THATCHER'S “VICTORY” IN the
Malvinas holds not a shred of bene-
fit for the working class - British or
Argentine. Indeed, for the British
working class it is an unqualified
and shameful defeat.

The Argentine workers have made,
and may yet make, important gains
from their military oppressors’ inadvert-
ant war with British imperialism. Galtieri's
involvement in war has allowed the
Argentine workers’ movement a period
of semi-legality, the ability to publish
papers, demonstrate and mobilise for
the discovery of the fate of the thous-
ands of political prisoners who have
“disappeared”. Argentina’s struggle, ob-
jectively a justified national struggle
sgeinst British imperialism, will have
weskened the pro-imperialist forces in
Argentira

those who sought to hand over Argen+
tina’s industries and resources to foreign
mvsmtment have suffered a major blow.
Though they wanted to redouble the
superexploitation of Argentina’s urban
snd rurs! workers for the benefit of the
Beitish, US and European banks, they
hawe seen their links with their masters
put under severe strain, though, of
course, not severed.

The possibilities for the overthrow
of the junta, for an end to military rule,
are better, not worse as the resutt of an
open clash with Britain.

lh Britain the results of “victory’’’
for the working class are a hundred
times worse. Its results are a simultan-
eous strengthening of the ruling class
and a weakening of the working class.
Like all the most serious defeats, the
working class suffers, this was self-
inflicted. To be more precise, it was
inflicted by disastrous leadership by

WORKERS IN THE Health Ser-
vice and on the railways are prepar-
ed to do battle with the Tories
over pay and jobs. A whole host

of unions are formally committed
to ‘“Days of Action’” and even
strike action against Tebbit’s law.
What is at stake is whether the hat-
red felt by thousands of workers
for this government can be welded
into a general struggle to defeat its
pay-policy and its anti-union laws.

Despite its special conference
and much-publicised cheque-
swapping, the TUC has given no
lead. It is terrified of a showdown
with the Tories that could get out
of its control. It is terrified of a
trial of strength that would threat-
en its funds and security. So it
offers up the pitiful spectacle of

lacal ““Dave nf Action’’ of leaflet

willing or unknowing agents of the class
enemy. In terms that some may claim
are overworked and old-fashioned, but
which remain none the less true, the
British working class was BETRAYED
by its leaders.

Thatcher and her hard line faction
within the Tory party, within the mili-
tary hierarchy and within the ruling
class in general have won a triple vic-
tory. They have won a victory over the
“moderate’ Carrington wing of
Thatcher’s own party. They have defeat-
ed the Labour Party and the labour
movement. They have even scored a
victory over their ‘“closest allies’’, the
US and Common Market leaders.

By a judicious alternation of fake
negotiations and military escalation,
Thatcher had the initiative at every
stage. and made her rivals dance to

effect by purging the Carringtonites -
2 job in which she was helped immeas-
urably by the purblind Labour front
bench, who thought that their orgy of
chauvinism in the first Commons deb-
ate would allow them to outfiank and
even oust Thatcher.

Having gained the support of “the
House and the Country” nem con for
the sendifg of the Task Force, the
Tory “wets"”, the Labour Party and the
SDP/Liberal alliance were all tied to
the wheels of her war chariot.

Internationally, Thatcher used Brit-
ain’s key position as go-between bet-
ween the European and North Ameri-
can impeérialist blocs. in a fickle anti-
American inclined EEC, America’s
“staunchest ally’’ could, in the last
analysis, call the shots against a US
semi-colony. Reagan, Haig and Jean
Kirkpatrick doubtless ground their

" This feeble reply by the official lab-

our movement to the Tory on-
slaught| must make Tebbit feel con-
fident| that he can press home his
attack.

Tebbit's law will outlaw all sol-
idarity action. Blacking will be ill-
egal. It outlaws union action ag-
ainst the use of non-union labour.
It bans political strikes and all in-
dustrial action in pursuit of inter-
national solidarity. This law, tog
ether with Prior’s Emplyment Act,
constitute a legal noose around the
neck of effective trade unionism.
It shows that this government is a
determined, class conscious enemy
of the working class and its right
to organise. Only decisive action on
the part of our class can stop this
government’s assault.
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Thatcher’s victory-
workers’ defeat

INSIDE: IRAN/IRAQ
HEALTH STRIKE

RESPONSES
TO THE WAR

Crack thugs trained by the British Army embark on the QE2. They were to be in the final attack on Porto Argentina /Port Stanley

teeth as their plans to utilize Argen-
tina as a Trojan horse for counter-
revolution in Central America were put
in jeopardy by their European “ally".
They may have quaked in their boots
at the prospect of setting all their care-
fully installed and expensively nurtured
juntas against them by openly aiding
the British attack. But in the end,
Thatcher simply had to say ““No" to
their US-sponsored compromises and
call in Reagan to make good his sup-
port for Security Council Resolution

Strike against Tebbit’

picket line, is a challenge to Tebbit,
and the Tories know that. Mass
pickets and industrial stoppages
aren’t simply the best means to
back the health workers - they're
the means of building the forces to
smash Tebbit now!

Arthur Secargill has declared of
action by NUM membesr in solid-
arity with health workers:“If we
rea in violation of the Tory govern-
ment’s legislation then so be it ."”
Fine words. Miners and health wor-
kers must hold him to them. The
NUM machinery should be used to
build up the campaign for strike
action in every pit. Scargill must
turn his words into action, action
that is consciously aimed at helping
the health workers, and defeating
Tebbit.

It is vital to organise rank and

R T BREE & e i m R SR S

502 which demanded an Argentine
withdrawal. "

Thus Thatcher and the ‘‘Big Def-
ence’’ spending lobby in the Tory
Party, the Army and Navy chiefs _and
their backers, have achieved a powerful
and, for the moment, dominant posit-
ion within the ruling class. Thatcher
will now seek to gain from her victory
the fruits of considerably increased
defence spending, and a new hard-line
trouble-shooter role for Britain through-
out the semi-colonial world. Thatcher

This means forming delegate action
committees representing the organ-
ised workers in every area. It is

these committees that should coor- .

dinate solidarity action with the

health and railworkers. They should -
ensure that militants from the health..

and rail speak-in every plant. They
should organise factory and shop
meetings to explain and organise
against Tebbit’s law.

Of course every union must be
committed to non-recognition of'
the laws and ‘non-compliance with
any court that tries to implement
them. But the workers’ movement
cannot defeat Tebbit with resolu-
tions. We must demand that the
TUC immediately breaks of all neg:
otiations and discussions with this
hateful anti-working class govern-
ment. Murray and Co should leave
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law!

wants her big navy to police the imper-
ialised world. 4
Thatcher has been able to unleash a
wave of chauvinist venom of a crudity
that would have been laughed at the in
‘60s or ‘70s. In this she was aided by
the reptile press - The Sun, Express
and Mail - and abetted by the more
hypocritical and circumspect Mirror.
Although it may appear tasteless to the

CONTINUED ON PAGE 7p» .

war on the Tory government.
In every strike and on every

. picket line, militants must. bend

their efforts to linking up their

struggle with those of other wor-
kers. The Tories’ attack is aimed
at the whole class. Every striker

“ from every industry will. be ‘affec-
- ted by Tebbit. We must respond by

mobilising the whole of our class to

_smash these anti-uniion laws.

In this war with the Tories, the
working class needs the weapons
that can guarantee it unconditional
viictory over its enemy. Against
Tebbit, against the Tory anti-union
laws, we need a General Strike
until the laws are wiped off the
statute book. Solidarity|stoppages,
mass pickets, must be seen as our
means of launching our counter-
offensive against the Tories and
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THATCHER’'S “WAR DRIVE"” has long
been the subject of left wing literary dis-
cussion. In an area that no-one expected,
and with a country with which the Tories
had formerly been developing friendly re-
lations, that “war drive” suddenly became
an awesome reality.

The events of one weekend were sufficient to
call forth the full fury of British imperialism.
The seizure of the Malvinas by its rightful
owners proved to be an unendurable slap in the
face for both British and world imperialism.
Without hesitation, and with the blessing of the
Labour Movement's traitorous leaders, Thatcher
responded to that slap with an all out war. For
the first time since Suez, a British task force has
joined battle on a scale vaster than anything
seen in Britain's various ‘‘counter-insurgency’’
wars, from Aden to Ireland.

The war in the South Atlantic demands a
clear and unambiguous response from all those on
the left who claim to be revolutionary. The task
now is to go beyond speculation towards an explan-
ation of, and decisive opposition to, the war.

The causes of the present war lie far deeper than
the superficial and immediate factors that precipi-
tated the actual fighting. Marxists recognise that
wars arise out of contradictions and conflicts that
have their roots in the social and economic fabric
of the world order.

The present world order is dominated and regu-
lated by imperialism. We live in the imperialist
epoch. What we mean by this is that developed cap-
italism has gone beyond the stage of consolidating
national economies and the corresponding national
states. It has gone beyond the progressive role that
it played in Europe and America in the nineteenth
century. Having consolidated their national markets
the major powers are driven to search out and dom-
inate new sources of raw materials, new reservoirs of
of cheap labour and new areas to which capital can
be exported in order then to repatriate ever greater
profits. Capitalism’s remorseless logic — to grasp
after and accumulate profits — stands in contra-
diction to the limitations imposed on it by its own
national boundaries. It is forced to reach out be-
yond them. In order to secure its profits as it ex-
pands, imperialist capitalism is also forced to sub-
jugate the nations whose markets, resources and
workers it is exploiting.

In its early phase of development, imperialism
did this by direct conquest and colonial rule. The
Sritish Empire was the classic form of early imp-
erialism. The armies of the British state secured
for the capitalist magnates direct rule over India,
whole chunks of Africa, Asia, a myriad of islands
in every ocean and, of course, the Malvinas.

The convulsions of the twentieth century, two
world wars and countless nationalist uprisings, have
forced imperialism to modify the form of its ex-
ploitation of the imperialised world., but not the
content.

Today, Britain has very few colonies that it
rules directly. West Germany has none. Does this in
any way mean that these countries have ceased to
be imperialist ? Not at all. Britain, Germany and the
other major imperialist powers, e.g. the USA, Japan,
Italy, France and Canada, have maintained’ their
domination by economic means and by incorp-
orating the national bourgeoisies of the imperial-
ised countries into their world system through org-
anisations like the UN and the IMF. The aid given
by imperialism to Mugabe's newly established
Zimbabwe is but the latest example of this process.

TILC. SPLITS OVER WAR

THE WAR IN the South Atlantic threatens
to wreak havoc with the Trotskyist Inter-
national Liason Committee (TILC), which
was formed in December 1979.

Its largest grouping - the Workers Socialist
League - is now the major sponsor of the paper
“Socialist Organiser”’, and has refused to take a pos-
ition in support of Argentina against Britain.

But at least two other sections, the Italian LOR
and theAmerican Revolutionary Workers League
(RWL), have declared their support for Argentina
in its war with British imperialism.

In the May 1982 issue of their paper, the LOR
carried the following statement of position on the
war: “By unmasking the pseudo anti-impreialist
demagogy and rhetoric of the Argentine junta, Trot-
skyists are able to avoid every ambiguity by what-
ever means, and openly affirm unconditional support
to Argentina against England, but naturally from the
point of view of the proletariat” (“Polttica Operaia"’
May 1982. Our translation and emphasis).

The TILC is not meant to be, as yet, a demo-
cratic centralist organisation. It set itself the task of
becoming one “‘within two years” (Declaration of
Intent, April 1980). However, the voting system of
the TILC guarantees a built-in majority for the Brit-
ish WSL over all the other groupings combined! As
a consequence the position of the TILC on That-
cher's imperialist war is defeatist on both sides.

The Left and the Malvinas

COMMUNISM AND THE
TEST OF WAR

It is the contradictions lodged within this imp-
erialist world order that produce wars. Marxists
are clear that the imperialist epoch, in which cap-
italism has completed its historical role and become
entirely reactionary, is an epoch of wars — and of
revolution. From what we have said the reasons
should be clear. The drive by imperialist powers to
dominate the world is carried out as a competitive
race. There is no honour among thieves. They will
happily cut each other’s throats in the drive for
profits.

An early example of imperialism’s ugly visage
was the scramble for Africa in the 1880 and 90'.
The foundations of European and American cap-
italism were laid on the backs of slaves from that
continent. In the late nineteenth century, England,
Germany, Belgium, Holland and Portugal went
further and set about enslaving whole territories
within the continent. This did not only mean
violence against the indigenous peoples. it also
stored up the potential for violence between the
rival imperialist brigands. The events leading up to
the First World War revealed this potential. The
clearest example was the Morocco Crisis of 1911
over control of North West Africa. This pitted
Germany against England and France both of whom
were concerned at Germany's rise to industrial
strength and her ensuing colonial appetites. The
avoidance of a military clash at this time merely
postponed the inevitable conflict. Economic comp-
etition and the drive for plunder lined the imper-
ialist powers up against one another and in 1914
the first major inter-imperialist war broke out.

The working class of Europe paid dearly for that
war in its own blood.

These years of carnage revealed, however, that
war did not depend on the policies of govern-
ments. War could not be prevented by mere
changes of policy. Of course war could be offset
by peaceful policies and attempts at cooperation.
However, this could only have a temporary
effect. So long as imperialism exists then so too
does the drive towards war.

Only twenty one years after the governments of
the disfigured European continent had signed the
Versailles “‘peace’” treaty, the conflict between
German imperialism and rench @l
between two robbers in different political dis-
guises, erupted once again, drawing all the imp-
erialist powers into World War 1.

In the aftermath of that war, the rise to world
dominance of the USA and the strengthening of
the degenerated workers’ state, the USSR, offset
the inter-imperialist rivalries. Under US hegemony,
imperialism presented a united front against the
USSR. This imperialist united front, which aspires
to sustain itself through the eventual reopening of
the workers’ states to imperialist designs, is strate-
gically set on a course for war with the USSR. Yet
this does not mean that the inter-imperialist con-
flicts have disappeared. The strains in the Western
Alliance, the conflicts within the EEC and the
occasional trade wars with Japan, all indicate that
although the rivalries have muted they are still a
feature of the imperialist world order. If a united
imperialism were to be victorious against the Soviet
Union it would only foreshadow new and ever more
violent rivalries over the division and redivision of
its reactionary conquests.

It is hardly suprising that the TILC groupings
outside Britain should adopt a position of support
for Argentina. The majority of groupings on the
international left which claim to be Trotskyist have
also taken stands supporting Argentina in the war.
It is only in Britain where “‘war fever” and anti-
Argentine chauvinism is strongest that many groups
have taken a ‘‘defeatist on both sides’’ position.
But it remains to be seen whether the TILC sec-
tions who have taken a principled position on this
question have either the will or the ability to
counteract the British WSL and the national pres-
sures which have led it to take an opportunist line
on this question.

The founding document of the TILC, “The
Transitional Programme in Today's Class Struggle’
was largely a restatement of’principles . a document
of timeless truisms which provided no basis as a
guide to action for a revolutionary tendency. We
said in a letter to the TILC: *° We think
that there is a real danger in your position
of building an international tendency on the basis
of agreed principles, while differences over (nat-
ional) tactics are either covered over or not seen
as important. Of course this was the method of
the International Committee and the OCRFl,and
in both cases it led to federalism and splits”
(Letter to TILC/WSL July 18th 1980).

Lenin

Imperialism means war. Itscrisis-ridden nature
and its instability mean that wars will break out
sporadically, as has the present war with Argentina.
It also means that such wars signify worse to come.
The present war should serve to remind the com-
placent that the threat of world war, thirty seven
years after the last one, looms once again. This
time humanity’s very existence is at stake.

In conflicts between imperialist powers the
position of revolutionary Marxism was made clear
by Lenin in 1914. He had to fight the majority of
international Social Democracy (the Second Inter-
national) who had stampeded into support for the
imperialist bloodletting in the name of “defence
of the Fatherland’’. Against this position, Lenin
argued for revolutionary defeatism, ““ A revol-
utionary class cannot but wish for the defeat of its
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see that the latter's military reverses must precip-
itate its overthrow. Only a bourgeois who believes
that a war started by governments must necessarily
end as a war between governments, and wants it to
end as such, can regard as ‘ridiculous’ and ‘absurd’
the idea that socialists of ALL belligerent countries
should express their wish that ALL their ‘own’
governments should be defeated. On the contrary,
it is a statement of this kind that would be in
keeping with the innermost thoughts of every class-
conscious worker , and he is in line with our act-
ivities for the conversion of the imperialist war into
a civil war.” (Socialism and War)

For Lenin it was not enough to say that the
workers wanted an end to the war. It was necessary
to add that the workers themselves, through their
opposition to ‘‘their” government in the war, would
bring about peace by revolutionary means, up to
and including civil war.

Every victory for an imperialist power streng-
thens it. It strengthens its ability to oppress its own
working class and the workers of other countries. It

The war against Argentina has sharply high-
lighted this specific inadequacy that lies at the very
heart of the TILC's founding document. As we
have made clear, the WSL's line on the war has
thrown overboard a whole series of positions trad-
itionally held by revolutionary communists - the
attitude to imperialist wars, to settler populations
and self-determination, and to the very nature of
Lenin's theory of imperialism as applied to modern
semi-colonies like Argentina.

To these questions the founding document of
the TILC provides no guide but only anodyne gen-
eralities. Hence it could serve as the basis of formal
unity between disparate tendencies but not as a
guide to action in the sharp test of war.

We are not saying that there will never be opp-
osed positions within an international tendency, or
that an adequate programmatic document will pro-
vide “answers’’ to every eventuality of the inter-
national class struggle. But a difference on such a
question as whether one is for or against the def-
eat of Argentina, reveals deep programmatic differ-
ences - on imperialism and the national question
for example.

A simple choice faces the non-British sections
of the TILC in its first serious test in the inter-
national class struggle. Either they will succeed in
correctly resolving and accounting for the errors of
the TILC in this war, or these errors will be system-
atised and compounded. @

weakens and demoralises the working class. Defeats,
on the other hand, demoralise it, weakening its gov-
ernment at home and abroad. This is to be welcomed
and should be furthered by the workers who should
fight intransigently for their own interests even in
war time.

This does not mean that,.in an imperialist war,
revolutionaries favour a victory of a foreign imp-
erialist. That is to miss the essence of Lenin’s pol-
icy. Trotsky explained what Lenin meant,
““Unscrupulous enemies have tried to interpret this
to mean that Lenin supposedly approved collabor-
ation with foreign imperialism in order to defeat
dongestic reaction. In fact, what he was talking about
about was a parallel struggle by the workers of each
country against their own imperialism, as their
primary and most immediate onuny__jl..mn and
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The slogan, “The Main Enemy is at Home" is
entirely applicable for an inter-imperialist war. It
does not mean that, ‘my enemy’s enemy is my
friend’’, merely that it is not the principal enemy.
It is the principal enemy that has to be fought
and that means organising to defeat it by revol-
utionary means.

At the heart of this position is a complete re-
jection of patriotism in the imperialist countries.
Patriotism implies that there is a national unity, a
common cause of the bosses and the workers. This
is a falsehood. The only thing that the workers of
an imperialist country have in common with their
bosses is geographical proximity. Patriotism, in
these circumstances, precisely means saying that
the bosses, and workers, of another country are
the main enemy. The implications of patriotism
are that, for the course of the war, differences with
one's own bgsses should be set aside. This is why
the ‘social patriots’ in the Labour Party entered co-
alition governments during two world wars — to
unite the nation. The workers' interests were sac-
rificed — Labour bitterly attacked miners who went
went on strike over pay in the Second World War
on the grounds that they were sabotaging the war
effort.

In fact, patriotism means defending British
imperialism’s “right” to exercise political and finan-
cial dominance over other countries. As Lenin
argued, “‘Social chauvinism (i.e. patriotism in the
ranks of the workers’ movement —WP) which is, in
effect, defence of the privileges, the advantages, the
right to plunder and pillage, of one’s ‘own’ (or any)
imperialist bourgeoisie, is the utter betrayal of all
socialist convictions.”’(Socialism and War)

Concretely, a rejection of patriotism and the call
for defeatism in an imperialist country, like Britain,
ina war, would mean no political support at all for
the government waging the war. Communist MP’s
would denounce the war in Parliament, vote against
the government and against granting it a penny for
the defence of imperialism. It would also mean
building warking class action against the war — by
blacking military supplies, calling demonstrations
and strikes against the war, agitation amongst the
troops-against the war and against the privileges and
rights of their officers.

Of course, the cry that rings out when such
slogans are raised is that we are betraying “our
boys’’ who are fighting. The wretched and reformist
“Militant"s stand on the Mﬂy_inas conflict gives this
refrain, a refrain more familiar from the mouths of
Healey and Callaghan, a “Marxist’’ colouration. “Our
boys" become “‘workers in uniform”: “The LPYS
(controlled by Militant - WP) recognises that rank
and file members of the armed forces are ‘workers
in uniform’ ” (Militant 16/4/82).



The logic of this position was made perfectly
clear at a Labour Party meeting in London when a/
supporter of Workers Power moved a resolution
calling on the Parliamentary Labour Party to oppose
any war credits to the government. A Militant
supporter countered this with the pro-imperialist
argument that to vote against credits would leave
the “workers in uniform™ defenceless. Such ela-
borate logic is designed for one purpose alone —
to justify Militant’s refusal to oppose the war.
What they oppose is simply the Tories’ prosecution
of the war. They make their battle cry the call
for a general election, without saying whether or
not a Labour government so elected should imm-
ediately and unconditionally end the fighting” In
Britain we demand a general election and the
coming to power of a Labour government on a
socialist programme as a means of appealing to
Argentine workers.” (Militant 21/5/82)|

Lenin’s stogan “turn the imperialist war into a
civil war”’ is rendered more profound by the
Militant’s cry — turn the imperialist war by Britain
into a vote winning issue for Labour!

It was an easy jump for Militant, therefore, into
the camp of the right wing of the Labour move-
ment. Denouneimy Benn and Hart for their calls for
the withdrawal of the fleet, the Militant praises
the chauvinist stand taken by the National Union
of Seamen “Despite their hatred of Thatcher the
majority of workers have felt a sense of solidarity
and sympathy for ‘our boys’ at war ... The support
for the war and the hatred for Thatcher both came
out, for example, at the annual conference of the
National Union of Seamen where delegates over
whelmingly supported the Task Force, but, at the
same time, gave loud applause to general secretary
Jim Slater when he delivered a stinging rebuke to
Thatcher.” (Militant 28.5.82)

Slater’s anti-Tory demagogy was a handy smoke-
screen for his rabid chauvinism — and the Militant
portray this as a more honourable stance than that
taken by people calling for the withdrawal of the
fleet. Militant may not explicitly support the war.
They have yet to prove themselves to be uncon-
ditionally against it.

Their shameful excuse about defending ““workers

in uniform” is only that — an excuse for chauvinism.

Let’s be clear , the British Army is NOT a con-
script army, is not made up of ‘workers in uniform’.
Of course, young men are recruited from_ the
working class, driven to become professional

killers by a capitalism that can offer them no use-
ful work and would pauperise them if they stayed
on the dole. However, once in the professional army
army, these young workers are inculcated with a
discipline and ideology that is absolutely pro-
imperialist. Their actions are necessarily pro-
imperialist in every war they fight. We are in favour
of agitation to try t0 break them from their ways
of thought. We are for fraternisation to win them
10 the side of the workers. This cannot be done

by concading that the Bntigh Army is simply 2

done by breaking up that army, destabilising it
through trade unionisation of the ranks and the
formation of soldiers’ committees. However, even
with the formation of such bodies, as long as the
political control of the army lies with the capitalist
state, we will always and absolutely oppose the
military use of that army by imperialism. To do
otherwise would be to concede that the imperialist
war can be justified from a working class stand-
point. It cannot.

The “our boys"” argument and the “workers in
uniform’’ argument are, therefore, patriotic de-
ceptions. They can only weaken working class opp-
osition to the war and strengthen its imperialist
prosecutors.

The peoples of the imperialised world have not
been simply passive spectators of the brazen acts of
robbery perpetrated against their countries by the
Great Powers,

Resistance to imperialist domination has been a
major source of war in the twentieth century. As -
Marxists we do not, in any way, equate such wars—
always objectively anti-imperialist when fought
against an imperialist power— with inter-imperialist
conflicts. The war waged between Vietnam and the
USA, or between the forces struggling for a united,
independent Ireland against Britain, are wars waged
against imperialist domination itself.

The present world order of exploitation and
oppression is a product of the plunder of the world
by the institutions of imperialism. Massive profits
are drained from the exploited states by the domin-
ant imperialist states. A chain of military bases and
murderous client dictatorships underwrite this sys-
tem with the threat and reality of armed force. The
working class in the imperialist countries has a
common interest with the peoples of the imperial-
ised world in destroying the imperialist order that
is its exploiter too. Therefore whenever the forces
of the oppressed take up arms against imperialism,
Marxists in the imperialist countries do not simply
declare that “The main enemy is at home''. In the
Vietnamese and Irish wars, for example, they had
to declare that those fighting “‘our class enemy’’ -
the National Liberation Front or the IRA - were in
fact ““our allies””, were waging a struggle against
imperialism which we support. “The main enemy is
at home" - yes, but also ““Our allies are those who
fight them'’!

The ultimate source of all that is reacticnary in
the present world order is the imperialist system
itself. Only its destruction can pave the way to a
new world system founded on the international

solidarity of the working class and oppressed masses.

Only its destruction will destroy the material and
military base of the vicious military dictatorships
that, as a rule, turn the imperialised countries into
prison camps to facilitate imperialist plunder.

Because imperialism is the basis of the present
world order, Marxists therefore have no hesitation
in supporting wars against imperialist powers waged
by oppressed peoples. We place no conditions on
that support. As a rule those struggles are led, at
least in their initial stages, by forces who have no
intention of establishing the world order that revol-
utionary Marxists advocate. Petit bourgeoise nation-
alists, Stalinists and clerical nationalists have all
proved capable of inflicting blows against imperial-
ism without being able to destroy the beast itself.
In such struggles, therefore, revolutionary Marxists
organise to ensure that the working class and peas-
ants - with their own independént organisations and
revolutionary party - fight for leadership in the
struggle against imperialism.

We are not uncritical and passive supporters of
the leaders of anti-imperialist wars. But we say that
the task of overthrowing reactionary leaders in the
camp of the oppressed and exploited is a task of
the oppressed and exploited themselves not of the
armies of imperialism. Therefore we do not fmake
the overthrow of such leaders a condition of owr
full support for the war against imperialism. We
unite with such leaders and fully participate in the
war - but with our own slogans and organisations.
Defeat for imperialism is our prime and driving
objective in an armed clash between the armies of
an imperialist and imperialised state. By playing a
full role in such a struggle the communists can win
the confidence and leadership of all the toilers, and
carry through the struggle to the socialist
revolution.

What is at stake in the war over the Malvinas?
The military government of a dependent semi-colony
has struck out to seize a British colony off the
Latin-American coast. It does so not because it
itself is anti-imperialist, but because the mass of
Argentines historically see the existence of the Brit-
ish colony as an affront to their national rights. The
ailing junta hoped to repair its tattered image and
recoup the initiative at home, which it was losing in
the face of intensifying working class opposition to
its rule. It hoped that its loyal services to Haig and
Reagan would insure it against imperialist attack and
enable it to pose as a victor against imperialism, to
the dependent and imperialised Argentine people.
This is the contorted and contrudictory road that led
an agent of imperialism to strike a blow at imperial-
ism itself.

Reactionary forces being driven into conflict
with imperialism is not a new phenomenon. In Tur-
key in the early 1920s, Kemal Attaturk, the butcher
of the Armenian people, found himself at the head
of a national revolution, and in a bitter proxy con-
flict with British imperialism, then using its Greek
pawn. In China, Chiang Kai Shek, a murderer of
workers and communists, led a nationalist struggle
against the Japanese, a struggle communists were
duty bound to support. The motives of these men
in waging their wars did not matter one jot to
Marxists in answenng the cardingl guestion - “Whose
sice in the war?

nature of the war, no
causes or pretexts of that war, or the political char-
acter of the regimes fighting that war. We do not
think that Chiang Kai Shek was any better than
Galtieri. Both men were (and are) enemies of their
own working class and it was the task of the Chin-
ese working class, sis the task for the Argentine wor-
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Militant’s view that the armed wing of the state is composed
of “workers in uniform” leads them both to accept chauvin-
ism during war-time, and to fail to realise that the armed forces
need to be smashed. As to bringing back the fleet - WORKERS possess the power - by mass demon-
strations and opposition which shake the Tories’ confidence in having “the nation” behind them,

* and by strike action in those industries which supply the armed forces.

king class, to settle accounts with these butchers.
But both men found themselves leading their semi-
colonial countries into wars with imperialist powers -
China in the 1930s, Argentina today.

“Who fired the first shot?  “What were their
motives?’ “Was the war a diversion from domestic
difficulties?”’ These are the questions that preoccupy
the muddleheads and muraiists of the reformist and
the centrist left. They tell us nothing about the
actual nature of the war now being fought. Is it an
act of imperialist aggression by Britain against a non-
imperialist power? Will a defeat for Argentina
strengthen the international working class and
weaken worl/d imperialism and its order, or is the
opposite the case? These are the real questions to
be confronted. Regardless of Galtierl s motives, we
are clear that a victory for Argentina in this war
would weaken imperialism. That is decisive. It
enables us to say without hesitation that on Argen-
tina's side, this is @ just war. Zinoviev, the Russian
communist lesder, speit this out in 1816:

defence. lmporialiit wars -oain:; colonial peoples
are unjust wars of aggression”.

This is the criterion we must use in the present
war.
The position to be adopted by those who claim
to stand in the tradition of revolutionary Marxism

would seem simple enough. We support any blow
that weakens our mortal enemy - imperialism and
its ability to police and exploit the world. Imper-
ialism without the Malvinas would be weakened to
the extent that its direct access to a military base
‘rom which to police Latin America and to prospect
‘or mineral wealth would have been limited or
urtailed.

It is because this:is what was at stake that That-
cher sent the fleet, and Reagan, Schimdt and Mit-
terand gave her their blessing. They all knew that a
victory for Gaitieri would have signalled to the
peopies of the imperialised world that their jailer
and exploiter was growing weaker, that the property
and investments of imperialism were ripe for seizure.

A defeat for Britain would therefore be a blow
for the oppressed against imperialism. That is why we
have called for Britain's defeat. However, on the
battlefieids of the Malvinas and in the waters of
the South Atla itic, defeat for Britain must mean
wictory for Argentina, 10r its right 10 repossess the

ve out f Bovan

precisely because Britain and Argentina are not bo
imperialist powers, because we are not experiencing
a re-run in miniature of the inter-imperialist wars
that have ravaged the globe this century, but a
highly contradictory, but none=iteless real. war of
an imperialisea’ nation against imperialism.

Socialist Organiser fails the test

The Marxist position on war is, in all truth, a
difficult one to argue inside the labour movement.
Britain’s imperialist past has poisoned the ranks of
the movement with a heavy dose of social chauvin-
ism. To argue for Britain’s defeat at this stage of
of the conflict will earn revolutionists ferocious hos-
tility from the reformists within the working class.
To argue, as a revolutionist has to, for the victory
of Argentina has led to WORKERS POWER being
harassed on demonstrations and in labour movement
bodies by the reformists. They have not stopped
short at threatening the use of the police against us.
This pressure is inevitable in the early period of a
war. It has to be resisted. Ability to resist it depends
entirely on the programmatic coherence and correct-
ness of our arguments and our willingness to put
forward these arguments in the Labour Party and
the trade unions.

Centrists, those on the left who are revolutionary
only in words, who vacillate between reform and
revolution, those who will not fight for a consistent
if unpopular, position for fear of splitting with
their reformist friends, are incapable of resisting
such pressure. They inevitapl_y_t_)ow to it. Their
““Marxism’’ is skin deep, and bears only a passing
relevance to their practice. Classically centrist in
the present conflict are the positions put forward
by the disparate and shaky alliance
of forces grouped around the newspaper ‘““Socialist
Organiser”’.

From the start of the conflict, Socialist Organ-
iser has set course for a position safely in the camp
of Labour’s peace-lobby. As we explained in the
May issue of our paper, they tried first of all to
ignore, or to deliberately obscure, the fact that
Argentina is a dependent semi-colony. Throughout
April, Socialist Organiser refused to recognise that
Argentina was imperialised. This made life simple,
because clutching at the 1,800 Falkland Islanders’
supposed “right to self-determination”, they could
declare a plague on Britain and Argentina, telling
them both to get their military machines away from
the Falklands.

As May proceeded however, Socialist Organiser
became less clear about the nature of Argentina,

_ the fleet”

though no less un-Marxist in the attitude it adopted
to Argentina’s war. The May 6th Socialist Organiser
offered ““our support to the Argentine workers for
a genuine anti-imperialist struggle against the banks
and the multi-nationals - and against Galtieri”. Does
this mean that Argentina /s imperialised? Martin
Thomas at the end of May tried to resolve the issue
when he revealed with dazzling insight that
“Argentina is not an imperialist big power like
Britain” (SO 27/6/82) Magnificent! But unfort-
unately he didn’t see fit to unveil any more of his
wisdom. Is it then a /itt/e imperialist power? Or not
imperialist at all? It has taken Socialist Organiser
over two months to tie themselves in ever more
intricate knots on this question. And they still have
not come up with an unambiguous answer.

Whatever the nature of Argentina - a little
imperialism that can wage an anti-imperialist
struggle, perhaps - it isn’t really a problem for Soc-
ialist Organiser. Under pressure from the Internat-
ional Workers League (who sent SO statements of
their position for publication), and, perhaps, the
voices of their own collaborators in Italy and the
USA, Socialist Organiser had to concede that it was
theoretically feasible that Argentina could wage
anti-imperialist struggles and Britain could wage
imperialist wars, even from the Falklands. But
Socialist Organiser insisted that this was not the
character of the war that was actually taking place
over the Malvinas.

Brizain's armed response was explained by the
election-conscious Socialist Organiser as a “‘war to
save the face and the prestige of Thatcher’’ (SO
6/5/82) - doubtless from the forward march of the
left of the British Labour Party. Imperialism’s eye
for mineral resources in the area could be discoun-
ted as a motive: “developing the oilfields of the
South Atlantic is a task for decades, and can hardly
be guaranteed by Britain these days through sending
(13/5/82).

It is conceded that Britain might use the Falk:
lands as a military base against anti-imperialist
struggles...one day! ‘It is of course possible to imag-
ine circumstances where an attack on these imperial-
ist interests in Argentina - through expropriations
and the repudiation of debts to Western bankers -

might conceivably have triggered off a military res-
ponse from Britain or the USA, in the course of
which there might have been an attempt by the
imperialists to use the Falklands as a base for their
operations” (6/5/82).

But don’t worry, Reg Race or Tony Benn, this
is only idle musing on the part of Socialist Organiser.
Thatcher's war is about saving her prestige! It is
about boosting the flagging fortunes of Margaret
Thatcher's Tory Party, not about imperialism at alll
The Argentine junta, for its part is not waging an
anti-imperialist struggle. Only if Britain shot first
from her island base in the Malvinas, against a regime
that was expropriating imperialist assets would our
Socialist Organiser “Marxists’ consider it defensible
for the Argentine army to seize the islands. Given
that no-one was expropriating stocks in Argentina.
Given that Britain was minding its own business in
South Atlantic, and 1800 kelpers were doing no one
any harm in settling a base that “‘could’’ be used to
wage imperialist aggression, given all these things, it
is Galtieri who has disturbed the peace and thrown
a “red herring’’ into relations between Britain and
Argentina. Because, after all, the Falklands “‘were
not an outpost for British domination of Argentina’
(SO 6/5/82).

If Britain had been using the Falklands to direct
imperialist operations, then Socialist Organiser
declares that “In such a situation, plainly an Argen-
tine invasion of the Falklands would have been part
and parcel of a genuine anti-imperialist struggle,
and would have to be defended” (6/5/82). But
nothing of the sort had happened! The Argentine

‘junta fired the first shot, thankfully allowing
Socialist Organiser to slip off into social pacifism:
“But instead the whole invasion has been a red
herring designed purely and simply to divert the
Argentine workers away from their mounting mass
struggles against the junta” (6/5/82).

This position explains the war in terms of That-
cher’'s and Galtieri's policies. It ignores the rapa-
cious logic that compels imperialism to strive for
domination. It ignores the contradictions that
wrack national bourgeoisies in the imperialised

CONTINUED ON PAGE 6»
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THE BRITISH ATTACK on the Malvimas-Falk-
land islands is an act of umitigated imperialin
sggression sgainst Argentina. This war i beling
fougitt to defend British land US| finance capit-
o 1 economic domination over Argenting itsalf.
i is Deing fought to defend Britain's control
ovar the natural resources on and around the i
lancis, and over the potential wealth of Antaret-
izs. Thatchar has gone to war 1o defend a vital
militery base for imperialism in the defence of it
worid-wide interesta.

The gerarsls, sdmirals and hard nod man of 1the
City mamt Thetches's Task Foroe to demonsirets in Ar-
geetimian binod thet ro third workd countny can threat-
B ivteraits of imparialem ja amy part of the
giaia. That is wiy tho biood stained Rasgan sdminis-
watmm gnd The vultures of Europssn imperialism bave
Emciael Tha murderouy sdeaniure of Mergarst Thatcher
Wat @1 Elake 5 enperistism's ability to polics and
kit the woerld,

Tha war has it wp with a flash of gunfire, the
ol polrtical terralm of British society, The ballicoss
Tory back-banchars, the gung-ho admirals and the hy-
merical 'Sur’ newspaper hive proved to Da the vailes of
e bourpeolsin determined to defend its nterests i a
srivic. They are not isughside marginalisd emnks, The
wrtmng Tory negotatior oond the Liberal and Latsour
pascaniks Fead Fther Talian silang, changed thair tune
o arooed (nito hefobess msttering,

Tha Labour party's right wing keadership have res-
ponded 1o The vwar in 8 predictatile fashion, Healay,
Bore, Sitkin and Faol have constitutsd 1 hemseiivis @
it laDcat MICWEMENT's vEry Dwwn war-party. They may
prwvaricate mare tham the Tonds, but thay ard no |ess
ey D SUSpOrT avery militany oction owthonsed by
Thatcher or Admiral'Woodserd onds it hag eken placs,
= offees thers H Bifthe cowbt that they wouwld ot hariss
mect action themeshess, The lasdership of tha Labous
Farty had long boen, and remains, a guardian of Britain’s
smtioesl, imperialisl imlareit, Thalr commitment 1o Ins
mermwtionsl working class unity sxpressed in their memr
et of Thig Second (Socsslian] Intermanional, (xa

Labour and the Malvinas

LABOUR'S WAR PARTY

decritive rlic not & resl and opErative prncipis. Ir-
dead this wear fincs the Latin American bureaws af ihe
Second | murmational supporting Argenting's clsam 1o
the: bhvinin, while Foot has denouncsd that claim:

T hvers b oty gpestion i the Felklend igands of any colk
pnal dependencs ar anything of the wort,™

The followsers of the Socialat intermatkonal, as happ:
ened in THT14-18, Fied themahes anemies ol sach ather
o afpaiid pides of & shooting war. Foot mnd Healey
haa, by Thair ection, confirmed that the Lebiour Party
is 8 party for the bomes. Amyone with lingening doulbs
on this scome shimald ponder the fall mpleathons of
Blachasl Fool'y seech on April 3rd. Without & thought
faor the interests of British or &rgentinian workers he
placed the Labenr Party @t Thatehs s diposal s
gosded her into taking sction’;

“iWa are parmanently concarnsd, (& | am surs the
bulk &f the House . . sbout whet we can do to protect
those who raghtly snd meturally look to us for protoct-
lon. So far they have baan batrayed The respontibility
Tor the betrwysl rests with the Governmant. The Gav-
prmmant must now prowe by dosds=rhay will navar e
alzle 1o da it by words—that they are not resparsible
for the betrayal and cannot be faced with That change.™
(Hansard Wal 31 No B2),

Thatcher obligsd by sending the task farce two days
latar. Singe then, despite oocasional G A el &1 Tha
thought of the fleet being used, Foot ond Healey have
ptond by thale inltad supgar [ the G ovar erenl
On their behalf Labiour Weekly explained:

“Tha lagic of sanding ths ek Torcs was That its vary
siremgth would be snough to bring an Argenting with-
drmeral fram tha Falklands and §ot tha JUNTE To gl
iste.” [Tk May B2).

But when that fasled the other logic of sending tha sk
force, which was mads clesr by Thateher fram the very
beginning, became clear—it attackod the Mabvinas, and
Footand Healey supportad 1L

Derinis Healey, the man who has apparantly taken
over Trom Foot as the Meding pubiflc gaokesman Toar
Labour on this mnee, hat, in the times honoured fashion,
dressed up this imperialst adventure as @ nobla muse:
“"The caidees 81 Maka in the Falklarsds—human rights,

smlf deisrmination, resistance to aggression and support
for the Linited Metions Charter are good and worthy.
They ara the only cousss lor which any Labour Gevern
mamt would sver ssk our peaple to rish thair lives™

| Labour Weskly T8th May B2,

Heoley added that without the tssk forge;

“Damipenssy and sesisien would have lodt our voloa in
tha warkd"™

Parhaps Healey cen explain how the sinking of the
‘General Balgrana’—an set ha hin refused 1o condemn—
wihlch vas 200 mile swey from the neareit ek Fores
pdrince vimel, wan 8 blow for democracy and sodialsmy?
This wanton sasgeny by The mptly rarmaed hunter-ilier
wbararine ghows that the et is in the South Allantic
e an amimary ol mperiaiism and agent of deeth. Wood-
ward and hin oronies @re ol foted for thalr commat:
rm&nt 1o cemocrecy, let slone socialiam.

Healey s othee “clsses §1 JLEke’ b tha conflct Bre,
|i|'|'i]|||"|'|r.'l.w Tha e fownd poncern for
numan rights Bk b mamscred gt Ldenuar's
recoid In oifice. Durbeg the 1570s one third of Arger-
tina"s militiry sappies seme from Brimin, Between
1876 and 1978, pede Lo, UK sxportis 10 Pngans
tina doublsd —trom £53 million worth o E128 million.
Magr of these exporty weere the grudsoms grfay of gur
and ammenition that the Junta needed to repress the
A rg@ntinain i ng cleee. Lebour'y support far tha
Jurtts veas given during it bloodlest years That is why
wan Cislrk that the claima by bourgeois trash, like Haalsy
and Silkin, 1o mepport Uhe attack on the Malvinas inthe
irterest of opposing fascsm are shamatul line

Tha eall for il determination ars reieance 10
aggression dio not sEnd up to serious sxamiretion. Self
rterménatson i@ o principle that the Inbour leadarship
Fava riskosd our peopde’s Hvas' 1o supprass, many times
in mamy cowntries, On televisicn Healey Goastsd sbout
Lobowr's role bn Borrso in putting down o natsonalist
rebatlian. Mo recertly Labour suthoriaed tha tse ot
treopt tn Aden and Ireland to kil and Geutaliss peagle
wiben wersfare fighting far the right io seif determinat-
ion. As for resistance to aggression Healey must be ask-
od 10 sxplain why Labour fully suppoeted Smerican
sggaasion in Vietaam and why it usd thousands at

palsoe to ettsck demanstratom protesting in Britgin aver |

mii
s

that aggression. Inpoint of fact paither oF these prin-
caplen APy im the Malvines, Healey has invakoed them
as LOMEnEan T eXCERE 10 Ratily hig, end Faat's, servile
Bapgort for an imperialist war agairst an ‘upstart’
natian.

The ane pasitien on which Hesley has been oonsist-
aril is the dérmand for & major rale for the UM Wnblka
the lofts who dress this demand up-as an all@mative to
wir, Healey cleardy recognine it =5 a means aof securing
8 favoumble cutcomme from the war He declared in
Farllnmant an Mey 20th:

"W wonikd imsist that any now mikitary sctions mus sl
et designiad o crpts the possibility of more Brulitul

T11E ] Thravr e da = idv i

LABOUR’S

THE OVERWHELMING MAJORITY of tha
Labour left has lined up beldnd Foot and Healey
throughout the Malvines crisle. The Trilsune

of WPy e B0 in n i
o gt BAMEE ot wUN ooty the mAGLat 61
complaints. Only after seven weeks, six parliam-
setury debates and hundreds of deaths, did 33
Lanowr MPs have the slementary courags to wote
sgumnst Thatcher's imparialist outrage—and their
mpmber included noted rightists Hice Faulds,
Dadyell and Absel
Apalogiviy Irom the ranks of the pro-Benn 8t
oy baen quick to point (o contingent rassons for
W tmilusa o arganies eflectivaly againit the war.
g Rece sxcused his ovwn impotsnce 1hus:
“Tha luft, having lost control of the Notionsl Executive,
el mot uss thi Party meshingry 1o win support tar
d@emonstretions s action sgeini? the gavernient.”
| Loboar Herald Tth May 821, London Labour Briefimg
Einwaed tha Labour Latt's failure 1o mobdlse significam
wetetn againgd the wad an the leeal alection Simpaign:
“Bemue of the council elections, few constituemcy
ahetim Bl Uhe appariunity 1o meat and condamn the
wulport of Labowr's front bench for this imperiaiist
weid. Bt pow the slections are out of tha way, wa ean
Pdently expect o flood of resclutiors demanding that
tha Nt b recallad ard calling an the Labaur lsadar-
whip o abandon its chauvinist and imgerialist stance,'”
Limrs 19E2].

ke Abrahame (el |

LEFT: FOR BRITISH

These gxcuses reveal a grost dead, |f Race & saying
that the left needs 1o cortral the NEC before it can
mghilitg againit thiz war then he is admitting to tha
chranic weakrem of the et wupDort in the ookl jtiss.,
i #hs putting forward 8 recipa M’wm
zbout the war and [nstead cantring on capturing the
MEC But tiw tact i 1hat if Benn, Mace, Hert and'Ca
hat put cut repeated calls tor actian, had feriausly
arternptad 1o mobiliss, and repeatedly voted agairst
the govarrmment's war plans from day ane of the Task
Force's dispstch then the anti=snr movemant wouwld be
far stronger. And tha labgur maowement cowld have been
saved tha dermesmlieing wewe of chauvinist poison that
Pt Dawn unlsaihed upan it

s for Labour Briefing's arguman—if the Labour
Party had mode thawar Threat an isses in the local ol-
sctioni—instead of Brushing it under the cargear=than
the #lection cdmpaigns themselves could have becormns §
Fercum Foar anti-war wark. Insteed tha *lef” council chaem-
ber creting want to get an with gatting electsd first, 2nd
then cpoose tha warl |

Acprding T Lacsaur Weekly, 8 mere 100 respluticns
cofcarming The war have been sent to the NEC in e
months of crisis: OF these oply half supportad the call
for a retusn of tha Maet, Time and momentem have
bregn lat, They will both be difficult to make up nots
withstanding Briefing s balatad call 1o furm Trarm lection-
anring 10 biFlding an anti-wedr movernant,

But the wasknes of the lefts’ i not the reault of
thess contingent factors. The truth is that they are ne
mateh far Foot and Thatcher Becauia hey thare the
B ssurnpdicne an which the murderows adventure
has been justified by the warmongars. They shara 1tha
abjectives of 1k Thetcher and Pym. They objsct only
ta the means being adopted o achiewn these anch,

Desspite their emationsl appeds to internatonalism
at ket thay garive their standpasivt Irom their osn
purely natianal viswpaint. They constantly fear to
'divide the nstian’, 1o Injure the natlonal Intersst or ba
SN 1o 0pposs 'Our ravy Bl "gur Doys'. Speaking in
Trafalgar Square on May Z3rd Benn attempdad to wirm
patrintic support for ‘ouw’ troops agairal Thatcher and
Py
"Thowe whe speak et for pescs éne called traitons by
miniilerg who sold arms o the fascist junta, to kill our
mean i thin Falklands now.™

Irey aharg the wew of Fool and Healey that thera
Is & ‘wa', @ Britiih reétion, within which the waroeds,
the press chiefs and the mass of the working class @n
have a commaon intarest, This means they are pawerioss
In the toce af The petrioctism spewed fram the grass.
They denounce patriatic ‘mooess’, as jingoism’ bul Are
ureid e to challenge the Turdamental sssumpdian of the
patriodic poisen, haveeeer it i gresented.

HBeneath the verbiagn the lefts diferences with Foar
and Theicher are over msns, not encl, Gwee TRETIGE nOT
strateny. They have congEEtantly Brgissd that Che ubs oF
fosce was prematuns ared That thers were aiternative

sl ng asmlinbda for forcing the Argsntinians to relinguish

Lheir clairn to the Malvinas. The lett hasse rdesr haddam
Thiss

(etwork)

s Dhavies

IMPERIALI

M Donald, r p tha bossps” misinformetion machime, faced Tha wa
and flans The lier ful cul #78 sagerly taken up by te fap-dogs of Flest STraet, who am anly oo Wilting

P

05 press with & Dackarap of mams

fo coerply MOTH both disfortion ang' censarsiup o ol td W

They have baen at pains to express the uranimity
between themesws, Foot and Thatcher in condamaing
Argentina’s justified ssizure of the Malvinak. Bean argu-
i in the debats In Parllament as lote as April 281h:
"Thee reality is that thers i§ unsnien ity /0 the House on
tha question of opposing the agression of tha Junia
Thaers 8 Ble unanimity an tha s of salf defence
spainst aggresion. " Dur emplhesisl.

Gavin Btrang, who resigned ower the Labour Front
Benchs suppart for The im@aion srguad:

T 1wl 1o resist the agression by the fascst junts i
mot in dispute”™ Herewe have two leading anti-sar’
spakeamen voiging support for “resistance’ or "l
gefance’—which can only mean war ot rorme siage
Countless simelar statemente pegrper Tribune and tha
spssaching af the befts, What is rewealed by thie i that
they appass The war raw,. not fram o position of firm
principles but because other options have nat yet bean
trigcl, BT apbs yau oot Britaln’s vight to malntain
acolony aff Latin Americs and deny ArgentEna™s right
to ohefeat British bnperialism and its plans to oxplait
tharmilitary sne minarsd potantil of the rmegion then
wiket 1§ yaur real dElferancs with Thatcher g Fogr?
Thie lefts hawe biathered and blest s sbaut the need Far
negotiation rathar than military confroration. Whst
Tty Tail 10 underatand =B thar war @l na@TiaTien are
noi alternatves or appasites. War i@ the cantinueation of
the policy af negotistson by vialemt means. Thatcher,
Hmiey, Pym and Foat all ko that. Having failed to
parsuade Arganting out of thie Malvins, and subsaque-
nihy having fesled o negotiate Srgenting aul with tha
backing of the armed Task Fores they have gone to war
o dfye BEaanting St

What would hagipan whes, or iT, the Srgenliniane
refuied 1o leave the Makvirgs 83 8 resuit of negotistinons
ihat would Labowr's anti=sar lohby oo then? Woukd
they conceds defesl? To doso would be to concede
tha impotence of their own impenalism-—an Imparial-
farn That chiy ang tiad 10 By Birdined, But nonethe e
rail threadi—idenlogy, jobs, lifestyle. Mare likaly in th
lorel Tarm thasa harces Ardd heralned o paacs would
‘reluctantly’ march theworking dass inta war, ustityls
it a5 a crusnda agairat Wscian and  Tylng the warkers
to the irftaredt of the class snemye This contradiction
lies st the heart of tho lefts positions.

The only consistent basis for ppposing Thatchar's
aclvanture I8 10 opposs roar and brarch Britain's right
ta decide the fate of the Falklands and this must mean
SpIp0 T g -ﬁ-l'ﬂﬂﬂt"'ﬂ'l reght o pievent Britain deter-
rdning the future af the Malvinas. The maxious Meil
K innack is, for once, nght when the angies:

“IFf pooyda beslisve that the agyression is important |
wihich the loft all sy they do—eds) them they canmal
axcape the seeapnitlan thet force & resessacy 1o g
madEning T ic and il sl ic prassure agoinst
8 fascist state.” [Tribune Jith May 1882).

The latt rafarmists ope—as they do inall situatior:
of ponflict &1 kame ard intermationally, that negotial-
lons and bargaining will achiesve their desined ends.
I'hir masin arphasis has been on esttlig via
the Limitecl Mations which the it irwakes aeif it
waard 8 benesolent fairy godmother, guaranteaing kona
dealing. harmeny and justice. But even if (he Linited
Matiom did correspond to the fantasies of the keft we
wanud still have 10 FnEst on one princple against them-




st Lot eoms that wae hsve haa il nsoes. ™
Semioy’s yires on negotistions mfiects hin ooncern for
15 e e A e L WLy b the afvermath of the
mar. |n partsculisr Hesley end the Labour lendemhip
ey an imporient role s mowthplecss of Amarican poi.
and comceErng in the British ruling cless. Armarkss,
sly rattied by the impact that the war i having
¥ il8 reactionsry plen for Cantral gnd South Amaerica
ises the need for o regotisted, hopafully amicsbie
lution, |1 Fecoghise that this will hawes o kv achieved
ghter its imperialist ally hes trounced Argentina, Than
o iy Thaw, can equilEwrium be restomo via imperial-
s equivalent of ACAS, the United Matirns. Haaley
5@ raiishin agent for and pressoutor of this line He i
] krowin AtlantEsint in the Labour Pey. He supp-
s the pro-Pentagon Labowr Committes for Trarsst-
mnihs LUndersimnding—recantly given o £32,000 hand-
mat by MATO. Thas strategy for peace by & LN srtle
marit, i nothRg o Then & suatia way of re-amerting
e imperialist order of things throughout the world,
Thea tuct & that tha UN has o role within the pres-
e conflict for one skmiple reasn—ths Malvinas saa
bggaritina’c. They are Latin American miands, stolen
o Arganting and hald since, by Britiah imperadiim.
A calbs Far LN trusssship, of sdmininmtion abloin
hin besic trth, This i what Hesley #nd Foot are ot
miinz to deny. They cannot sccept Argentina’s claim =
1 is & challangs to impariakism. They sre woeried, Row-
v, abot the patentislly disistrous #Hect 1hal the
war could hae to oversdl mperislant stability. Hance
meir amphasis on the Uk —the “fairest’ mears by which
hery £2n clarry the jusified national cinima of Asgertina
"o’y particiie: chesmian with the UN—he meationed
! tevelve times in one short intencies on Weekend
Woerid— s a despenate and slckening attempt by a
pisce mongrel” Lo disguis the fact that he hag becarme
e of the dogs of warl

The keadership of the Labour Parmy are willing and
mper 10 wae tha Sacond Intamaticnal’s bBloodstined
wrngr of socisl chedvinesm in support of Thatchars
mur. They hewve declared thermesbves bn favour of svecy
nifitnry actign vhat har taik force has undertaken. They
el rigfused 10 press 10 8 wole their own feeble domand
or 8 UN setilement, fearing that this woubd uncenmins
atipnal unity. They heve denounced the 33 MP1 who
e pr--dtumtllpim'!: Thatcher. Foot, with the
miking spprovel of Thetcher and Hesley, sacked thros
ront bench spoksmen wha voted ageinst the invasion,

Im short Foot and Heslay, by lsgitemising the war
ave a8 weell, logitimisad the Thatcher Government
e enaormows boost in populanity far the Tories chear-
¢ revaaly thim. A MOR UEconomist poll has rovea led

Incrasesd spDort e (s Tonss smangst skilled I'I'I‘fl'-
el workers and young voters—both séctiors of socisty
that have been hit in mary reigscts by Tha Tortes polb

icies. Such polls are not entirely biack propaganda, They

do refiect the fact that Lebour's sapport for the Toges
ower the key imue of war, hos srengthoned the overall
position of the Torie, Well done Foot and Heslay

Mat anly heve you besn umable To mount an coposition
to the Thatcher Gowsrrmant, you havs alss helpad ©
Eiiled et mred wlactemily crucill prope of suppor for
e G overnrmant,

Of courss Hasiey and Footwill' daim that they had

n choioe & the marmier. The war missd the gquestion of
tha nanonal interest and, ot #hways, Labour puats Lhe
ration befare the concerms of the working class: As
Healey put it

“Ws wanted thas task Torce to be sent becauss the Brir-
ish govsmmant—and nation=had to eegotiate with &
wigious and violent regima " | Lebour Weakly 2Bth
My B2}

The ‘notion’ and gowernment are really sguated, But
this “natian’ includes health workers currently being
Tgiaght by this "povernment’. 11 includes over 3 millkan
peooie whose dnemployment berefits are about 1o be
subjact 10 & vicious tax by this government. It includes
oiogr 10 million trode unianies whoss rights to detend
themsetves are about 1o be remowed by this gesaonment.
Mo, Mr CIA agent Haaloy, This government is nat gur
geeernmient. This netion is nat our nation, In pesce m
in vear thiz nation is owned lock Back and barred by
'I"lll‘lllﬂ'lih'l dnd bankeri.

The crisis has soan the Mo nakedly agaressive fac
von of the British ruling class rise to gominanca, They
Faere Tied thed Tory wels to their charof wheels, But
rorse of this woubd have boan possible without the e
&N papport that tha Lebouwr leaders hows ﬂ"ﬂ!ﬂ!ll:l Thatctr
& winel Py, The bedmggled pioce-monger’ Fobi,a fig
wrg both ludicrous ard repulsiva, his endoned svery
&ction of the Tory hawhs and “the right hongumbla
lady’ in the Parlamaentary debates. He hasolucksd in-

alfeciually sbout the United Nations, pleaded for mare

h-ﬁ_urrmhm and, whaneas Thatcher hes said no, ae-
quiesoed (o ard sipported the Torles ecticons,

Tha bsahirvisur of 1he Labour mders shows that (ha
Fikght wingémn who lead the iahaur movernant—Healey,
Foot, Callsghan, MoCleskoey—will betmy the warking
class maosamrinl into the hands of 1he clas enemvy at all
crucial Jurctures. In fact these man are not the rghy
wing of ‘oir movernent’, thay are the ‘left wing' of the
¢l eemy. Thoy are agents of the bossas, financismn
and generals—blood of the Blood and bone of the bene
of tha Tary-Libaral-SOP sarvants of capital. W
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A, AGAINST ITS WAR

iy th Decore of ArgemTsm. Rt Tha U g ot e
H_-h

Bann ard the rest of the antiswar Lalsoairrte propose
cOsT-C sAnctions 2= a mesns of achisving Thatohers
nel ol bringing down Galtierl and forcing the Britih
rocoupetion of the Falkisnd Elende 11 is pathetic
ssfiful thinking for Socialist Organlser to claim in ome
f thair ncrmmsingly Treguant whitewaahas of Benn that,
o hatt mot taken up tha call for econom ic anotions™
Sacislist Ovganiswr vo B5), Bann has woken up 1o tha
st that Argantive i 8 depsndent country in hack 1o
e bmparialist banks 1o the tune of £18 bildan, much
1 wihich it owes To Briwin, Bonn and the Taft realtss
hat debt repayments of £5 billion & ysar—amaounting
3 &07% of Arganting’s axport ssrnings—mesn That the
andcs could cripple Argenting by calling in these debis.
s Bann argued on May 20th in Partismant:

We should step . up the mnctiorns on Argentina, Fin-
nelal and sconomic Spclions combinod with The Trap
har of tho islands to a2 UN responsibility will almost
grininky hring Galther| dosn.'

Bann the groat civiliser rationalises his vertion of
nperiailin pressure by suggesting that it will bring
oy “fascien’, Dot Bann iariowly think that if lme
arinlism wopples Galtieri it will do so in order ta usher
2§ workers parsdise, The banks, ag Turkay showasd,
il protect theér intersits Bgairst Tha workers Dy what-
ver mears they can. They are no ally of the Angsntin-
i venrking oess, Cnby that class, not a grand alliance
f Benn and tha banks, can bring down Galtierd and
snloce him with workers' ride,

This is pot the pasition of Benn and Abse alona, 11
pmehvocated by the new ‘InBantibe &itist’ Tribims as
gl 13 declared Sy
Tha Argartinian regime ispeculian'y vainemble to
ganemic prioune.” (Tth Moy B2—our emphasial,
weullady imporialised] And for the left, sccording to
rinane Lhe Taak il 1O restian irrepsrrinlist darmiraTion
wi not by bloodshed]| Little wonder then that the
pits have, 50 tor, mabilised prtifully small and strargely

forces behind them on their Sunday deron-
ntions. The lefts ideoiogéical incoherence: has meant
bt [hey heve, of necessity, bean indeciiive and son-

The right have cartainly dithersd But they have
sy united in their support far the adunntiss s i1 de-
#oped. The Inft hava dithered and been divided. Trotskoy
Wmcribed thit fmture of the left in 1926 bn terrs that
ould b sccuratly applied to benn, Tribune and thair
Bllowers Tocay:
The party continies t© b lsd by sxtreme right wing-
. This is explaimed by tha fact that the pariy Sinmot
M Fasirectiel 1o vacionis |afl ventures, but is bownd io
wve 3 goneralisad systom of politics. The Bt wingars
e nD sy slam, thair vary nature prevents this The
ST il rgpdrs b 8 sytam they hewe behind tham
tndition, axperiancs, rowting, ond most impoariasat al
ill, bourgenis sociaty as & whals i thimcing for thom
il ihringts fendy mode decisions under thedr nosss
MecD onald has anly 1o trantlals Baldwin's or Lioyd

ST N R TG TPl B DR e TRe
A erun dunpite the fest Ul the

ary e Tram thar lack of oo
froam their ideological shapalesness.

Whether you are for iTor sgrinst it it oy its vary
nature wae demands chear and praciee gnpsiers, The

laft wara de arrsd, IB Ehence, IFom giving such answers,

O gl the key maees, therefor, there has beon canfus-
ipn—and that confusion has obstrucosd the Duikding of
&N EiSAET MOV

Tha initial redpoqee of many on the e ft wes to
btame the inoompetenos of the Tores—Labour, thoy
crowed, handled colenial aHain better than the Tor,
‘Waleran pesics cimgaigner Frank Alsum v obyiously
distressed that warships had not besn sent serly enough
wilvin it sted in Parliaement:
"The Tary gowarnment get ug in thia mess. 1T they had
acted weeks sgo this Stustion would not have arisen.”
By "8ciad” he presumably mears do what Lsbows did,
In 1977 —spnd dowen same Iripstes anel “hunter-killer®
subimarinet 1o ‘show the fiag", This sense of shocked
caianinl pride Is shared by Reg Aace. In the acs of &
potantinl wiar hia wae Bitter gboutl not being prepared
Fepr
“'First, wa muit hammer the governmant far procres-
tination and their fallure to deter the Galtier) regima”'
The reasoning behind the & |un/Race Fee ol thought
@ tairly pradigtatibs and was most clerty voiosd by
Tribune [16th April 821:
“Far Labaur the task is now o ga in for the kil . .
Labour should grasp the chance 1a show that we will
datand Britiih Intarasts in a way which doss not throet-
an the pesce of tho world, Bt dosl ROT SEmdrom
with dictaters.” The pracrical proposals of this operst-
lon are 1ef vague—the irmtsnton i not.

The left sainty hoped tha 'Incompatenca” Brgumant

wanilbd prave an eastorsl gift in an atmosphere of chavy-

inism. The labour left were hoplng te gain popularity
at tho polls by playiag on Labour’s reputation & the
aampatant colonislist party. The probdem for the teft
is that this linewas anly cradibla iF they, Bke Foat,
were willling 134 90 The whole way and support a oalon-
al warr, Ae baliar |ate than never, But this would be to
cale credit for the whole operation 10 & potentialiy
vigtorious Thatcher. Thus, anco thia ot was wall g0
the way and fghting leamed, The left lsoked 1o other
Uk 10 pin their bannar to.

Ogrpositicn ta the flaet was an fssoe on which Lab-
crir’s anti=sar forcas could distance themnsslves From
Thatchar, Tany Benn was the first o mise this mil
g an April Ard when sven an intermaption I:-mttn.lrg
bwés wasss ot called tospanil and quasticn ln Parliarmart
wiousd have shattensd tha mege of the chauvinist unen-
imity that The Houss of Cammons pesssnt=d to the
natien that day. He waited until Aprif Gth before ma k-
irg his positian kncwn:

“My advics, for what it is woarth, & that the task farca
shouwld be withdrawn™

Howewer Henm wias ngd pesparad 1o prosd hig oppos-
Wrioon 1o @ wiote, This allowsd porition on the teft ta sh-
it &1 the fleet moved south, His carly pasetiom of fest

AMike Abrahams (Nerwork)

I D PO v rsoilied, Pt by udith Har:
i ths age ws Shosio sl retreet bul hait the lask

#lning tha threat of the fieet and allowing for its future
s, A FEr th racapiung af South Gagergls The dammand
changed sgain with Barn calling for the fleet’s retwm
to . .o Sowth Georgial Tl finsl bailet cane whon Dattla
wans joined. The demand for o fleet withomwasl has been
crappesd and ssltitated by the call Tor an immadiate
crasefire—a demand that|leswes the fleet in pesitian.

O the mioat basic ant-war demand—withdraw the

Teet—thE lafy havi ot bean abie 1o achies conmigtancy.

The result has beean that pressurs for withdrowal in the
Esbigisr mosemant i elackening. The demand That could
harve wnited antiwar foross in action was Standoned by
tha lefts at the decisive moment—when the fighting st-
arted, To add 10 the cenfusion the mverconfusd Fag
Racs could mof sgree with ha mantor Bean on ths
questicn of the fleet:

“Thers i nothing wa n do about the fleet nowe. 11 is'
themefare the wrong i o canird an. Tha main thing
|s to fight the war denger.” [Socialist Cha llenps 151k
April B2)

Fight The wear darger—out lams the war machine steam-
ing south? Surely an absurdity, 1T le—but It is ang that

H,l.u:m Fghtf | I'm!h:m oentrel in

1

an be saiily axplained. Thiz professsonal pobtioes and
parssETasriEry oereerist—has no conoeption of weorinieg
: e e
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taken by the Palls Plovee wockars, Lke Britich Asraspace
wintkers, the engineos, who nupply the fieet with every-
thirg it got From cans of Daear 13 Saa’ Woll missie
Action by such warkers would liring 1ha flest bk, Dt
v lawneh sueh action thess workers wion ld have 1o be
won to & conBEben &nl=war polition, Anad it pracissly
that that Berm, Place and the others dre incopable of
daing. Tied i a tanghs of matriotic, demoacrotic and pac-
ifist imputses, the lefts have proved no match for Foot,
Healey and Callaghan;, forwhom all the phrasemongering
iz maraly a @emaullngs and means for fooliag the mass
af woekers irta sdpporting the sire of cur ‘omn’ aripsie-
talist rling class While the lefts hiold batk: fromoa split
with these agenie of the fuling elass. Thair oppdaants i
rhe Igiur movament haee no such soruples. They will
e adl the mnstrumants aof their Bursbograey, of pseslinm-
antary priviiege and themedia to persecute and dis-
oipline tha Tef’,

Tha left ean anly baa forese that can motiliss
winrkers 1o bl thia grip of Footand Healey and end
Lobaur's craven suppart far Thetchers wae if i1 braaka
with the coppling lusiors that heve made it recoad =0
imcansistent, 50 hesitant and ultimataly, g3 inelfective, B

i L
e
i

af Folklands Peace Comamiliees Badumes ia L ondan in Moy,

Honn's calls For “Trring beck the fest™ grasuatly obapged ar the Task Foroe procesded snd oheuvimim grw
N e sty calls Far & “canse-Tre. | Meaing the Fask Fores anpd the mdrderod s Britiah froops o pibdo.
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Defend the USSR!

Aesgan and Thatcher make no bones sbhout whare their guns are aimed and their
rockets are trajned, The murderous arsenal of NATO iz aimed st the Soviet Union.
it It imperisism’s drive to destroy the USSR, not the armaments themssives, that
threatens mankind with untold barbarity,

At the time of Aesgan’s wisht to Ewrope, and the mam mobilistions against
imperialism’s chief henchman, we print below an shridged extract on Defenca of
the USSR from & book shorily to ba published by WORKERS POWER entitled
“The Degenersted Revolution - the origing end nature of the Stalinist States™.

THE SOWIET UNION and the degenarate
workers’ states rest on proparty forms that
are gualitatively difforent from, historically
supsrior to, and globally irreconcilable with
enpitalimm.

Capitaliem’s own femarssiess innar logio drives
i 1@ snempt o subordinate the whols workd to
iz weyy arad meedi s surdival oltemately depsnds
an this But the very existanss of tha degermrsie
warker’ @t maams thel hupe markes and vas
matwral resosirces are clossd to direst mpariafin
mxplgitation. Caplialism's crises drve it to attempt
to recover thess sras of the world and subject
tham @gain ta A3 exploitEion.

Oedy waly @ COQRTa raviuTian can rature
these states to the imperialist orbit. In and of it-
#f imparimir walr In The laat quarter of the
teentisth cantury thresltend The whola & haménity
with urdimagimsble barbarism, i ot with com-
plete annihitation. Even IF this wers not The caes
the detruction of the degenersts wedrkers' siotes
oy bmpariailim, the re-sstablshment of coapitlist
property relations, would represent an epochal
dalmar Tor the working class and opprassed peop-
lm of the world,, It would unmessurably streng-
than the class snery on o world scale.  Fosr
il reagon the galni of the prol#adisr af the
whols world - the destruction of capitalsam in the
Sowie Unian erd 1he deganimate workesrs™ eoate -
muat be defernded. CapitslEm's drive f0 break up
thie workers” states must be resisted depite the
politlesl tyranny of the biprmucracy of [hode sbEbea,
dagate It monlroul privilegs, and desgite it
oetriéyal of the historic interests of the proletariaz
of the workers' smis arnd of the capitmlist world

Tha palltesi counte-ravalution of tha Stalinasts
kas stifled the woice, the initistive and eathusiasm
of the working class in the degenerote workers'
rimtes. The buresccracim, motivated anly by the
detenice ol 1heir privileges, represent 8 mortal
theal 10 the preddrvetion of post-capitalst progper-
T bR, Thike Sropely raldnions cln gnly
gl Bl Quabilmtively SopEnee] on The
a0 woeimiiny conpruction by balng axtendsd
Imermltionally. But the bureduorsoy’s historic
sbardonment of the goal of commundsm was
wEhrined o tha natkoneliEt doctring of sacialkam
b Gne cownfry.”’

The Stalinist buresscracies sttampt o wirlka
mretaglc deali with mgsralien.  They dacrificed
the Garman, Spanith and Frémch warkers to thesr
pibigmos with German ond Ilion impericlsm
bafors 1he Secord World War, Afer Thay war
they crificed the Europmn revolution - s Gresce
aly and Franca - Fending back power 1o an e
feabded bourgsaiiia and itd trecsstlantic beckers.

fn retern S2afin sttemplted o readlate @ Pew di
pon of The world betwssn himself and Anglo/s
American imperssliem. Bul For impesislam the
agreamants ond enderfakings roached at Yalta,
Teheran and Poledam were 10 be kapt only e
long as the USSR and anti-imperialist, anti-capitalist
farces, workd-wide, obilged them to, For tha
irmperialists these agreements are Eactical and nof
mralege. Howewnr tha highat goal of the Btadinis
buretucraciss 1 to render themn permareni. This
wtopian and reEctionary programma has been
wariguily chriitened “'peceful competitian of
sociol syrterma™, “'pmceful co-existence', and

Irmiperisiinery idalf hes Deen ferced by uphsaval
amd crisis in its own world system to restrict it
direct milltary cnslaughts on the degonarate wior:
kars” gtates 10 the sraller powery - Eorsa, Wigtnam,
Clibs - el 1o utilse “cold war™ scondmic block-
pie &nd boyootts ageinst China and the USSA.
Itz murderous wars in Korea omd Wietram do indi-
cute that = long &s imporiolism axists 1T will ne-
var historically recopcils el e the o™ of
Thisss LA,

The exprogriztion of the bowrgeoisie, tha
eoncantration of The meers of production in the
Fands of the state, the state monopoly of for-
sgn trade and the mechanisms of planification,
rapraent higtosic conguesis of the working claes.
They =rg the property forma chjectively necossary
Tar aceialist comitruction. The abiarmce of workers'
demacracy, the monitrows bureaucratic tyranny
ooss not sliewr this mor can it removs from cam-
muniiE the abligition 1o delend thois gairm &nd
thorefore the state that defencs thase gaims, In
any war with imperialism we uncanditionsily
defend the Sovist Union and the oegenerate
wiarhes' Malai. |0 The impecialel sLates wa &ra
for the defest of our "“own'™ exploiters and far
the victory of the workers” states, 'Whilit we give
no politice! suppoet to the Durssucracy, our sugs
port Tar tha workess’ stane’ psl-delancs ii unetn-
datirdl, Thig s LG w8 ROl iMpolE
preconditions for That sUppart mich 58 The oves
thraw af the Stalinist burmsucracies, the cessation
of reprassion apgelrst revalutionery commmunine or
the pirsuit of an intérmstionaliss policy. But ow
support for the workes' swmtes ruled by the Stail-
nist Duresscracy I8 not unconditional suppart Tar
that Bursbucrecy. Dur suppért for the defemoe of
the workers' giate soldy mears that we subordinate
the owerthrow of the buresuerecy fo the dafest of
imperialism or (13 sgenim

This doss nay mean thal we chalwe the task af
cwarihirowing the burssucracy or that wea will
=acrifion the Interests of tha workerm 1o the mpec-
ious dafance of the Burssicracy's privileges, We

agitnte for 1The defence of the workers” oon-
ditions, for prolemfiesn democracy in the conduct
af the wer snd for sowiets of workers ond soddiars,
a3 the means of mobilsing the enthugasm of the
maki dnd defeiing the imperialist enemy.  When-
over the burssucrscy’s defence of 1= privileges or
it attompis to surender to imperaliom threatan
the workss' staie with collEpes, Then &n armed
insurrection | nocessary and |ueptified. [n o
dagensrats workes' siste the decsion 16 orgnie
far insurrection i conditiona’ on the dofence of
the probet@cian’s gaing agalnst imperial ey ammeck,

As supporters of the internationalist tragition
and progeamema of Lanin end Trotiky we sub-
ordinate the defence of the workers' states them-
salves 1o Tha Interata ol tha world peobemarian
rgwalution just & 4 tactic is subardinate to a
stretegy.  For exampla, |1 successful polivical or
el revalution provoked a2 counter-revoluticrsry
intervention by 3 degensrate workers' state and
thi succaashul defence of & workers' politscal or
social revolution threatensd 8 bursaucratically
deganarate workees' stele with destroction a1 The
hamds of imperialist powers than wae would alwarys
=y that & living revolution misst not be swb-
jacted o the defence of post-capitalist praperty
farms if that mears subordireting it to the counter-
revnlutionary Sealinis bursmicracy,

Tratsky made this clesr & the ormet of the
Second World War: ® If the USSR Ie ivelved in
the war on the side of Germany, the German nes-
alution cowld certalmly mensca the #mreediate
intarests of the defence ol the USSA. Woulkd
wa adviss thae Berman workers nat to aotfTho
Cominiern would saraby give them sch sdvies, but
not we We will sy "wa must mibordinsts the
intarests of tha detenos of tha Saviet Unkon to
tha imtersats of the warld revalution.”

L Tromky: In Defence of Marxiam,p, 400,

In cHpitalist countrie allisd with tha USSR or
ather doegenerate workers' states - Germany 1939
41, Britain 1B41-88 - we rerman strictly cefestist
with 19 the bourgeosis. :

I the context of socslersting rounds of nuclear
arndment by the imperialist powes sinoe the
Second ‘Waorld War, wo recognise that thea workers’
Fratea ANR0T PURMmATes Thalr ow celancs without
the ability to match the imperiatists weepon for
wmpon technology for technology. For that
reEEan We recognise thet & long B irmparalism has
nucleér weapar, the workes' statel capnot rapud-
e their manufeoture or depioyment without ser-
wully weakening the defence of post-caplimiist
property.  Whike we oppase tho imparialists” Aus-
Igar Arsanal [URt 85 Ve OPROE BYEry Measure that
sirengthent the armed might of our clést afemy -
“nat @ penny, Rota map for this system

SOCIALIST ORGANISER... covmmueo rowrace

warld, who can be caught between the hammar of
their ewn working class and tha arwll of thair
imparialiat paymaiere Fallowed thraugh to s
logical and, this would lead to suggesting altarrative
“non-imperialist™ galicin to British mperislist gov-
Ernmants, A poor substitute for dismantiing
imperialism, but one that kesps Socialisn Drganiser
im feeolir with its left-raformist friends who simé
lerly hanker atter an impariaiism withour warts,

Indaud, 50 fashiarabie is the call for a “dipho-
matic solution” amongel their lefl reformist dols
like Bann and Reg Race, that Sooialit Organiser
have addad their volee to thas lobby, Like Banrm and
FAace they ooposs the blasdahed with the call far
negotiatiars between Thatcher ond Galteen: ™ ond
batter that Thatehor ared Gattiarl daal with thais
disputes by negatiation then by war'” [6/582), They
scvocats @ nagotiates deal with imparialiim to the
pecgle of Argantina Wha should be frusted 1o
m@rry out such nepatistions? b Thotcher, reeking of
trashiy spllled blood and choertling veith imparialist
aed o ba trujted with achisving a “demooratic™
mece? Or perhaps Galtieri is the man for this sensk
iwve diglomatec task? Socialist Organiser ane nar
precise an this quastion.

Thay theaw In galis for negotiations because
they da not wart to offend Benn. They hewe no
revolutionsry selution to this war. They ara laft
mimickirg empty phrosss ot peacs Bnd negotis-
tions Phrases that disguisa the foct that |:|_ip|ﬂrr|m.1l
by “our” gowmmmont (Tory o Labour] is
e ligt dipdomacy. Negotiations by imperialam
omild only be aimed &1 gainieg it advantages.
Comradas, this i the magnitude of your differanss
with Marssm: Yo are drifving inta tha mire of
sacial pagitisin,

Sacialist Organieer magk thair sacial pacifism with
declaratiors of support for the Falkland islandees'
rights. That is what they claim are paramaount In
the present situation. Repsatedly tha claims of the

Falklanders are asserted a5 “'valid™ - just s they are
by Feg Rece. Tamy Benn, Mickasl Foot and Marge-
ral Thatcher. The differanc: betwesn Socislist Org-
onisar ong Thatcher & that they think sha is anly
wsing the Falklanders' claems 88 8 pretext, /1 i
Socaliet Drganesar that (s the camsistent frignd of
the kelgsrns,

Tha Falkianders see themsehves o Britlshe They
Wil to stay That way, Thare l& no meand far themn
18 Hay that way 8xoept ot part of o British Srmed
camp, a3 & fesult of a Breitish ceeupation of the
Malwings. A8 Tony Gard podmtacl out inoa lser to
Socialist Organisar that nominally criticised Reg Aaca,
but objectively hit ot Socialist Orpaniser itself
(Z7/5/82), defurce of theér rights means defending
their “right” 1o Lo part of the British Emplre

This logic escapdi Socialet Drganisas. They dam't
trugl the British mavy to detend the Falklanders:
‘W connot refy an Thotcher's s to st v thea
Seuth Atlantic ak defandars af tha Falk landars
rights...We regard the rights of the Falklandars 2 a
mattes Fof the intarnstions| working chim. angl wa
base our attitede to the British Mery an on overall
clams amaenant (13/5/821.

Sa it ie down to the working cléss to defend the
Falklnnders againat Argantiva, and sgainst the Brit-
sk floet that they lcok to as their protector! The
practhcal Implieatinns ot this & not spelt out. They
conredl b, Thers iF Ao weay thét the iftérnadional
working class can take practical action to defend
the “righti” of the Falklances, Even il it gould,
for it to do %0 would be to defend a sotiler cam-
murity who wigh Ta ramaein Soiirhl

We ask you, Socialsr Organimr, @3 1,300 Britons
B000 miled Troem their pann] colintry, Seupying a
Latin Armerican Wlard stolap by Britain in 1833 heva
the right to remain British ard detsmine the future
of the Makvires? Ta areser “Yes" is to defend the
imtegrity ot the British Empire and o compietaly

hetvay saciabam.

Whan the faraie of Socialist Crganiser emntuslly
i Tt o muster on an antibwar demoratration in
Lordon - the third one to be keld guring the crisl -
"‘"ﬁ' marched Urdsr the Ilﬂw'll “Tha enamy is &1
home' and “Dewwn with Thatcher, Down with
Galtierl™.  The slogan "The apamy 8 81 home™ < abo
toutad by the SpartscHtl who ard will esasaned in
defanding the rights of imperiolist settiars in the
Middie East, in Northern Isslamd apnd now in The
Sewth Atlantic] - is vacuous in the presant wear,

In & war betwesn imperialism and 8 dependart
semi-oolony It ducks the key quastion of supisa
Tar tha itruggle unlilnﬂ_. “eair anamy'". This is made
Explicit in [he STIRTRT 0 Siiete Brichin and. Argan-
tira in the slogan “Down with Thatcher Down
with Galtierl™, The tasks of Britheh and Argentine
workers are not the soma in this war., The Argen-
tire workars must anganlie to oxtend the strugge to
defest imperialism by taking the plants and stocks
at imperialism into their own hargs. That cowld be
doma alongide & /molElistion 1o defast impansdim
in the Malvinas and in the process destray tho pro-
nparialien pints that b played with antl-irderislist
fire. This means Arpgentine workers have o direct
interest in securing mperialism’s defeat, Galtiori's
evirThrdvy riwist Bee faught For &5 a part of the
strugnle to sscwre that defent

Brithh workers da howe @ commaon interes] wikh
thisir Angenling brothers and sisters. But that is an
interest in seouring the defeat of Beitish fmperialism,
ol tha system that exploits the workers of Britaln
arel Argentird. That maans fghting in Britain to
stap Thatcher's war, and 1 black ﬂlF‘P”ﬂ os part
af 8 campaign to =id the straggle of tha peaopka of
Angentting and all of Latin A&murica sgsinst
inparialism,

The Socialist Organiser hes loept 2 tight grip an
the cost-1gils of Bann and RAaca. ‘While insisting that

Imperialism and the workers’ states sz

Troraky

wia defand the right of the workes' sates 1o
maintain nuclsar waapons 1n dalance sgainet
impariaiism's drive o restore cipitalism an a8
world scaln, We oppose all pacifist and reutralisr
carmpalgns against thom that weskan the ssif-
defence of the warkers' siates.

For Trotskyists the highest good is alweys the
indepandant mobillsation of the working clas for
Its histario revalutio.sry gosals.  Within this con-
tast wa dafard the post-capitalist scongmins
against attmck by imper@lism or its agents. - Trot-
iky sumimed up the perspective clearly:"We mugt

way thet the

workers :lﬁnv!' just mh-riliii are dufanding in

the USSA (Hate propecty srd plonmned sconarmy|
and ogainat whom we arm  Sondicling @ ruthise
wirepgln [tha parmsitic burssvorsoy and its Comin-
tarnl. e mugt not |oes sight for & single moment
of the fact that the guestion af cverthrowing the
soviot burssucracy s for s sibordinate to the
guanion of presarving sinte property in tha mesns
of production In the USSR; that the guestion of
proserying stéls property in (e msknd af producthan
Im tha USER is subordinate for us to tha gues
tiam of ithe world proletarian revolation,™

In I:I_l-fp'rnl af Marxklsm, p.211. B

they ara Ao pacifate in the abetract, they heve
proved pure social pacifists in this concrete fegt. By
leta Way, they were 20l describing Benr'e stance B
ane of intreasing boldréss: "Tony Bann, thowugh
gilest In Parliamant an Apell 3re, eam aul far with-
drowal of the flest maich sariiar than Tribune Al
first e was heif-hmarted - “mp scbice, for what it
f& waFTh, iF HRAE T et should e withdrawn” -
thon baldar and boldar™”. (3E8E2. It is 2 mark of
the degenerotion of the forces that sipport
Socialist Organiser that their retreat from revalution
ary Marchm, their swn timidity In ihe face of left
raformism, can be measursd by tha incroased
symmetny betwesn thelr orguments ard thais of
Raca ared Bann, Even tha left reformist, pro-

Koen Livingstone ""Labour Hesald™ com ssa Thaccher's
wane For warat It b -an imparialise wear,

Mot & Soelalist Organler. Labour Herald's
refarmist creduritiale sre not in doubt, Sockal et
Organigar, however, is living @ contradiction. |ts
roison di'etre (&8s & “"marsist pola’t 0 the Labour
Party. Its hope far survisal and growth is to main-
tain & non-aggraissen poet with kaft ralormism, Tha
price of the pact constantly undermines tha
"marziam' of tha pole, Fallure o reccanise this,
fallure ta stand firm an a guestion as wital as the
war, wWill take a Turthar Toll on Socialae Chgenise's
dimirshing reserves of marxism,

Ones again, thersfors, we make & call o the
rank ang Tika milllitants within the Foocialst
Organizer Allianes:

Chiamgs ywour positions|

Challengs your bamoupt loaders|

Stop pleying the robe of servile fallos-trovallers
of the Isit reformissl

Jodm with ths rovolutionory internationalists to
fight tha warl B



Iran/lraq war i
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IMPERIALISM’S PLANS FOR
ULF IN DISARRAY

WHEN THE ARMIES of Saddam Hussein
wweapt imto Iren in September 1980,
WORKERS POWER ergued that réevolution-
aries in Iran and throughout the world had
o duty to give support to the military ded-
ence of lran against Iraqg.

We took this poition despite the sxistence of
the murdorous clerical despotem of Khomaini and
the Islamic Republican Party, and strossing Les we
lave dona sbnce befors s formationl, thet no pod
iticsl support whitiorver could be given o it
Whist we did support was the dofance of the Iman-
wn Gntkimperilaiat revolution sgairml it8 awTarnad
foms - jum as wa deferd it against ity internal fodm,
principally Khomainl ard his tevor regeoma

We recognised thel Seddem and the lmgi
Aa'sthisn” war alra were completely rescliondry -
the externally impossd division of lran and the
weipure of it southern aliflields; the impesition of
o military chotstorshap or P atometion of tho
Pahdavis; tho mstablishment of @ new ~policeman
of the Gulf™ for LS emperiadism. and the orystald-
wation therefore of #n anti-Soviet, anti-nategnal
revolutianery allianee in the reglon.

Whitim K homeind's regime wis, #nd 5, sngeged
in @ murdérow chil wEr againgt the Kords and
speirgt tha Loft, Imq's stteck forosd the mullehs
to gefend the mangled &nd distorted gins af the
#rti-Shah peyalution, retioral indepandence and
the socied gaimd of The workers, pessamts and wrban
MR
This cdofence was carmied out in & tharoughly
comflir-riedutinary fshion. Revolubonary com-
marists would hawe fought for completely differant
politicsl snd military methads and goals, They
would hawe Seught for the remowal and owrthroe
of the mullahs, for & mobllisation of the mass
not onfy to defend existing gains against restor-
athon, but to advancs the class intemsis of the
anploited and nppr_u:md. in dhort for working class
ImpcferThin and DR

Howrever, whilst such policies had not yet
triumnphad amongst the massss, suppert for nationsl
defence in el remained both neotesiry and pros
gembe. Such defencs was not and |5 not defence
af Ehomainl but of the worken, passants and
oporened people against pro-imperialist e
sthon. It in thus the defence of the only forces
s g mnd mest Bring Kkomaini ond the
“mlmrric” maroesran to the bar of justics,

Thw iy Ba'mhian, dEpite thakr ""seeulas”’,
“socambat”, Arsb retiosslisE rheforic and Thais oweh
ommt o el evDhat orery uphemvein.
-y EgEge in § pro-sraee i oLy e -
=i Drepect wethen D Oudt repros, wm e wial

R e

proivlars o mpenaiien @ that nors of Tha ey
Gutf EFEE B, OF e DT, EIORg Eoegh 10
derierd Farraeteen, W donl GBS B rAgONE] pES
=, chaciing s deesiopment of anti-imperisl
oensnel] Emorget e maossr Al of tha Gult
et - Kosail, Ssed Arsbis, Oman, efc - are
mmoept By 00 Gech  MOvTEBNLE

R g

Iragy prisarsers af Wwer i Tren

Post-revolutionsry [ren, evan though s Tl
tion has been mduced by the ropressions of the
ldsmic rapublie, memaing procf of the possibility
of the overthrow ol 1ha: Strongest dictatorships, smd
af the fact that US ‘imparialiem itsell con be
defied, Ag much, Iren rvnaing what the US mil
“g foroe far instability'’. That i wiy tha LS ime
perialists ore daing all they can to fonge 8n
alliznce of the Gulf states with & militarily strong
Img.

Such Bn adliance could d@ter The sprasd af e
plutipnary uphesvdsl and could, potentislly, mstars
Iran 16 the peg=imperialist foid. The Gulf Cooper-
ation Council (Ssudi Arstela, Kuwalt, Bahmain,
Ontar, Oman and the United Arss Emirgtes! has
heiwei given LS support in the shapa of the AWALC
reconrassand plane and military personnel In
turn the foroes within the councl! give engemdun
finsncial basking to Saddam’s war offort. Koesit
geve B Billion doftars, while Saudl Arable . supplied
the bulk of the 40 billion dollars totel aid pecksgs
ghvén 19 Irag By the Council

For s part, America his definstely warmsd 5
the onoe wocslly ami-US, pro-Sovier Beghdad reg
ime. A deal to send up W 12 Hercules transport
pianes b bean mede possible Dy FAeagan lifling an
euport ban on ¥ militarily significant tems™ from
the US o Ireg. The swift US condamnation of the
lurmall mbd on frag’s nuclear power plEnt wal &
further indication of Resgan's growing warmth for
Irog. Indesd Ysroel’s attock on lrag amd T8 Supply-
ing of sparss 10 lmn was part of the Zionist
state’s attiemp to blocgk the twn of WS polioy
tiwaards ireg snd the Gulf monkrehia - 8 turn
thiy Tear wiil be at lsmel's =xpense.

& defeat for fmn would mot only restore stab-
iliry, it wauld maks the reesctionary olllamss of
Jondam, Ireg and cha GuUll soated & vislle peoposit.
iom The lramian wictory hes souppensd thess plamt,
and imperialist commentatars heve not tried to
hide their dismay, The US megazine *'Nowpessk"
in @n articke csfled "The Threat om ln™, com-
menied: “If Iran's army fights its way into lrag
and topples Prisidant Saddam Hussein, & pro
Khamaini wadga codid pugh westwards atroig the
Middie East from Iran, theough lreq to Syris,
which i alreedy sympathetic to Khomeini's cause
With the northarn ther of the Arsb world valner-
sble and 8 wocond dengar fone possible slong the
Pyrpps Guil, the riabdmy of the sntire ol regson
e elka” O3V SET

Thin is wiy US diploman ws kourmying sround
fired medigtomn to schisus & daal that will edoa
SEaoieiern 1 Rack

iran"y victory, thersion, mavks the theeaerting of
the mfest imparialil plam to “Esbilss the Guir™,
and that b to b welcomed Howesser, now That
Khorramibahe hai fgllen, arel onca the claaring
ot of lreg troops from the last chunks of the

i ECRNL.S PP | % g

TO0 souEre mikes of Iran they occupied hes been
completed, the time will hied come for revcdutions
arim 10 e the millitary bloe with Khomeini's
forces. The immediste threst hae gore, Furthar
military sction by lmn would be designed 1o serve
tha Khomeini regime’s salf-aggrandiament, A con-
tinseation of the war Irmeolving any lasting incur-
glon into lragi territory should be condemped.

The defance of the gaing af the Imnlan rewolu-
thon of 127980 in no way entails support 1o an
lranian “Haly War™ t¢ topple Saddam. Thesa gins
themselves are under constant attack in Ieen, [ran-
j@n forces would @sport anly the counter-
revalutiorary clericalist tmppings of the antl-Shah
revalution, not it potantial for workers’ power
and genuine netions! liberatian which thay &ra try-
ing to axpunga In Irane Certainly & revolutionsry

orisis - feared By the US ard tha Guif monarchies -

B likely after tha collapre of Saddam’s blogdy
sdventure, but this will mot be hastened by &n
Irsnlan offenaive Inta lreg. Ouite the contrary, it
will tend to salidify Arsh aationallst and ant
clericalist senthment around the Ba'sthists, Tha
Irsgl workers and pessants, the leqgi Kords, must
sottle sccounts with Saddsm. The onfy assistanos
they can benefit frem i that of 8 class eorclous
lranfan prodotariat struggling for, or hadding, power,

The "natlansl unity” that exeted during the
war is skin desp, Those on the laf like “Socalist
Organisar” and “'Socislist Waorker”™ whd indisted
that victary would doclsvely strengthen the Imanian
regime, testify to their ignosanca of tha |mnian
rivolution. The regime may enjay a tamparasy
resurgencs of popularty, but withawt the axouss
of fighting lmg, thay will find it increasingly oifi-
cult 10 sustmin this lran & going through soon-
oo difficulties that are moding towasds propar
tlars simikar to the crisis that preceded the Shah's
fall.

Geovaramant spanding for 1883483 is budgeted
at 3,100 billion rials [3B.2 billian dollam), inal-
wing 8 projectad deflcit of B85 billion rials. Hsdng
slashed their oil prices, tha povernmant s likely to
be wery hard presied o meat this deficit. Huge
dibis are liksly to bapome the ordar af 1he day,
All food, exeept fruit and fresh vegetables. s rat-
woned and Mood prices on both the official and
black markst have Trabiad snce THE0, Unempicy-
maerit s rife #od industry, révaged by the war, i
working at an enoemowsty reducec capecity.

in the fece of this crisis, the “mionsl uniTy'”
i the b ey has begun to creck. The ruk
chearly defined and countorposed lactlona. Khe
maind’s deth will miewify this conflict. The wio
fory sgeinet img thenrfore, Fen not. fundsmesntaly
maoived The comtredictions thatl hevs wrecked The
lrhen Fuling cles iincs the revalution, The freg
mariation of that clan foretells the likslhood of
new Fevedutionary shiuations.

The ruling party has split into & “siate capit-
aligt”, nationallst faction knowm as Tvke (mam's
line". Led by “radicals™ like the Avatallsh Man-
taparl, this group b pressing for natlomstlisatian,
cantrslisation and the ues of Irenian ail to bBuwild
an econamy independent” of imperialism. Monda-
rari Sumerisd Thie fne dp I/ & recant Intaryiew:
"“Our all resourcas balong to sl the Muslims of
th workd, K's their progerty, YWe have countine
ke India, ared Palegtine and Pakistan to heip, but
tha superpovwes will net allew us to play & e
structive rola’ ["Middle Enose'’ Jung 13821

Against “'tha Imam’s ling"™ W renged the power-
ful Hojetish faction who, fully in aooord wilth
lglam, favaur the develogment and extenslon of
privata capitadism in irmn. Little wonder thet ane
of the leaders of this group, thé Labour Minister
Akimad Tawakoll, has been in the Frant ling of the
assault on the revodutlicn's sacial gins - the shart-
aning of the working wieek, the profitakaring lows
ard the (fesbie| clernents of worke=s" conirol that

wasrg imitituned, Agmingt even the lslamio ooundls
e

Tahran damonstraiion

that axiit, the Hejatlah daclarad: "the councils
contradigt privete ownership wibch is regpected in
Islam. Manogemnmmt must bo in the hamds ol tha
managare Caprtal is lallowasd by mansgement, but
the inferferance of councils in monagement moans
violation of the righls of the awnaers; therefore
counails are nareraligions’. Even the Islamic
shados af the workers” shoras are taa much Tor
the unabashed captialists of tha Hojtiek

Thara s, inesitably, a palitieal gafaess Bk-
ing place, The discowary of the planned coup by
Khameini's- former fomign: minister, and the impli-
cition ol Avatalssh Sharat Madsrl in it. ha been
used by the “'radicals™ of the lmam's line as a
atlck to baat the “llberals™ with, On the ocher
hard, the Kamiteh's hive bean placed urder min-
Isterial comtrod, while the powers of thoe Pasdamn
{Aevolutionary Guasds) have boon limiced and
thase of the regular amy incressed. These meas-
urs kit directly af the hees of tha lmam's ine
faction's armed powveer,

This developing conflict - imtensified in the
aftarmath of “wieory” - & threafening to explods
in anothar nternecine conflict, Thea warking <lasa
has no sides bn this confiict. It can and must use
the digpuis within 1hs ruling clees 1o prapars
projetarian revedution in ren. The sycophants of
tha Tudeh {GP) and the Fedayean Majority ame
dretding ug the Imam’s ling tecticn - butchem of
the Kurdish poople - as orti-inperslists, This =
dangerols. nomsnis that will s the working clas
to'n wing of the clsss sremy,  The United front
nesded in Iren e i ot weith are wing of the
bourpssaize but between the left amd workers’
arganisstions againgt 1he atiscks of the Bourgenisia,

DCembcratic rights, smaged by the regime, must
be meviored. |ncependent workes' DrganEations -
crucially new, gending shorae ard trade unions -
must be built in every plant. Workers' militia
must datend such org@aniiangnd apairal the culbe
wislding semi-fascists amongst the Posoaran and
Hezbollahi. Women must be freed from the degrad-
|HE peErtrletons on mosamnant and creds that [slam
Fedats pon Them. The paisanis must take up the
fight to realise thair demnand of the rewalutian -
thwarted by the |RP regime - '"“and to the tillem™,

Brruggle arourdd thess Iibe muil be dirpctsd
ta ome goal - the goal of woarkers’ revolotion. The
illushon of a possible “democratic’” phose, couriesy
af the Imnlan boungealsie, shauld B car ailde by
lranign communist, Togethes with Fallaw-
emmenEts in reg they must march inta the
impending battles against thelr rulers arder tho

Hogra:

Down with the lilamie Republic!

Workers and peasamts must rule in Iram and Irogl
imperialtt hands off Tesnd

Sacddem must fall to the Iragi workers and paasants!

For Rovawtionary Communist (Trotskyistl Partim
I lran and |rag. B

THATCHER’S VICTORY... covrioeo emomeace

micre saphisticated patriotic palaa of
theat Labour MP or Liberal jowrnalist, it

wiaraver sn objsctive B patantly
remote from 1he lives s intorests of

apainst the sbstrect “danger of nuclear
heolocaust'” last Octobsr wars sdnated

Thatches's victory will nat B2 R
et ane unless, In the coming marths

ard undaddiTied banner of interaeticon-
aliam - of unbending defeatsm For

I§ Apone tha less effactive ar virdlent
fiar all that.

To the uremglaysd working cldis
wouth, aftar manths ar years on the
dole and with 8 Labéar méawament that
by doewr nothing for him or her, the
ersalz eacitemBent, the projpect of
“lolning up™, the wisjon of jobs in ship-
wards, stealmilli and factorie humming
with war-orders, makes themn very wual-
neratde to pro-impacialisn idealogy. it
Is no sccident that a recent apinicn
podl shows that amangst skifind warkers
Al vouth, the Tores hovs leapt ahesd
in pogurlarity.

That a goverrement that Fem inflicnesd]
pvige attacks on the working class can
have, with comgMralingg sass, tind the
warking class mowvernent 1o 8 bdaady

working peope is 8 mesisire af That-
cheer’s succass, B wunderlies the sheer
impotence of the Letaur Party that
tas absolutely failed to mohslisa the
warkirg olass sgainst the moil detastod
Primne Mimister sircd Baldeiin.

Elecioral arthmatic i st pulliclant
10 cmloulabe tha changing balamces of
the claes struggle, bt the patbetic third
place for Labour at Mitchom ard Mo
den & & meaiurd of Labsurs irnslamnos
arki bankruptoy in the fight against war
ard The fight ageinst the most viclous
anti=morking clegs gowarnmant Tor forty
WENTS,

The peace  maversnt, in paneral,
amd CND In particular, have likewisa
by crally exposed by ewents. The
cuartsr af & million wha demonotrated

doswn in the heat of medis chauvinlsm
to between 1600 and 7000 In the dem-
pngtrations agalnst this particilar war.
CMNO leaders ond the=ir Labouwr, CF amd
“Trotekyiet™ alliea havm Tought hard to
kenp the nuclear mswe and the anti-
Aeagar deemorgtmtiors strictly separ-
ate from the Falklards war.

The reasan i simpla. Many, i not
most of the middle class sppariers of
CMD are patrictic littla Englanders
They are  willing to protest againsg
war in tha hetract, bur any and emry
actual war imichss “aur boys'", "Brit
aln's interests'" omd a whale list of
“dernacratic” prdtexte Thals "angu
merts™ hit their pacifism with The
farce of an Exooet missiin,

arud yeRrt, The working chess mave-
ment finds a news revolutionary, inTeés-
netionalist kadership that can lead the
warking cless under it own Benrsr -
ot Thateher's Lindon lack - but the
rad banrdr af tha world's warker and
oppressed. -

This now leadership can only b
forgad fram those who dare tear aeide
tha pitiful camoufiaga of “'demacracy
wamie dictatomhip®, of defending the
"democmatic rights of the Falkland
Ismneiers amnd of sc-called self-
datarminatian for o populaticn the eise
af 4 largs villsge inhablting o pair of
Bouth American islands. All these for-
cos must be rallied to the urspatted

WARKERE POWER

British imperatism,and fearses dafoncs
of the oppressed  and #aploited of all
epUmEras,

Let thosa wiho cannat sea bahind
the camoufiage sink back unnenwd and
disgredited amwoagil the motley ranks
af Chridtain sociadists, pacitists and
“Marxists”™ wihg would make Mars turn
in kv greve, They can toke Benn as
their ideologue and figurmhesd, Workers
Power commits iaalf 1o rallying the
et forcas of the working class urdiar
the bamner of revolutionary comemurn-
iim - th® interretionalist banmer of
Lenin ard Trotsky. @
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ALL OUT NOW!

dented Mormen Fowler's arrogant
optirmism,

Hiz sirategy of divide snd rule hm
mot met with 1ha hoped Tor slosses
in parthoubar tha stiempt to set the
mursm agairrt the rest of the work-
force has backlred. Murss in NUPE
e COHEE have bidn willing 10 friks
for the full cleim of 1I%. Even the do-
mothing soab outfit, the ACN, kas re
jerted Fowler's 8.4% bribe fo mairsss.
Hin saloulmted jrault 1o the et of tha
workforce - am offer af 4% and e
for BOME workom - hll united warkers
in the hesgitel.

The matcns for Thig unlty &re not
maed to fimd. They lie in The semilarity
of wigs pAECkETS Datwwen nurses, por-
tern mnd ancillaries - 8l sbominendy
i,  Lawt vear B9% of the famale
fulktime workfores In tha MNHS wern
on less than £TE per wiek grods sas
mingk. Glven that women comprise the
majority of the worklforss, This plece
theé MHS a3 ore of the lowest paid
secton in Britsin. Thos who ook
witer the sick are warth 4% to 8.4% in
th Toriem scheme of things.

Hovweevar tha siraady waalthy dispan-
sern of Justice - man whois judgerments
raimd fored omd narbon trade unicnists-
pre weorth an 10.8% re, The recamtly
mrtiend chinf of Thalcher's Policy Unitr
oxpanined this with impeccable bosay'
loge “Paylng mors « or svan ‘too mueh’

o jadges amd senior civil servants is
i gaing 1o prejudics tha country's
Foturas. W in sxcasEivé piny increases Tor
fage numbers of governmeni amploy-
v that produce all tha familisr prob-
[T

Thard i ondy one wiy 1o defest thin
pititwde - bring the government to itz
krvesm by allout incefinite etrike sethan and
b supaortive sirlke sctlom from warkar
outsids . the health service. The one
dey  wlrike  bhevw  lifad tha well on
ihe determingtion to Ffight that exigte
emongst Tha haolth woricers, But
i workers do not go beyond such
it actions, then the defermination,
militd@ncy dnd sbility o win e full

RAIL WO

AGAINST

A MAJOR SHOWDOWRN betwesn
the British Rall Board, epgged on
by Thatcher, and i rail workers,
i on the cands

Evan balora MeArthy's anguiry
intn “flexible rostering” was publi:
shieel, Parker wae planning 19 intro-
duce it regardiess. The BRB hes
tied this yew's wage respotistiona
lafferbng o paftry B% 10 be pald In
Septambarf 1o aoeeptanes of e
ke reotering ' AE T this wesn't
smowgh tha BABR hove annourood
that thay plan to cut 5000 pbs
from theair twelve workshaps incbuding
tha closura of Shikdan ond Horviedh
gl the part cloisre ol Swindan
works.

Im tha face ol this attack ASLEF
&1 Thair anmual conlferancs  rajected
the Meoefrthy report ard votsd to
fight its recommandations. The mili-
tirsy of the train drivare owsr the
last wvear pointed to such an oot
corm,. Tha recant outbursts of
millitand rhetorie fram S04 Wleinbal]

claim will be scquandered. The Torjes
will ride out limitsd actions. Workers
willl ko= pay, while winning mothing

The. copartunity 10 deveiop Bnd axtand
the strikes will be wasted. [rdiwidual

sctiors will sion Taking action and the

militamts will become olssd erd demor

1P

it would sppesr. that the top offi-
cials of the 13 unions in the TUC
Hesith Service Committes sre proparing
tha vy for such & disseirous devel-
opment. After the succoss of the May
ih meike whan 389% ol the hospitals
sinunk. the Commities! oich oot g
vt workers i Edinburgh and Roth-
eriwm whowent on all-out strike and
instand cafind for further one day stop-
PRy an Jine 4ih and Bth,

Enrmged by this decision mikitants
fromy Shathesd, Leeds and Mewweastis
meaifted & lobby af the NUPE netions
conference @1 Scarbanough to force the
eall for mll-out Inclefinie sirike
action.

Smrboraugh wos an education far
=ery haspitsl workes. The executive,
fn abways, pleyed B Very cHAAP GRITIE,
Monothalms, they were puihed 10 the
lmite by the miitant lobby, Despitn
using &l the Durmsucsatic mawes n the
NUPE rulsboak, tha oressurs - from
thit kobby end the foct thet sceme arsas
wiare alrandy out - wiEl greal arough 1o
forcs o resaletion oidling for allout
Indefinite action, with emergency cower,
froemy Jura S1h onto tha MNoos of the
conferanos.

Thewgh this was passd, Alsn Fliner
wind gudick to #pot and use B get-cut
clause., The rmschotlon colted on afl
hdith undons 10 sTrilel Invaking unily
& madr ol saalding NUPE glving
& lead 1o the ather unians Fitker
daclased: “If wa ore to ssesiste the
sotion, which m mamy areas has already
bean affective, we heve got 1o toke the
ather undons with we™

By the snd of the debate, deisgates
81 legst Falv they hied won he o
mant to all-out sctionm - Faker comeine
e thein by stating categorically that
“thare will be no ducking owr."

immadistaly afbwr this Fisher told
the press “The unlty of the TS
clnpaign i paremount &nd the glen
wowhd e reviewed Hf other anlons
didn't mippan '

The gxecutive ard union afficiale
have, throughout the campaign, played
on tha fears of the momberhip Thet
didiions betywesn unicns are 8 recipe

HEALTH
WORKERS:

for defsst. They heve puthed unity In
and of iteslf & the key ta winning.
but unity areund the lowest camman
danaminator,

Sa at tha TUC Canerml Caouncil NUPE
rofused to mise the call for its confer-
snce degislon to be discusseg, let nlona
Implemartad, The NUPE bursaucrats
showed that they agresd with the dis-
graceful santimans sxpresiad by Charlle
Camnet of the GMWLL Hée danounosd
the: MUPE confersnce, js. the rank and
fits, for "'dragaing this movement [fto
the gutter.” Detemmined action & some-
thing 1o ba ashamed of in the warld of
thess mbaried ssll-ourt marchanis,

Flakar and oo hive been puick to
&cl = EgEingt maves o &ll-eul Bctian,
All fulktimens have bean sl letters
tediing then to do nothing outside
the TUC committiea's guiddlings, Tne
oifficlal In Ghatfiedo wha, reluctantly,
vaicad his membare supgort far alis
out actien, nos bosn throotered with
baing moved from the erea,  In Motk
s the allout strike hes been knifed
by the withdrivil of #rike pEy. Tha
warkar ot Edinburgh are undor the
inienss préssird ol being out @n & limb,

Flshar's clalm that “We are loaking
far vietory" cin hardly be Sken
sarioisly,

KERS MUST UNIT

PARKER'S PLANS

of the MUR wers sommuhet e
expectec.  ‘Waighsll has slready ascees-
ted flseible rostering Tor hla own
members, without in army way core
silting them, ard he took manage
mant's side during the seven weak
AS5LEF dispute. Mow Weighell has
threstened industrial sction from Jth
dune il the plams to close the
workahops aré nol aceappead and a
“resmnably pay offer’” iE mot made.
How do we explain this sudden
about Tece? ‘Weighell recoagnises thn
significance of the waorkshop closures
for Twture investment in the mibeays,
Weith the mpid mndown of rolling
stock  the declsion
to close ihe workshops con only
rreiin thet BRAE intench o hack
the railway down ta itz bare bones.
Waighell’s slEnce @ akbo 8 resporss
to mounting opopasition. to hes
apen collaboraticn with Ferkar, Rank
and file members af the MUR hoes
been disgusted at his acceptance of
alxible rotering’’. A delesne
ernfereance. of BRUE aguards recprtiy

woted to fght' at the full NUR
confersnck o reesind Tha wnlon's
mpmpronce of the socheme.  Weighall
hopes to autmandssuiie Ths growing
militarey by “taking a stand™ on
the workshop @us Bnd  ansuring
that, if there B to be a fght, its
wiill take piescs under his eontral.

IT e BMUR grikes Tram Juna Ttk
= mnd deipite the Expoutive’s decisisn
there is ro guaramtee that it will -
militonts musr not pEr Ry st In
Waljlll snd tha other lasgders,  For
one thing he is siresdy backtracking
an an “alkout strike- sugERsting
& npaien of aalactive strikas by
differsnt sections st differamt teres,
Aguinst this militarts must camgaign
for an all-ody strike - of &l tha mil
dnions < entil the threst 1o closs the
workshops is withdrewm, the “flaxible
rostering” scheme s scrapped, and the
unlon’s wage clalim, as determined
by wamk are Tile rail workers, is
met in fall,

The potential for unity bebween
the three unicore doe evist The

" Is calied.

DOmspite thesa disgroceful amtles by
the lesclars the canpaign for all-oul
imdefinite strike sctlon for the full
elalm must be bullt in eyery hospitsl
and snbulance station. The nuries of
the ACN must oe broken from that
efganiaton and. recruited by the Trades
wnions.  Real unity in acticn must
raplaca apuricus unity of sentkmant,
Whan the Taries snd bBuresuerets uss
the argument  that “'patients will wif-
", tha Aol MU ba,
" H‘ﬂ“ﬂﬂ it s the Torles' falilr for ot
poying i 8 llviag wege.,  Thesr cute
are laading to desths all the tima,
Undarpald and cverwarked health woar
kera strugale day in snd dey outl to

minimiss the sffect of thess cuts, They

gomand, desewe and ore determined
o win & decant Was,

Alap Flshar arguss that ‘the manage-
ment should Be the a@ who decida
what BmBargency oower
thould be provided iF an ell-out gtriko
He s undermining the
poantinl effectheencss af strike action
ir sdvence  In Liverpoal during thea
peagent round of strikes the manage-
ment used bogus emerganicies 10 foree
strlkars to work.  Fisher's position gives
the menagemant the rlght 1o organise
scabbing.

TS55A corference recently  voted unare
imoud y 1o sipport actlon on the
wiorkshaps ius, whila ASLEF will
act against rostering.  That unity
rrigt b Tareed wpon' the Insderships
of the thres  uplons but £ poust
b forged in siniggl® &t @ rAnk and
fils levnl. Through unity in actkn
the sk can ba lald for bridging
the divisions that hawe plagusd il
workers for so long.  Local it
action cormrsitiees need 1@ be built
mnommcing ‘all raihworkers with  dede
mtes fram the differant depois.

That the union bumesucrars will
ek compromises and attempt o el
cul R IARSFSETE |5 B sune &S Hlﬂ'lt
fallows day. We haed to prepsrne
for this by puttineg the contred of the
sivike, the decision as to what itg
diemands shall bo amd when t return
o work imbo, the hénmch of (ke rank
ared file through regular mass  mestings
arel, in Batwesn thasa, through damcs
cratically plected local action commemi-
tians, banded together Into o natkonal

gt s e Shr oo

Wihan wa say Bllout strike That @
whal we mean - pllegutstrikel Then
and only then will the fossibility of
providing emergency caver, which
should not ba sutcmatic (n 8 sorikes,
be dicusied snd decided on by rivilken
themsaiver. 1t will be decided upon
an the basls of iba health workers'
asssmmeenis, nat the basses . Such all-
out strike octlon, comtrolied ar auery
iwanl by rank Brd Tile, demooratic sirike

-gadmimivingg, mus ba linked 1o suppor-

tha mction froen gthar workers, The
Hipportiee etrikee on My 19th by the
Soith Yorkshire minsm, by tha New-
castle water-niorkers on June 4th and
promised by the BEC (River Dom)
Stoohworkers and Miners throughout the

John Strrreck (Matwark)

eandritpy Fof the Bth, must bs built upon,

Soargill must be called upan to wim
his wiords Mo actbon s ule Ris
power &8 lesder of the MUM to bring
that union out alongside healthwarkors,
& gombination of the hoalthworkers snd
the miners could nat mersly win the
12%, it would rousa the whole working
claks (nto @ masslve offansive agsinet &
Tary government thet has spant too
lang glaating ot the low pay and jobe
lesaniss that it b inflictsd an the
wiorking clas B

MAME .. oo i i i o

ADDRESS ... ...¢ocnes

a s s E e s et AN FEP

Sand £3 to the sddmis balow and
recaive 12 Hsues of tha paper.
Maks chagues or POs payabls to
Wordcars Power snd foreard 1o
Workoers Fovear,

BCM Box TT50, Lomdon,

WC1M IXX,




