionary movement",
en the slogan for the AIUF would no longer be af
tarian POrtance. Why? Precisely because such prole-
tiéian forces would already have been won away from

Decause of the treachery of the eade
laboyr movement which refused ﬁh%.
“lass against imperialism®.

Lacking the fighing weapan of &
ﬁ frong @actic the j_g'gn Was s ;1.
AT perspectives which
weth e the labour burea
el 51 pebib
"l'ntern:rsnmﬂ
ot
® .
il LEracy



CONCLLUSBION
Such Centrists, to call them by their namne,

precisely because their abstractions disarm them end in

opportunist tailing of the struggle and [lictional-

ise reality 1o fit i with their schemas. "Revol-
utionaries' who fetishise the tenets of their prog-
ramme into signposts with which they will plant
themselves at the junctions of history waiting for
the 'revolutionary process' to bring the masses 1o
them, deny the wvery essence of revolutionary coimmiu-
nist propaganda, Tnat is, to constantly argue before
the most conscious workers for all the major slogans
of the programme, warning them and preparing them in
advance for leadership by arming them with a per-
spective which shows how the tactical slogans and
immediate demands arising to-day open up a road ol
struggle for waorking class dictatorship and the
ending of capitalism and imperialism.

P.D.- COALITION WITH THE
PETTY BOURGEOISIE

Peoples Democracy (section of the USFI) is
distinguished by ts belie! that Permanent Revolu-
tion in lreland is effected by alliances at all
points with petty bourgeois and bourgeois national-
isti. Through such albances the 'lrish People’,
they claim, will be mobilised, For them any orien-
tation to the working class must therefore be rele-
gated in so lar as working class mobilisation would
threaten alliance with non-working class forces.

Their perspectives pamphlet for the H-Block
struggle "Prisoners ol Partition” 5 thus deliberate
in its omission of any reference to the working
class, On this basis there s no question, for PD,
of making it a condition of any action-alliance with
Republicans that they preserve full freedom to argue
the independent proletarian programme. Instead a
“united front" with Republicans must be a common
propaganda bloc on the agreed objectives, For Trot-
skyists that is liquidation of the revolutionary
Marxist programme which understands and explains al
aspects of the fight against imperialism not from a
petty bourgeois traditional nationalist perspective
but from the viewpoint of the international and
independent proletarian struggle for a workers

PD uses the language of "Permanent Revolution",
not to mean a conscious proletarian strategy but, to
mean an objective "process” that will lead of its
own momentum through a struggle led by the nation-

ml . I..I- Inm" 'm e o
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tormation did not correspond with that of the B

ern colonies, the PD glibly use the slogan of

P become bourgeois leaderships of movemen
an "anti-imperialist" content, justifying alliances
with them as distinct from forcing demands on then;
in struggle,
the strictures of the early Comintern. Even
they manifestly fail to force the bourgecis natign.

AIUF and re-interpret lrish society to liken j o
those colonies. Thus Fianna Fail, the SDLP ang e

<

s vt

In this however PD do not
I:‘MI e

P R R ]

alists mto struggle they still reserve a place for

them organisationally and politically by
the fight for independent working class
which would

rejecting o
Fﬂﬂb.j'ﬂﬂm" . [
irighten away the bourgeois forces,

That was the whole meaning of the H-Block

ference decisions supported by PD at the peak of
mass anger after Bobby Sands' murder (analysed in oy
8/9). Trotsky in "India Faced with lmperialist War®
(Writings 1939-40) sums up the disaster of such
papular -frontism:

“The Indian bourgeoisie, as has already been sta-
ted, wants a peaceful horse trade and not a
struggle. Coalition with the bourgeoisie leads to
the proletariat's abnegating the revolutionary
struggle against imperialism. The policy of coal-
ition implies marking time on one spot, temporiz-
ing, cherishing false hopes, engaging in hollow
manoeuvres and intrigues. As a result o fhis pol-
ey disillusionment inevitably set in among the
warking masses, while the peasants turn their
backs on the proletariat and fall into apathy. The
German revolution, the Austrian revolution, the
Chinese revolution and the Spanish revolution have
all perished as a result of the policy of coali-
tion. The same danger also menaces the Indian
revolution where the Stalinists, under the guise
of "People's Front" are putting across a policy of
subordinating the proletariat to the bourgeoisie.”

In 1978 in C5 No. 3, IWG pointed out how sueh

hollow manoeuvring in the method of the then MSR/PD
group; analysing the position put by PD's M.Farrell
to the Coalisland Political Status Conference:

"Farrell revealed the 'method' behind much of the
left's practice. According to Farrell, "reformist
organisations” (meaning the SDLP and IIP) should not

be frightened by the prospects of co-operating with
revolutionary and other groups - they could gain
by uniting on limited demands, because they might

achieve

ve those demands, Here Farrell has completely
oyed the whole principle of the United Front as



5.W.M~ NO NEED FOR PROGRAMME !

The politics of S¥M derive from the British skp
Mfich ransciously r'::-:it:‘-!"'[l‘d_ the whole ]‘:‘g.a{'}" o

whis kyism, the sarly Comintern and Lenin, i e |y
1.—nr:m;tlﬂ:' for a scientific pragramme and strategy as
Tuh; ﬁi&:’a for intervention in all areas of the class

Mr.u gle. Such wholesale rejection has led 1o 3
H.id.-'irr[f."“ adaptation to all existing strugple,

O i b programmatically in that way and faced

with growing repression in the South the SWWM not

only entered mto bul initiated alliances of far

lnft, Republican and independent activists such as

the Trade Union Campaign Agamnst Repression - but on

a minimal democratic programme, opposing the call

for strike action, rq_nlluﬁl."lﬁ even the call for a

Trade Union Inguiry i_ﬁtﬂ rEFrESSJx:'I_T.I = P of

bourgeois state “Public nguiry®. bk Hoad

blindly foltow the hand-rail of opportunist Boupes -

tion SWM was happy to have TUCAR uncritically join

the Republican-dominated platforms of the Relative

Action Committee movement. A4S analysed in ¢S Mo,

"TUCAR has simply opted for alliance with the RACS
on conditions that do not permit TUCAR members to
argue, debate and criticise the counterproductive
military tactics ol the bombing CaAmMpaign or tne
non-working class politics of the Proves. In effect
TUCAR s tailing the petitbourgeois nationalists and
their perspectives. ... To get around this Opportu-
msn SWM argued ... that TIUCAR was a "non-political”
organisation with very linited demands and perspec-
tives for wade unionists and therefore, joint

action and unity «ith anyane was a good thing for
the struggle",

WM supported the founding resolution of the
H-Black Commitiee in 1979 and had a member in lts
fational leadership, After the defeat of the Cam-
Paign SWi's K.Allen attacked the dishonesty of the
lumanitarian stance of that Campaign and its failure
W orent to the working class (Bultetin 1), There
% a0 explanation why SWM opposed the IWG's fight
for the elements of a clear working class programme
% an alternative to the solely nationalist basis on
which Allen now tells us it was builts
"..the campaign cannot be re-built on a solely
Mationalist basis, It must make a direct appeal to
e class interests of workers, «the struggle is

3ganst 'the extreme end of a system that oppresses
us o m

The same bulletin in another article concludes
N "what is needed"s
‘e Would say as revalutionaries that the
lor socialists and anti-imperialists in the |
Should be he organisation of the largest
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A SECTARIAN STAND POINT

The IWG's record 15 therefore one of prin-
cipled independent class palitics. Howevaer by ka-
lating out particular slogans fram our averall fighs
and clear|y mjsunﬂermandmg the peneral taciical
method of the AIUF from an ultra-left position and
1S specific application in the present war in
Ireland, certain "trotskyists' see fit 1o [abel the
IS in much the same way & do pro-imperialist
"socialists' thus:

"Despite some correct criticisns of the nation-
alists and H Block movement, the [%3 fails to
Carry out the Leninist policy of working class
independence and instead serves as the very crit-
ical left aing of the nationalist FRov e it ",
{'Socialist Voice', New York, argan of the League
for a Revolutisnary Party no. 14 p.&)

The LRP claims that “the %G attempts to pressure
the H Block campaign to orisnt towards the WOrking
class”, and that "the IWG lends iself as advisors

to the nationalists on the need to incarporate the
working class". As evidence the LRP plucks a sent-
ence from an IWG leaflet claiming that the Rritish
can be defeated “if the National H-Block Armagh
Campaign as a matter of urgency sets about the tazk
of giving a clear and bold leadership to the

struggle to bring out in action the overwhelming
mass of Irish workers in support of Political

dtatus”, But that argument by IWG was made as part
of a criticism of the Campaign leadership to the
thousands of mebilised workers who wers Yincorpor-
ated" already by their illusions in @ National Cam-
paign which suppressed the call for ' workers' action
- in such circumstances the raising aMOng WOorkers ol
demands on the republican Front for an all-lreland
indefinite General Strike call is a tactic that
threatens not to aid them to incorporate the workers
but one which if taken up would have shattered the
collaborationist alliance with the petty represen-
tatives of capital. Crudely isolated as a single .
sentence, the formulation quoted by LRP from IWG's
leaflet appears one-sidedly to suggest the need for
new methods of str without smashing the exis-
ting class colfaborator leadership, Nothing could be

further from the actual and openly argued
parw ctives of the IWG.




another rotten bloc

falls

vl period

capitalism and Stalinism poses Ior revolutionary

imperialist

Viarxists the nmeed to re-elaborate the communist

(Trotskyist) programme to address the cancrete tasks

class angd simultaneasusly
for principled unity to build
ust International. The lack of
precisely this perspective among the major inter-
r-u_-:.-'-'|._'|. currents calling them

of the international working
on that basis to fight

d ey ._‘;.l'.i.:'lil..:ir VOOl

selves Trotskyist has

time and again they have fallen foul of

the political upheavals and crises that
T

meant that
have put

thetr programmes and methods to the severest test and
proved them bankrupt.

Thus the wrong characterisatior
of the Nicaraguan revolution in 1979 and the resul-
ting liquidation of the fight there for a Trotskyist
Party resulted in a world split in the United Secre-
tariat of the Fourth International.By the end of 1920
a new world bloc had been thrown together in OpposS-
ition to the USFI| but on an unprincipled basis, It
styled itself the “"Fourth International (Internatio-
nal Committee)' or FIIC: Already its leaders have
reaped the inevitable harvest of opportunist alli-
ances carried through at the expense of the pressing
historic need for genuine revalutionary regroupment.

In Movember and December [98]. the FlIC defin-
iively split, It lived for less than one vear. The
FIIC was a bloc between Nahuel Moreno's "Bolshevik
Faction" (based in Latin America) and Pierre Lam-
bert's “"Organising Committee for the Reconstruction
of the Fourth INternational® (CCRFI, based on the
French OCI group). Having barely a year
before proclaimed itself to be the "ar-
gest international grouping of Trotsky-
ISTs™ it has now disintegrated into its
component parts, an outcome mat difficuls
o loresee.

In Class Struggle No. 7 (June '80)
the WG pointed to the record of oppor-
tunism and adaptation to social democracy
by Moreno and the OCI respectively and
argued that the Parity Commission (later
styling itself the FIC) had "no eatmen
programme that can be tactically applied
in a revolutionary situation”., We warned
that their method was "to concentrate on
the areas af agreement between the ten-
dencies rather than resolving the diff-
erences” and that the new alliance would
be “one more stumbling block on he road
o rebuilding a revolutionary in ‘
tional. The method of ;nmg. "
had more in common mhﬁ\g
"political musical chairs” of pos:
degenerate rhie

qpart :

14 JUIN : NOUVELLE DEF

WR s Fourth Internationg|
(International Committeg)

Mareno's record was one of adaptation g the
peity bourgeois nationalism and 1o the

Bonapartist

Iorces of

Ligures ol Latin America hoisted o
the saddle of power by them. The OCRFI leaders wearg
sarfectly well aware of this. In December 1976
Lambert's theoretical journal La Verite wrote of
Moreno's "adaptation to Peronism™ "To criticise the
N.Moreno is an indispensable task. 11 hasg
pushed to great lengths a series of profound devia-
T

tons Ifroin 1

policy of

rotskyism." Lambert on the other hand,
has systematically adapted to dxCial-Democracy for
iny years. The election of a Social Democrat as
‘resident of France and the installation of a
wcial-democrat dominated povernment of a coalition
~ith bourgeois representatives has not brought about
iny change in the policy of
-ommuniste Internationaliste.
In the summer of 1981 Moreno suddenly "discow-
ered" that on the guestion of the Mitterand Govern-
nent "We have differences of 180 degrees. (Corr, Int,
Vo. 1% p.10) Moreno has claimed that he wrote to
Lambert on July |3th describing the French section's
orientation toward the Mitterand Government as one ol
"critical support” for a Popular Front: "The leader-
ship of the OCl{u} does not dare to put a name
palicy, but it accords uncritical and almost total

support 1o a popular front government” (p.l11).

Lambert's Organisation

0 Its

A reading of the OCHu)'s paper “Informations
Quvrieres” from May to September 98] reveals
this is a justified criticism. But nothing in the
OCs past record could lesad one 1o expect any other
response. Since serious programmatic differences had
not been discussed openly before the FIIC was faunded
it was unhikely that Lambert would do so afper

that

AITE DE TOUS LES PARTIS BOURGEO!
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radicals in Mitterand’s slectors) pact. sugpe.ts




toeian® had been achieved. Doubtless Moreno, a sea-
E”S'é factionalist, knew this very well. When pn
e mber 22nd 1981 he submitted a long article atr.
SepE e e OCH's position on Mitverand for publica.
3"'*"1{"1 "wCorrespondance Internationale” it was a
oy rutin of war. Bvents theseafiir took ou a
:j:r;iiar ring to those who have s_:.xpertmr:ed or stud-
ied the splits and fusions of the “Fourth
nternational” since 1953, .
The OCI stalled on the question of the publica-
n of Mareno's article, On October l4th, using the
[m;._-:t of a letter fram Moreno to the Central Com.
,.E}r.iwe of the Spanish section of the FIIC, OC] leader
Stephane Just claimed there had been a breach of
demacratic centralism and that no discussion was
possible so long as Maoreno charac:ensgd the OCI as
mrevisionist”. Despite Moreno's declarations of per-
sonal admiration for Lambert, "the most ta]ente_d
Trotskyist leader | have met throughout my palitical
pyistence” and of loyalty to the FIIC, "t_he greatest
acquisition of the Trotsikyist movement since 1938
Just and Lambert had no intenion of tolerating any
discussion of the OCI's policies in France,

ALICE N WONDERLAND TROTSKYISM

On October 24th at a National Conference of
Cadres of the OCHu) Lambert pointed to a "provoca-
uon” against the French organisation mounted by the
fascists, the French Stalinists and the LR (French
section of the LISFI of Ernest Mandel). Moreover he
‘revealed” the involvement of ex-Morencite members of
the OTHu) i it, On the basis of this crude amalgam
Lambert expelled the leading Morenoite supporters
from his organisation in France. On 29th October at a
neeting of the International Executive Committee
Lambert refused to recognise the vating rights of a
representative of Moreno's PST. He announced a ban on
public sales of Correspondance Internationale Neo. 13
- the issue which contained Moreno's article and a
turther article in which Romera {a Morenocite) criti-
cised as wrong and as schematism the OCI's interpre-
tation of the FIIC theses on the “anti-imperialist
uited front" - the theses ot which LWR in Ireland
Claimed 1o base its H-Block intervention,

Moreao's request for 1,000 copies of it to sell
and for the right to open in France an office of his
Party {(Argentine OST), ostensibly 1o work with
Argentinian exiles, was summarily refused, At the
“ine time Napuri, leadsr of the Lambertist POMR in
Peru, who had condemned the expulsion of the
members of the OCKu) was ousted from his of
S0, supposedly on a question, raised at this
iter three vears in wh

Lambery
o the FHC for N

The results of this whole
have satisfied Lambert and Jus
failed to “Build the Party of H0,006" in the previpus
year - indeed having lowered their sights to the
"Party of 8,000" the sphit in the FIIC has obviously
decided them to go for broke. Whilst their membership
(official and inflated) figures show a drop from
3,300 10 4,600 in the last year they have (3th Dec)
"proclaimed the Party". The OCHu) will henceforth
assume the “historic" (late 1940s) name Parti Commu-
niste Internationaliste (PR, The FIIC has also had
a lacelift. Ar a meeting on 21-23rd Dec. the ex-OCRFI
rump declared itself the "Fourth International
(International Centre of Reconstruction)",

Thus Lambert has gained nothing except two new
and milated 'names'. Moreno has probably strength-
ened his Venezuelan section and Aow has a small group
(some 70 members) in France.

Operation can hardly
L. Having miserably

All this has occurred at a time when the LISF| is
facing deep internal disorder. Their U5, Socialist
Workers Party is moving ever closer to Castroism -
even discussing a "new international® to include the
FSLN of Nicaragua, the New Jewel Movement of Grenada
and Castro himself! The Healyite "International Com-
mittee" has become a spokesperson for Gadaffi and
Khomeini. The tiny International Spartacist Tendency
has come out as propagandists for the Kremlin on
Alghanistan and Poland. The effects of this debacle
among an Irish "trotskyist™ Left (PD, LWR, S®M) that
already refuses serious polemic and debate towards
revolutionary regroupment will be a deepening cynic-
ism and sectarian hostility 1o addressing the lessons
of faihm;mduppﬂrtunismafmlm?hmtrhe
emphasis on "practical activity” on the local
national terrain as a cover-up,

Thmmﬂhnwﬁtpmm
their lack of an adequate international programme and
democratic centralist International. F

of the




EL SALVADOR -

The fact that the Catholic Church dominates
the only solidarity with El Salvador in lreland
speaks valumes about the abject state of the left
here. I{ anything the same Catholic Church is among
the chief world defenders of the whole system that
is attempting to crush the Salvadorean masses -
capitalist imperialism. The blood-soaked president
Duarte, puppet of the USA, is himseif from the
Christian Democratic movement which everywhere,
from Fine Gael to the ltalian Christian DPemocrats,
leans heavily on the Church as an ideological sup-
port in attacking and repressing all opponents of
imperialist capitalism. The reactionary Pope has
even backed the sham "elections" of Duarte and
Reagan,

Despite the good intentions of individual
members of the Salvador SUpport Committee its pac-
ifism is only an obstacle to the political task of
clarifying to Irish workers and youth the real
source of the terrible repression in El Salvador -
30,000 murders by the state forces in two years -
that is, the need of imperialistic capitalism and
its native collaborators in El Salvador to defend
their system of private property, exploitation and
profits.

The civil war at present raging in El Salva-
dor is part of a growing and general insurgency
against imperialism and its puppet regimes in Cen-
tral America as a whole. This mass insurgency has
already led to the toppling of US imperialism's
most trusted puppet in the region, General Somoza
of Nicaragua, an event that is fundamental in und-
erstanding why the US is determined to crush the
Salvadorean rebellion and go on to isoclate, weaken
and snatch back the gains of Nicaragua's workers
and peasants.

LESSONS OF NICARAGUA

The fact that the Nicaraguan working class
rose in armed insurrection and forced the revaiy.
ion forward to the extent of smashing up Somoza'y
bodies of armed men, the Army and National Guard,
leaves Nicaraguan private property, native and
foreign, in a very percarious position. With 0% of
the Nicaraguan economy still in private ownership
that private property now depends for its ultimate
defence on FSLN arms to protect it from the
of Nicaragua's workers and peasants; but the FSLN
is finding it impossible to peacefully balance
between the class needs of the masses on the one
hand and the demands of the bourgecisie and imper.
ialism on the other. It faces the choice of being
forced to expropriate all capitalist property or of
retreating before imperialism. The FSLN's class
ties to the bourgeoisie are evident in its recent
attacks on workers' right to strike and in severe
jail sentences meted out to large numbers of its
critics on the left and with only token action ag-
ainst its bourgeois opponents and most importantly
in its refusal at the behest of world imperialism
to give arms to the Salvadorean insurgents or send
forces,

EL SALVADOR'S NEIGHBOURS

Nevertheless the heroic fight of the Nicarag-
uan workers, peasants and guerilla forces and its
success in toppling Somoza has boosted the oppres-
sed masses in the other neighbouring Central Amer-
lcan states that surround E| Salvador. In Guatemala
and Honduras the class struggle has so intensified
that its right-wing military government |s forced
to vie with that of El| Salvador in repression,
assassination and brutal torture,

Miners at May Day celebrations, Managua 1981,

Although the working class

Strikes now under attack from FSLN,
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pular Front road block!

[he smportance of this area for the LS

il i i A dganda peartrays “the battle far Central America® as
canomy, the rr-:ﬂi'm‘f *"'“'-‘”_““'"':‘h‘-‘ -9 COMDnes a light against "international communis ", Nothing
;ru.'."l Guatemala to Panama and the :Irat?gm proxim- could be further from the truth. The Stalinist
ay to the US of SN St _Lerl;rdj T bureaucracies of the USSR, Cuba etc. are counter.
;nﬂ Mexico (a growing source o _-::uIJ Make nh a high revolutionary on a waorld scale. The international
pigrity for the Amevican ruling class o force balance of forces at exceptional umes compels them
E:?-f. whole area back into subjection to its imper - o support anti-imperialist struggles but resver
|Iul cantrol and its profit lusts. They .':t.re making a with the purpose of helping a revolutionary prole-
stand in El Salvador. Defeating the insurgents in tartan overthrow of capitalism. The Cuban Stalin-
the Salvadorean civil war is for them 8 first vital ists refuse to come to the aid of the Salvadorean

step in encircling Nicaragua *-lr'il.ll'l the aim of stah- masses, under the treacherous pretence that the

ilising or defeating the revolutionary movement best gid

they can give would be not to be seen
iy giving any 50 as not to give Reagan the “eyriieat
g step up US invalvemsnt. The COunter

ary role of stalinism thus makes it eve

In the context of Imperialism's offensive

~revolution-
against the degenerate Workers States, centrally
ARAINS

n more
the USSR and locally Cuba, Reagan's Cold War prop- possible for Reagan to win a military victory,
R ;
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Castro - keeping his head down

THE CLASS STRUGGLE AND THE
SALVADOREAN CIVIL WAR

El Salvador is a country one quarter the size
of Ireland with the same population. It is a pre-
dominantly agricultural country and 5 doomed to
remain so unless its workers, supported by its
peasantry seize power, expropriate the bourgeoisie
and extend their revolution nternationally. The
reason this is so is because the Salvadorean bour-
geoisie - like the colonial and semi colonial
bourgecisie the world over in the epoch of imper-
lalism - is unable to lead an independent and
genuine industrialisation of the nation.

In the post war period increasing investment
in industry - largely foreign investment led by the
US - has brought a growth of weakly implanted ind-
ustries similar to the pattern in Ireland. And as
In “our" ecanomy massive inducements had to be
offered 1o get the foreign metropolitan capitalists
to do the “industrialising” which the native bour-
Eeoisie was incapable of. Through this development
the manufacturing sector came to represent 20% of
GNP in the mid seventies. However the number of
workers in manufacturing only grew by a tiny 2,500

between 1961 and 1971, The number of

have less than 2 hectares each and farm 4 tota] g
3.7% of the land! Coffee, Cotton and Sugar ape the
mam products of Salvadorean agriculture and the
overwhelming majority of the best land for stich
production is owned by the "fourtesn families»
enormously rich and powerful oligarchy,

In addition the rural banking sector i Con-
trolled by the agrarian capitalists. This e ans
that the small farmers are starved of vital credir,
Between 1961 and (975 export oriented capitalisg
tarms got 90% of all credit; whereas the entire
sector of small farms of one hectare or less got
Ik, THis means that a chronic cycle of unending
debt 1s superimposed on chronic land hunger for the
majority of Salvadorean small farmers.

Such conditions lead inevitably to mounting
unrest on the part of El Salvador's small holders,
rural and landless poor and agricultural proletar-
lat, an unrest boosted by Nicaraguan events. zad w
which the ruling class reacted by removing the
president General Romero in October 1979, The US-
supported 'libersl' military regime which replaced
Romero promised reforms in two phases. The firs
was supposed to hit at "the 14 families" by nation-
alising and distributing their estates - though

with generous compensation. Phase 2 would have hit
at the 5,000 medium sized coffes tarmers, Without
these reforms 60% of E| Salvador's rural poor would
remain landless, The reforming elements in the
Junta which outed General Romero were soon elimin-
ated and the victors within the Junta opted for
civil war - encouraged by Reagan's coming to power
in the LS,

That the focus of resistance to the Junta was
captured by petty bourgeois guerilla forces rei-
lects the absence of any elements of a praletarian
revolutionary leadership with a programme capable
of addressing the burning needs of the masses, But
by reason of its position in production the Salva-
dorean working class, objectively, has the power to
become the leading force in the Civil War and rev-
olution. Their recent history in mass occupations
of coffee mils in 1978, agrarian workers' occupa-
tions of coffee plantations in 1979 and industrial
workers' role in political strikes in 1980 and '8
attest to the ability of this working class to play
that leading role. But the condition for success in
such an outcome is the forging of a revaolutionary
proletarian leadership politically defined above
ill else by the conscious strategy of Permanent
evolution. That is, the tasks of bourgeois demo-
cratic revolution in El Salvador (real national

an
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nta with massive military hard-
LIS Npplﬁi”:?ﬂjgumncgpmr gunships. They dis-
Ware mcagﬂ marines 10 advise on counter msurgency
1ched « and to "stiffen the backbone" of E|
r_en;‘mé‘ffs army. In addition there was the
salvada fiow of US aid and loans absorbed as
g_-c.nnnueuﬁ__' trving to put down the insurgent mas-
;”tm{iﬂ:;r's real, if imlicit, policy was to pour
SE5 Larch military and financial aid as was
in as "":JV to defend capitalism in E| Salvador.
AECessd ‘who shamelessly admits that deleating
Reagaﬂ,m.. comes before human rights, has merely
.-:error:ia policy explicit to win the civil war,
made r'lhllr doing this the U5 wants to avoid such
m:ﬁ Jas its direct mtervention n the Dominican
et blic (in 1965} The US ruling class knows that
Hapuw:_m in 1981 is significantly different. It
t.h?ws that imperialism is racked by the return of
L:: boom-stump cycle and that the US as policeman
;} world imperialism has been dealt a chain of )
serious blows In Yietnam, lran and Nicaragua. It is
'this which explains why the US has set up an
lsraeli trained force of shock troops based on the
Honduran and Guatemalan armies, cuban IE:HUHIE_r rev-
glutignaries and the thousands of Somoza's National

"Guard whom the F5LN allowed 1o escape from Nicara-

gua 1o keep sweet with world bourgeois upinlun. In
sddition the Guatemalan and Honduran armies have
been carying out joINl MANOEUVIES Of Irh_e Salvado-
rean borders aimed at harassing and killing guer-
ilas and refugees and have started a process of
ardering sections of their roops to flght ai_or;g-
sde Duarte's army which is likely to intensify as
the civil war grows fiercer. This is not o say

that Reagan will not intervene directly if necess-
ary. It & precisely because the LS ruling class
feels - in the aftermath of its defeat in Iran -
that it cannot rely completely on other counter-
revolutionary forces either in Central Amencq or
n the Middle East that it has positioned sections
of its new Rapid Deployment Force in both theatres.

Safvadorean soldier at worh.

THE SALVADOREAN LIBERATION FRONT
- A BOURGEDIS POPULAR FRONT

~ The rebellion against Duarte is lead and org-
anised by the Farabundo Marti National Liberation
F_rum (FMLN) and jis palitical wing, the Revaluy-
lionary Democratic Front (FOR) which were formed in
Spring 1980, The FMLN s an armed guerillaist pap-
ular front. The FDR is civilian popular front

with aspirations to being the whole of or part of a
;umre provisional Government replacing the Duarte
unta,

The forces under the FMLN
between 5,000 and 20,000 armed guerillas, These are
backed up by a lightly armed civilian militia for
which the MFLN claim a ligure as large as 200,000,
It is against the plans of imperialism and the
Junta outlined above that the FMLN's strategy must
be weighed,

The organisations br
fronts include the

are estimated ap

ought together in these
big majority of El Salvador's
Trade Unions and peasant associateions and the main
Social Democratic and Stalinist parties as well as
student associations. Crucially they also include

the small shopkeeper organisations, the National
Federation of Small and Middle Businessmen and the
Democratic Military Youth, the latter being a het-

erogenous group of young 'reforming’ officers ran-

bourgeois interests concretely dominate the

perspectives of the movement through the agedcy of
these latter ' is forces

The FMLN/FDR Front is not a form of United
Front as understood by revolutionary COmMuUNIsTs,
m:ammm&mmma-
tionist Popular Front used historically to dnuﬁ:q
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parties such as the MNR (Revolutionary National-
ist Movement), the advanced sectors of the Chri-
stian Democracy, worthy and honest army officers,
who are willing to serve the interests of the
people, persons or segments who are in favour of
broad democracy for the popular masses, indepen-
dent development and popular freedom"
(Translation from 'Latin America' No. 2),

COMMUNIST PARTY COLLABORATORS

The counter-revolutionary role of Stalinism inter-
nationally finds expression within the FMLN/FDR
itself in the Salvadorean "Communist Party" which
joined the guerilla war under pressure, lts whaole
perspective of restoring bourgeois "democracy" has
already made it in part responsible for the very
existence of the Duarte regime. In 1972 the CP
supported the present dictator, Christian Democrat,
Duarte for President. In 1977 they supported Col.
Ernesto Claramount and CD-er Antonio Maorales Erl-
ich, now a member of the Junta. On Zlst Oct 1979, 6
days after the US-inspired coup against Gen.
Romero, CP leader declared “we support the Junta
because we believe it is going to comply with its
promises and open the possibility of democratizing
the country", That leader, Castelianos, was murd-
ered by the Junta in March '80, Still maintaining
their illusions in the “patriotic progressive cur-

rent of young army officers" who had backed the
Junta initially, the CP was forced by mass pressure
to join the CRM on Il Jan 1980. At the heart of the
liberation movement such a party can only be an
instrument of treachery to the Salvadorean toiling
masses

REVOLUTION BY “STAGES®
And only a month Delore the January 1Yl call Ior a

general strike and insurrection the FMLN visiting
delegate to the Cuban Communist Party's Second
Congress, Cayetano Carpio, underlined the classical
popular frontist nature of the FMLN in both its
composition and political objectives:

"We are striving to achieve a democratic and re-

volutionary Government which will provide broad

o progress, peace and justice for all. It
will be founded on the masses and on all patrio-
tic and dempcratic forces of the population org-
Front." (Intercontinental Press - 1P 2/2/81)
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"According to the Socialists and Stalinists, i.e
the Mensheviks of the first and second s~
tances, the Spanish revoelution was called upon
m[.ve only its 'democratic' tasks, for which a
united front with the 'democratic' bourgeoisie
was indispensable. From this point of view any
and all attempts of the proletariat to go bevond
the limits of bourgeois democracy are not only
premaiure but fatal. ...

"The Bolshevik point of view, clearly ex-
pressed only by the young section of the Fourth
International, takes the theory of permanent
revolution as its starting point, namely, that
even purely democratic problems, like the liqui=
dation of semi-feudal land onwnership, cannot be
solved without the conquest of power by the pro-
letariat; but this in turn places the socialist
revolution on the agenda. .. The demand not to
transgress the bounds of bourgeois democracy
signifies in practice not a defence of democratic
revolution but a repudiation of it. Only through
an overturn in agrarian relations could the pea-
santry, the great mass of the population, have
been transformed into a powerful bulwark against
fascism, But the landowners are intimately bound
up with the commercial, industrial and banking
bourgeoisie, and the bourgeois intelligentsia
that depends on them, The party of the proletar-
iat was thus faced with a choice of going with
the peasant masses or with the liberal bourgeoi-
sie, There could only be one reason to include
the peasantry and the liberal bourgeoisie in the
same coalition at the same time: to help the
bourgeoisie deceive the peasantry and thus isol-
ate the workers. The agrarian revolution could
have been accomplished only AGAINST the bour-
geoisie, and therefore only through measures of
the dictatorship of the proletariat. There is no
third, intermediate regime". ('Lessons of Spain’
in Pathfinder edition of 'The Spanish Revolution'
by Trotsky, p.307)

Salvadorean guerillas
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was eXiE context of guerilla war waged over
FAMLN. In fhal'é masses the FMLN called oup General
the mads. flf nE: perspective of pre*parir?g the masses
Strikes WH ly and militarily for the insurrec-
pisationally ral Strilkes in those
prga k posed by Gene _
tionary Tfsuf civil war as the only alternative to
Candlnar} the strike action. _
geeat 9 is how the USFI's Intercontinental Press
e : ¥
:ﬂ the action of June |980;
b7 day General Strike shut down more than W%
A 'H;EEU}"}: commerce, transportation and
i nment offices in El Salvador, Ju_nr.- 24/25,
ngrmn 12 hours after this resounding repud-
LS rr the LS backed miljtar','-ctwha_n Junta,
am.ndgrean armed forces responded with a bloody
S?II;;-: on & working class fmlghbc_:urhoﬂd and Tthr
sarjnnai university campus in El Salvador ... The
me mobilised thousands of troops and put _
:Eﬁllcs and armoured vehicles in the streets during
r:e strike. Truckloads of armed men in civlian
clothes from the right_ wing paramilitary group :
ORDEN were highly visible., There were few arme
clashes however, tince the -'.:R.'alﬂ convincing ly .
showed its discipline and organisation by keeping
its supporters off the main thoroughfares and
. al confrontations”,
thus preventing unequ

(P 7/7/80)

30 we see that the Popular Front guerilla methods
result in having to keep off the streets the Scores
of thousands who had Struck against the Junta and
thus disperse their collective class power in thc
very instant that they had played with mobilising
it

What was posed by the massive response to the
General Strike need to extend it
ndefinitely, to build the broadest workers and
Peasants strike committees and to arm them, to thus
W the genera) strike onto the road of mass armed
dorection centred on warkers, Given the leader-
. no such fight occurred. And in

the absence of such 4 fight the Junta leaders were

able 1 hiy hac with impunity the day after the

trike endeq py launching helicopter and ground

B5aults on the densely populated workers districts

of San 5a ador, |y hammered home the peint in the

Yy Ealluw:ng by rounding up, detaining and in

mdm;ﬂ:iﬂf:uitriﬂg the best worker mi :
MY 10 occupy seaports,

;’:::','" 3 power plants, The end |

ey ) Strike s phat the FMLN had
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rehenrsal, nat 5 5irike”, The PUrpose
* call according 1q Handal was "o
big ¥orking class residential

present gop August |3, Iy
FMLN Buerillas wouyjq "ry to take

. Bive training in lirst aid,
the fabrication of arms, in the cleaning ang hand.-.

iing_ of weapans and jr potecting the aged from
erial atrack "

FMLN amang the working class jn

! " Preparation for an
insurrection the

. N would el I It5 own good
tUme and in a similar high handed manner,

kerg Strategic needs Werg 15 he subordinated 1
the FMLN' tactica) military Peripectives, If 4
Mass armed MSurrectian were o seriously prep-
ared among F| Salvadorean Warkers, the General
Strike wouyld have 10 be byl by a proletarian
leadership and developed into 'Nass struggle with
Duarte's Iroope aimed g¢ proveking them o migti-
Y, w0 hand oyer arms, to set Up soldiers* COmmit -
tees and open the arsenals to the workers, Instead
the conductors of the "pre Insurrectional rehears|”
of August |3/14 eriminally squandered the two
mightiest weapons of the proletariat, the Genera)
Strike and Armed Insurrection for the sake of the
Buerilla tactics gof the FMLN,

This leadership
proletariat as 3 big
aside in the ho

ough to have real ne‘gntiaticfm started
with the FDR. The call for general strikes by high
commands not accountable to the mrkg class s and
the timing of ‘insurrections’ to act as bargaining
Counters with imperialism can only break the back
of El Salvador's revalution.

THE JAN. 1981 CALL TO INSURRECTION
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that the big mass of El Saly-

call of




Here we fhind the USF| answering u: ;Teq:;:.:d- e e
tional terms their own importa - ¢ dtbey St

. ~3]l for a peneral strike did not ador [Socialist Republic Yol o 3) C. 'l-"u':\i
tions of why the ca B makes na mention of permanent revelution, fml; 5,

gel A massive response - “problems in contdina-

tion®, combined with the lame apology of underest-

N e “:‘ dr’-“'r ::imm_lt?a;n »:EL‘“F;J-“”“”"F- Strike was a lailed call o insurrection, simply

af the offensive “was nol carri e o

allaboration with the mass organisations” - all o< Mg - ,

;ruawm that Intercontimental Press regards as IE’; ff:zrjjl ;;tlnmjﬂsz fj;b.i?erti-: él;l:l:.uary
L I hts or mstakes by an

e public service employees, in spite of the jeve

attempt any political characterisation of the
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Peauadies Democrany !Jl“]f!]“}' reflect the
FMLN/FBR and, ignoring that the January G ol |

rienced but basically healthy leadership. . B :
:inu?hpixents are rather tee nevitabie oubcome af a OI: Vl@flﬁﬂ-f-‘)ﬂlt I-_dhﬂu}’: .:galrlréi tm:ml‘. |
frontist strategy which subordinates work- 'i':"“—' ameoe. agress Wilh idshop Casey, hesd of theli

pﬁpulﬂr ot . s Cathelic "third werld' charity machine, in the

ers’ class Interests to the dictates of guerilla
military tactics. Far from leading to closer "col-
laboration with the mass organisations” the January
debacle has swivelled the FMLN even more to focus
on guerilla action in the countryside,

meralistic appeal that LS support for the Junta
should be “reason emough for the Irish Government
to break aff diplomatic relations with the US", |
And I this was not enough confusicn to it inte |
hall a page the article ends by peddling illusions

in bourgeos condemnations of US support for the i

PEQPLES DEMDURACY USFI O8N EL SALVADOR Junta: "The Fianna Fal Goverrenent could make yp
for this by condemning US support for the Jumza™
The "Lnited Secretariai of the Fourth Inier- But action such as a break in diplomatic rel
national" (USFD) to which the Peoples Demacracy atwns which the bishop {(brielly) called for, could
affiliated in Nov, 1981 after years of disagreen- only be the result of forcing the Irish bourgecisie
ent, has failed during two years of civil war in El w: direct mass solidarity action by workers and
jalvador 1o putl forward a Trotskyist strategy of yiuth. And the reason iv not hard to find in a
permaneni revolution for that struggle. This 5 not ruling class that is prostrate before US capital to
to be wondered at. Such a programme is alter all a entice it on whatever terms to 'industrialise’ the
strategy to arm Trotskyists in the fight to win the country, a task the native bourgeoisie itself can-
best workers and peasants to the bujlding of a not carry out in the epoch of imperialism. This
Revolutionary Trotskyist Party as the only instru- fact escapes the centrisis of the PR in their tai-
ment adequate to lead themn through the civil war to ling of Fianna Fail with respect to El Salvador no
what & the only class victory for the toilers - a3 fess than in relation to the recent H-Block cam-
Salvadorean socialist revolution. The USF1 have paign. In an agreed motion from Fine Gael lining w
turned their back on that task in El Salador just with the France-Mexico call for negotiations in E|
as they repuchated it in MNicaragua, in Vietnam, in Salvador and an end to "outside interference” the
Algeria and in Yugoslavia. They have done so be- Southern Parliament on 9th Dec. released the
cause for them, a8 for the centrist Lominadze Ypressure” ol Bishop Tasey's steam with the same
attacked by Trotsky in his writings on China: kind of empty rhetoric that allowed them ride out
"The permanent character of the revolution be- the H-Block hunger strikes. So much for PD's
comes a law placing itself above history, indep- Hlusions!

endent of the policy of the leadership and of the

material development of rewolutionary ewents"

(New Park, 1959, p.125)
Dominated by that 'fatalistic optimism' which EL SALVADOR AND THE LWR
Trotsky attributed to the centrist POUM in the - IRISH SECTION OF FI-IC
wmwmm,umnmmm#m a
will be pushed by the irresistable ﬂﬁ# The League for a Workers Republic, section &
permanent revolution as objective 55 10 the "Fourth International - International Commit-
unconsciously become its agents. Re m&*mhﬂmmkhmEldeﬁurmWMS
task of building a Revolutionary T : nm No. 83 (sprin e
follows from this premi y ! frm LAR's artﬂ:h, is any disc

That is why : ' o X

from the USFI's
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% rn:l'ﬂ'--:: rjl.:unur\' nationalists in the H-Block
hie* reyalu ! .
I.. amalan in lrelaned. . L
{Camy ER jjves what appears on th
: Ijrh‘ul.ltmn of the military relations that
s Em‘- between revolutionary Trotskyists in
in "
o Sivado ~ivil war and the petly bourgeoals
e Salvadorean cl

FMLN rhus:

wirface to be 5

nThe Trotskyist organisation in El \'u.lt'ﬁ:dnr, .I!w

psT, fights alongside the military front of t'w.

FULN, but does not for a moment accept g™ ey
g democratic government' position of the FDR

(p.28)

Such a formulation, while offering r""fl assurance of
open political battle against .thrs- FDR's ;:f:mnq_.n,
still separates off the FMLN '!r.::_rn =h.E-rDﬂ in a way
that disguises the fact that the FMLN is 'tht‘_FlﬂL‘rfl-
tical duplicate of the FDR, the one in the military
sphere, the other in the held of diplomacy, Just
a n lreland, they are two inseparable sides of
the coin of revolutionary naticnalism which subor-
dinates the class interests of the proletariat to
the solution of the national bourgeocis democratic
question and thus 10 & “labour must wait" perspec-
tive which subordinates the key tasks of the pro-
letariat to a “"stages" idea of first "national"
freedom and only afterwards social and economic
fmancipation for the toilers, As Iran, Nicaragua
and Zimbabwe have shown (despite the claims of
CENtrists and reformists) have shown such a
"stages" strategy s an escape route for petiy-
bourgecis forces to reach a deal with world imp-
Sridlst capitalism, as is made clear by the atr-
ks on workers' rights and the jailing of strikers
i:‘;:vfﬂ;ﬂ':mmtﬁ n those countries, Such is the re-
UM. r:n labour must 'f-l':'l.l.t”. Fm{,‘xel to understand
0 e strapen g 53" 10 liquidating the fight

: Ategy of permanent revolution,
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WINg mternaticnal Co-ardinati
Ec_:t.;ul’;:munh_-r—:f:mlrgenry Forces
Southern F| Salvador and
and the Pacifi- Ocean,
FMLN with the
of food ;

their ane real stron old, : .
aim of the 51;{}rt:lil:dgiarlhT;::Ji;;dr::rnl:::-ire?ﬁ g
forced massy SYacuations af r.‘iu]l;n'. nu-: m_#un
altempted by Duarte ang Reagan in the ra :ﬂg

It Cannot be ruled out, of r_uur'ae. 'I:hetgtm.
attritional policy of holding out in the;r rr-mu:ﬂ
stronghalds by the FMLN, especially if combi g:n
with growing interngtional solidarity a{"I!Tan 'J:
stop ald from the Lsa might so pmlnr;g thel civil
war as A disintegrate Duarte's army and so ﬂ;if:.l 1
economic life that Duarte's capitalist backers g

might force him to the negotiating table with the
FOR. Such a rotten [

ador's workers,
same super-exploitation and

|n. of Centrg) Mitier] -
Altnied 49 trapping pie
trongholds trom

from Hmduru. Cuate Thisdg

oppression as before.

The alternative outcome would be the stabilisation
of Duarte's regime of repression through the out-
right defeat of the FMLN/FDR

Both outcomes would mean s massive setback for
the social revolution against imperialistic capit-
alism that 5 now ripe in Central America. Victory
for the revolution, on the other hand, will neces-
sitate a radically new strategy in the civil war
and a proletarian leadership, created in the heat
of struggle, to fight for it, None of the leading
forces among the insurgent masses can offer a way
torward. Even the most class conscious elements, as
long as they look for leadership to the stalinist
pro-Kremlin or social democratic parties and trade
union bureaucrats within the popular front, cannot
guarantee to preyent the betrayal of the revolution
nto the hands of the openly bourgeois forces who
even il they




Workers Councils

2 I order to unite the masses N Carrying
.aIJ aspects of the struggle for the class Jl'lt‘-"l".?.ﬁfbh
of workers and peasants and n order to ensure The
most democratic mass control of the struggle, _rw.-.-
olutionaries must fight for the building of 'vllor-.'ern
and Peasants Councils {soviets), Fight to maxe sueh
saviets the leading organs of struggle on a prog-
ramme of United Front action against Duarte angd
Imperialism but not holding back in any way the
fight to immediately and directly implement the
social demands of the masses even where that means
expropriating 'democratic’ sections aof the
bourgeaisie,

IMPLEMENT SOCIALIST MEASURES

3. Fight to raise in the struggle and w nake
as its objectives all the social demands of te
workers, urban and rural, the oppressed smailihol-
ders and the poor. Revolutionaries must fight for
the armed front and the soviets to not mereily pro-
claim but implement directly the more pressing
measures of socialist revolution. Concretely this
means, in the liberated areas, the expropriation of
provisions, manufactured articles and stockpiles

and their transier to the poor; the expropriation
{under workers' control directly or over the exis-
ting managers) of all plants and their conversion

1o mest the needs aof the civil war;

the redivision of shelter and housing in the inte-
rests of tailers and the [families of fighters; the
inventory and expropriation of big and middle far-
mers: in the nterests of smaliholders and the
landless poaor,

Military tactics must be subordinated to the
perspective  of social revolution. Trotskyists must
argue for the mobilisation of the wurban working
masss in strike and insurrection as a strategy 1o
which rural guerilla war must be subordinated, And
in  the countryside, expropriation and distribution
of land is crucial in propaganda directed at  winn-
ing over Duarte's soldiers and in undermining the
material hold of the rural fascist ORDEN,

out

NO TO JUNTA ELECTIONS!

Zimbabwe. For, a wvictory can only be del;
against Duarte through the armed mobilisation s
economic action of the toiling masses fgr wmﬁ-_
Constituent Assembly could be nothing jass lh:'n a
step to the solution of their social needs ang mt
the gverthrow of the capitalist social order,

In the event of a military victor .
: ; ¥ *
Duarte with the Popular Frontists n ﬂﬂg!:t:q
that revolutionries should have won the sﬁﬂh
force the FMLN/FDR into immediately supporting &
convening by the mass organisations of uni:rn £ te
free  elections 0 a Revelutionary orsal

Constit __
f'ﬂbl'_‘r and to .‘ierIILlI,-';r|E|3|_|5|_}- 1,‘]:"?_L“ ot ;—l'm: :fﬂt-

made the essential concrete revolutl
that Assembly, It would be dlEﬂSTFOﬁ:&li-: t::ﬂtx "1
of victery, as in Nicaragua, to allow the Pm
Front to defer free elections, until after the
militias had been incorporated under a mw
regime protecting private property, ;
6.To break wup the treachercus Popular Front which:
poses itself as the embryo of a future ﬂemcm
government revolutionaries must win the masses ta
demand that all parties and organisations of worke
ers and peasants break from the representatives ﬂg{- !
the bourgeoisie and enter on the road of strum;
for @ Workers and Peasants Government. Such a Go
erament  would be argued for as one excluding all
bD!.IT'gE‘Oi.S parties, committed to defending all the
gains of the masses, arming ndependent militias of
the workers and peasants and disarming and dism
tling the bourgeoisie and their state apparatus,
Such a Government would be transitional o
dictatorship of the proletariat.

fRevelutionaries do not see the actual realis—
ation of the Assembly or Workers GCovernment
necessary steps in the revolution. Such demands,
however, give to the masses' aspirations for their
owr parliament and Government an unequivocal
lutionary content which can only be fought for
the strategy of general strike and Insurrection led
by independent militias of the workers &
peasants; thus can the masses be broken from
bourgeoisie concretely in action,

i In order to deny victory to imperialism
this struggle so crucial to the fm"- d 'i.w .
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