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real conv utlon to be made in turning

In our last issue (Workers Voice 8) E%?if_fé&EFi kf¥5ﬁ“rff, the worx;&g ¢lass from passivity to
we noted with satisfactior t@sa ETE rhe TagBuueR e £p% JSWHN pession. The workers will need to g0
sporse of the working class in CLoPE b Seve 2oL PR through & veritable purgatory before
to the post-Falklands situation EESTREU - UuS 2 vk they are able to assimilate the per-
read the path to struggle once agal e i e spectives of the communists, who must
4% that time transpert and health DRy B SEUE SV O be present in every fight against the
workers were engaged in bitte ato cutting, pro Easey add. crisis, on the economic and political
with the government, battles which arge scale S proceeding  rnopig) Defeats, massive defeats like
shared positive features (solidarity Wit herKed  SUCoesE. that experisnced in Foland may be nec-
dcetions for example). &Since then the For those who believe that the exper- essary in order to grind all the illus-
weve of militancy has crashed on the ience of the immediate struggles ol ions out of the proletariat. But such
rocks of unior ssbot - cail the working class will lead it towards defeats (like ﬁ955 in Russia) are not
by the a°6pvr+hg cris spi a revolutionary understanding of its final. Neither will war erase the
workers have been manosuvred 33 the general needs and tasks, the present working class from the historical
bosses and unmoms ' tile situatlon must be depressing indesd. field. It did not do so in the Falk-
go-round of token The "experience' of the failure of lands, and has not done so with the
1tably led %o thoie aefe:r t militancy Go produce the goods has not Tren Irag war where the working class
strikes on the railways and public lead to an awareness of the need to on both sides are carrying on a megn-
transport had already been defeated destroy capitalism. The "experience” ificent fight against the war. The
when WV8 went to press. Of union sabotage has nov led to outbreask of more generalised wars,
Since then the retreat has contin- aufonomous” proletarian organisation. or even a full-scale imperialist con-
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the next twe years, and in November “ risis will go away- board of revolutions in the past and
the miners voted agsinst strike action e St Te © UBE Juart, EEd till to exclude this possibility btoday is
to schieve a 10% wage deal snd against then they will just sit it ouv. The simply pacifism.

redundencies. Since then the Coal minority who feel this is mot the case In the present, difficult period
Soard has produced =& hit-list of 100 §e3 Ehf-:j;f s ?fp?°5llﬂt ML) uﬂmnzhists must rise to their tasks,
pits that may be closed. Flans for and feel helpless Yo halt i%. and make preparations for the confront-
further redundancies in the steel ., We repezt ggain, IThe awareneSg 0f = g4igng which lie ahead. The leaflet
industry were announced in October. g B e R R working reproduced on pg 2 which was distrib-
The ISTC has manasged to channel op- :%ﬁfGTUnTULB Etﬁi i Lja:é?jﬁ*LE uted in Oetober/November, is printed
pEsltlga into a campaign to blockade E_obs. Sod aistorical EEOF_ﬁm:v? B gs an sxample of the contribution we
steel imports and get "community Bty re-fashionsd and resto are meking o try and ensure that from
support" for steelmen. In Scotland 9 26 by tho CoRmLSs e LeRe its defeats the working class will
the IBSTC ﬂTEﬂﬂiEEF a meeting addressed Etien thening of the =hiﬁl;3 Df_tEf_ lesrn the lessons mecessary for iis

by clergymen and Tory MPs aga__st the party to carry oubt ivs tasks, is the T i s b

cubs: meanwhile 2 500 Jobs have van—
ished in the Scottish division of BSC
in the last month without a fight.
Veuxhsll worksrs have been persuaded
by their union to accept a 5% deal,
ernd shop stewards at Ellegmere Port
are now flexing their muscles - to
campalﬂn against imported G cars
from Spain, After Thatecher's Falklands
comes the aconomic chauvinis: of the
trades urions.

1t is true that not gll is negetive.
AT the tims of writing it looks as 1f
water workers may take action over

SRIXTONTHE FIGHT GOES ON

The uprisings in Britains cities in the summer sentences - far more than in martial law
gf 1981 ?errifieﬂ the British bourgeoisie into Poland! The government report cited in the
introducing a whole new series of measures to Guardian also exposed many of the media lies
control the unemployed, e.g. youth "training" @bout the riots. True the vast majority (78%)
initiatives ete. They slso terrified them into £ those jailed were over 21, but lesas than E%E
savage repression. Recent figures, cited in were black, and about half were actualy
the Guardian showed that over 700 are still in Jjobs. PFar from being simply black jobless,
Jail In PBritain after the savage court Cont. on p2



B BRIXTON: The Struggle Goes On

those involved in the riots came from s much
wider stratum of the young proletariat,
Shortly after the publication of these figures,
the ghettoes were again in the news.

Although police repression has managed %o
prevent riots this year reaching the levels of
last year, the violent siruggles of the
unemployed and underemployed have continued.
There is no doubt thet the media have been
covering up these struggles. There was &
serious disturbance in Tottenham at the same
time as the Brixton riot on the first of
November - the police station was attacked by
unemployed youth, This riot was given one
mention by LBC radic news, then suppressed.
Another example is Liverpool, where there have
been many riots since last year.

Riots in Brixton (which is only two and a
half miles from Whitehall) have only been
contained by the development of a massive
special police force armed with CS gas, water
cannon and lethal plastic bullets which hava
killed dozens in Northern Ireland. In fact the
Special Patrol Group has been strengthensd
since lagt year by the new Metropolitan Police
Chief Newman who was brought in specially from
running the Royal Ulster Constabulary for the
task,

Nevertheless, the pressure of the decay of
London caused the long-awaited and inevitable
riot on November 1st. The Front Line arza of
Brixton is a typical inner-city slum of old
terraces surrounded by newer housing estates.
The worst of these terraces are inhabited by
sguatters, both black and white.

The solution of the local establishment,
Labour, Tory and SDP, is to send in the
bulldogers. The demolition of the Front Line
area is part of the council's futile plan to
turn Brixton into a more commersially-visble
aregs, by tuilding supermarkets and wider roads,
reducing the already inadeguate housing supply.

The inhabitants organise spontanzsously
and learn political lessons, albeit negative
ones, about the Labour Party and their other
enemies.

The Pinancial Times (10th Nov) commentad
that the first response of the Fromt Line
squatters to the threat of demolition was fo
march on the Town Hall and present their
demands peacefully.

"Only after these actions Wad produced no
softening of the authorities position - the
squatters maintein that they had been promiszed
there would be no demolition before alternative
premises were found - did the first petrol bomb
EL

Unemployed youth are learning. Those who
belleved that Labour was somshow 'not as bad
as' the Tories have been rapidly disillusioned.
Last year, the rioters were prepared to talk to
Ted Knight and not the police. Now, they're
beginning to realise he's one of them. As he
opan%y admitted in the News Line which supports
him (2nd Nov), he cooperated tully with the
Tories and the police to attack the unemployed
agquatters.

"We had asgreed with the police that thers
would be:a token presence while the evictions
took place™ (News Line 2nd Nov).

The Workers Revolutionary Party, who
produce News Line, support Ted Knight, and thus
clearly show that they are enemies of the
working class. Similarly, the rest of the
Labour Left who call for more police
'sccountability' are simply preparing for more
cooperation with the police along the lines of
Lambeth's police-community liason commitee,
which the police have simply used to £ind out
the information they need, and to put out
propaganda with the blessing of leftist
councillors. All of this is part of the
softening-up process which a sophisticated
police force needs ss an essential part of its
preparations for more repression.

The Revolutionary Communist Party and ita
front group Workers Against Racism rigprously
oppose this, but instead fall intc the trap of
reinforeing the Tory media's attempt to divida
unemployed workers by portraying their
gairuggles as racial struggles. Just ss the
racist press always try to portray riots as
being caused by blacks, WAR and the RCP talk
about the riots as 'black pecple' and 'the
black community' defending themselves against

police repression, which according to the RCP's
emphasis, is only aimed at them. 3But the
mythical 'black community' is simply an
ideology which unites black workers and
unemployed with black members of the expleiting
classas. A press release by WAR 3rd November
typically fails toc mention workers or the
unemployed at all, ut instead states

"...we wholeheartedly support the right of
black pecple people to fight back against the
police”.

Against this polpulist rubbish, we say
that black workers need to unite with white
workers, and that trying to organise struggles
on the basis of racial oppression DIVIDES the
working class and UNITES black workers with
tlack shopkeepers, capitalists, ete. There
are black bourgeois in Brixton just as thers
are white bourgeols, and the role of communists
is Yo divide society along GLASS not race
lines. In a recent meeting organised by black
bourgeois 'community leaders', WAR's leaders
were subjected to racist sbuse by these people,
but have failed to denounce this, and this is
the inevitable result of the populist, frontist
polities which WAR and the RCP support.

In spite of all the bourgeois and populist
propagands to which the proletariat of this
area 1s subjected, there is an opportunity fot
communists to take advantage of the fotal
disillusionment with the attempts of the major

bourgsois parties to run Lambeth. We say
Brixton needs political groups, not front

groups based on anti-racism or similar
reformist ideologies. There is an opportunit
for communists to organise and propagandise in
the inner cities of Britain, and to prepare
I 5 - +% | aloro I & 4
politieally for the social explosions which
clearly lie shead,

STEELWORKERS LEAFLET

As the capitalist crisis continues To
batter the world's steslmakers, BSC
have announced another series of

closurss snd retionzlisations. The
workforce is to be cut from 94 QOO0
to 69 000. The Ffollowing leafletd
wes given oub at the Scobtish &
Northern ®nglish factories.

No to BSC redundancy plans!
Give the bosses cold steel!

Cnee sgain the British Steel Corp-
oration is planning msssive redund-
ancies in ths stesl industry - prob-
ably &8s mary as 25000. Once again the
uniong, like the ISTC are waging =
Ehoneg oppeosition Yo these plans.,

The unions did nothing whiles Cambus-
lang and Corby were turned into ghost
bowns. And they will do nothing as
The same fate threatens Motherwell
Hotherham. A one day strike,

(st the weekend to minimise disrupt-
to the bosses) and lobbles to
parliament will do ngo geood, and are
designed to lst off steam.

Workers bewarel

Workers, remember the role of the
uniong in the 1980 stéel sbrikes, when
they divided private steel workers
against state steelworkers, and
wasted workers energy in a useless
picketiing campaign. The only way
to have won then was to have spread
the strike to the working class as a
whole, especislly Transpori WoTLKers.
When this began to happen - when the
Liverpoocl dockers took supporting
actlon - the IBTC called off the
strike and settled for a desl that
cpened the way to the glaughter of
thousands ¢f Jobosi; 50 000 have been
magde Tredundant since then. The
unions also spread the illueion that

COMMUNIST WORKERS
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its the Tories who are causing job
losses, forgebtbing the fact that
from 1974 - 79 under Lsbour 30 000
steelworkers went 'down the road’'.
Ihe unions have alsg Boasted that
the reduction in manpower in the
industry since 1945 (from 250 000

0 100 000)has been achieved 'with-
out conflict'. TLebour and the Unions
serve the Dosses interests, and can
not save steelworksrs jobs.

The way chead:
International working class unity

There is only one way for steel-
workers to win their fight, and that
is to gpread the struggle. This means
linking up with other workers who are
Pignting =agazinst the capitalist crisis
- @.%. the hospital workers. The only
way an all-out steel strike cen win is
if it spreads to other sectors of the
werking class. It also means

linking up with steelworkers in the
EEC snd internationally. It means
learning Irom the Belgian steel
workers who last year got redundanc-
ies postponed after dsmonstrations

in Brussels which turned the city

into a bvattlefield, or the French
steelworkers who derailed trains and
burned down their bosses headguarters.

Steslworkers have to fight or die,
there ia no scope for retreat.
Workers at Singers and Talbot found
that plecemeszl sacceptance of the
bosses and unions' "survival" plans
didn't keep their plants opern.
leither will any compromise with
MacGregor & the BSC that the ISTC
dream up.

The fight against the cspitalist
¢risis must become a fight against
capitalism ! As the crisis gets worse
it is clear that the only prospect is
another world war. Workers who sse

Thls must organise into factory

groups in order to fight and convince
their workmetes that communism is the
only solubion to the capitalist criais.



RUSSIA

AFTER BREZHNEV;
THE EASTERN BLOC RE-ORIENTS

¥ationalist rejolcing in Gdansk, nationalist
mowrnine in Moscow. The releass of Walesa in
Poland, &nd the death of Breghrev in the USEF in
+he =pace of a couple of days in mid-November,
givﬁs_us refersnce polnts roimd which to organ~
ise g swrvey of the cturrent problems and
strategy of the Ruseian ruling class,

Rusela's developmen! s the main gleobal
rival o US imperislism ceme ze & result of the
forced capitalist industrialisation pursued by
Stalin in the 19%0s, and ths subseguent
of Fiesia's sphere of influence via the crushing
of the rival Cermarn imperialism in Eastern
Furcp= 1941-kc, TIn the decades following,
Russian power and influsnce grew. Feonomlc
development, admittedly from a lower bass, was
faster than the USA's in the 0= and £Ca. With
enforced lowsr living standards this snablad the
develomment of a military potential which
Toughly squzls that of the USA (compave the puny
Soviet navy in 1962 at the time of the Cuben
crisis with its global presence today)., Sovist
irfluenee also proliferated In these ysars,
reaching ite height in the late £0e and early
70z with succegees in Chile, Vielnam and
Litgola eic.

Birt ‘the orset of the world sconomic crisis,
which hae net spared the stats epapitalist blog,
has seversly weakensd the position of Sovist
imperigliism., Though militarily the equal of
US, the Fuselan sconomy is only £0% of +hs
magnitude of its rival. Thus, it has les= to
fa2ll back on, and additionally its glohal sphere
of influence fron which to draw compensatory
profits is less. A weaker imperdialiem, it has
seen its influence shrink as erisis-ridden
client states switched te the =scenomically
powerful US4 - the supreme example of this is
Egypt after 1973 Bven in its own "huffer zons'
in Bastern Burope, sizns of restivensss have
emerged gmonget slements of the lecal ruling
class and social dimocrder invelving the working
class (e.5. ir Foumania and Poland). Hlements
in both countriss have scught = mors pro-
western orientation. To zll this was added the
decided shift of Chire from a mautrslist ioa
pro-Us pesition after the snd of the ¥ietnam
WET . Urabl= to mrovide the economic largssse
to paper the cracke, the USSR sow its diplomatie
pocition steadily worsen in ths last dacads,

In gddition the Soviet ecconomy was meving into
deeper crisis: growth rates of only 1 - 2% and
four bad hervests put pressure on 1ivine
standards and on funds for arms expenditure.
The Kremlin thersfore viewed with dismay the
apparent inevitability of anether round of re-
armament given the re-oriszntation of US
imperialism undsr Feagan towards a cellisien
course with the USEF: & collision the US lsadsrs
feel confident they can survive.

Thiz sxplains why Fussian policy toward
Europs became so solicitous in the last fsw
years: FPussia dreams of brsaking the unity of
the U3 bloe by & 'Finlandisation' (newtrality)
Europs., 0On the one hand they try te tie the
western Furopean countries to the USSE viae
economic incentives (e.z. participation in the
construction and fruits of the Siterian gas
pipeline)., On ihe other hand they are waging &
canpeign against the acceptance of Cruiees and
Fershing missiles on the part of the warioue
European NATC countries. It was these deairss
gbove all that restralned the Pussian®s hand in
Paland and prevented z situstion 1lke Hungary in
1956 or Czschoslovakia in 1968, which would have
made. the Europeans accept any US poliiical-
sconomic diktat.

And to a certain extent Fussia has scorsd a
limited victory over the US4 in relation to
Poland, symbolised by the release of Walesa.
is not only that Jaruselski hae yestored
capitalist order in Poland, and dealt a crushing

ihe
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Tlow to Solidarity - witness the toial Tailure of

the strike in October on the 2nd amnniversary of
tha Gdensk agreements. Discontent in Poland has
bacome marginalised 2nd privatised, and the

release of Walase posed no threats. The relegs=

of Walesa also symbolised the failurs of Feagan's

ganctlons campsiz:: agalinst Pussias, which sas
obzerved Iittle, if at &11, by the EEC countriss,
In relatior to the boycott of the Siberian
pipeline, the USA hse hacd to make a humiliatine
climb-cowvn and virtuelly ené sanctione. This

does NOT mean that the EEC countries =re breaking

away from US domination. They have used the

limited room to manceuvre which their position in
the blecs allows them, in ordar teo advance their '
The US has been

own specifiec sconemic interests.
forced to give in {o these to mreserve blec

mxpansior

hegemony and especially to enswe the accepltance
ef its military plans. The Bussian dr=zam of
'Pinlandisation® will evaporate ae the rew US
rissiles arrive in 19583,

The relative success of Ruesisn pelicy in
Polang, and receding threat of intervention hae
given the Kremlin 2 welcome *fros hand' slzewhere
Shortly before hie desth Breshrev macde a spesch
edmitting the failurs of detsnie and hinting at
new anti-Us military and diplomstic moves.
Pressure from herd-liners in-the Party srd frmy
hes led to the acceesion of ex-KGEH men Andropov
to head the Fussian state, and his early
uttevarces hawve incicated a continued switch
gvway from attempts to do desls with the
timperdalists' (i.e. the USA). BEven under
Brezhrev renewed cortacts with the poet-Meo
regime in Chine had teken place in an efffort 1o
'normaliss ' relaticrships, and 4t loeks as if
inéropoy will mske this his flrst prierity.
Chiness fisillusion with the US kes grovn.
Failurve of the 'open door' to US ecoromnic
influence to produce any miracles in the
Chirese economy, as well a& rsnewed arme sales
to Taiwan, and rrcouragement of Japenese re—
armament has elarmed Pekin, The pro-US decade
of Chinese poliey appears to be ending, with
efforts 4o pursus & more 'neutral' course,
inyolving a partizl recenciliation with Mescow.

The warm receptisn given to the Chinese
delegation at Brezhrev's funersgl shows that the
USSR will rict hesitate to geizs the chance to
wean China away Irom the USA. The advaniagss
would be enormous: an end to the threat of
'encirclement' and re=deployment of 1,000,000
troope where they are mors nesaded, But apart
from the 3,000 sq. miles of Asim in disputs,
Russia's pecification of Afshanistan and
gupport for the Hampuchean rsgime stand
the way of & reconcillation, Karmal and
Zamrin wonld have to Be throwm to the wolves to
achieve a recorcilistion with Pekin,

4 the wesker imperialism, Pustla would prefer
to advance its aims plecemesl, since It feas
the costs of & glebal confrontation. But as

ite optione narrew, it will strive to secire the
most favourable diplomatic and military
situstion for a confrontation which is
capitalisms only answer to its crisis. But
though it may pass through defeals in struggle
and evern limited wars, the Working elass stlll
hae th=s potentlal to assert its revolulionary
potential, In this senee, though d=isatesd and
mislsad, the magniTicent struggles of ths
Polish working class are a beacen to the

world proletariat.

For 5 complete explanaticn of
opment of state capitalism in
resd:-
REVOLUTIONARY PERSBPECTIVES Ne19
"Theories of state cepitalism"
ivgilskls from the group address 7%p
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Town Hell Brixton.

Unemployment, inflation, wer in the Falklands]
now's not the time for sitting around and deing
nothing,
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Battaglia Gomunista

THE CONGEESS COF THE INTERNATIONALIST
COMMURIST PARTY (BATTAGLIA COMUNISTA)

The Congress was held in Milan at the
end ©f October and wes attended by
delegations of the PCInt. from many
Italian gities, as well as by a
delsgation from the CWO.

The Congress was the first to be
held sinece the 4th Congreszs in 1970
and its chief funection was to debate
changes to the 1952 Pletform of the
PCInt as well as to sdopt theses on
the peried of trensition betwesn
capitalism and communism, imperislism,
the tasks of communists todsay, snd to
EDProve & new international
initistive by the FlInt.

The Congress begen with a commem-
oration of Onorato Demen who had died
thres years previously. He, though
sti11 priscon in 1942 had besn the
principle force beghind the foundation
of the Farty and he had held the Party
Tfirmly on revoluticmary principles (eg.
on Russis, the unigns snd the national
guestion) at the time when Bordigism
threatened te intreoduce 8 new
gpportunist strein inte it in the
1948-52 period. (B8Bee RP16 for an
apprecietion of Damen's contribution).

The party had been founded et the
height of the Sscond Imperizlist
World Wer and wes the only ocrganisation
to emsrge in that conflict whiech echoed
Lenin's revelutionsry defestism of
World Wer I, It is a further svestimony
to the clsrity of the PUInt. that 1ts
Fratform of 1952 bad remained
largely valid despite thirty turb-
ulent yesrs ip the life of
Imperialism. The changes which
were introduced at the
Congress were of a2 tacticel nature
(on the pessibility of "revelutionary
parlismentarism" ). A new version of
the Platform will appear shortly dn
italian,; Prench and English.

Ags part of the Process of Pegroups=
ment the CWQ was invited to make

s
in

contribubions on every aspecti discussed
by the Congress. We aporoved the
perspective of the PCInt for inter-
naetional woerk which saw the 4th
Internationsl Confersnce 3s & Hew
deparvurs from the previous thrse.
Discussion had tended to focus cn
whather there was a lesding role
for the party, but the letest con-—
ference began to tackls seripusly
the tasks of revolutionsries today.

Withir this framework was approved
the powers given to the PCInt EC

to dsvelop their 1977 initistive

and prepare to start an international
bureau to ccordinste the work of
communists who support the inter-
national cornfersnces.

Similarly = greab desl of
agreement was expresssd on the
passivity of the Furopean ¢lass
struggle at the present time
(one FIAT worker told the Congress
that participstion in strikes in
BIAT was down te 10-15% which was

the lowest in memory). Delegates
s8lso expressed agreement with the
CW0 on the need to work within the
unemployed and teo link Their stru-
ggles with these in the faetories.

There was a lively exchange on
the Period of Trensition where the
idea that the party should go into
opposition in the event of counter-
revolution was discussed. The CWO
expressed the view that we could
not see how this was poss-
iple except via the magsacre of the
most class consciocus. prole-
tariens and it was not a matter
which history wes likely to leave us
a choice about.

Delegates returned to their sections
with the perspective that we must
prepare for the deeper class conflicts
which lie shead once the present 1lull
in the class struggle ends.

*



INTRODUCTION

For over two years the armies of Tran
and Traq have been locked in combat in
the Persian Gulf area. Both states
cleim to be "anti-imperislist" and
both are using this slogan to Jjustify
the most ferocious oppression of their
own wretched proletariat, to tie
them to their war chariots., Milliona
of workers and semi-proletaricns are
are being murdered, maimed and starved
for the greater glory of the butchers
of Baghdad and the torturers of Tenhran.
Against all the lies, deceits and pre-
varications the following article
gupplies & coherent analysis of the R
confliet and outlines the position ol
the proletariat - international class
aolidarity.

In the Gulf - a Jihad for Capitalism
In 3ept. 1380 after a series of border
skirmishes, full-scale war broke out
betwveern Iran and Iray. President Sad-
dax Hussein claimed full Traqi control
of the 3hatt-asl-arab waterwey at the
head of the Persian Gulf and demanded
Iranian evacuation of strategic islands
in the 3traits of Hormuz at the Guli's
mouth., In other words he wanted cont-
rol over the most important oil route
in the Middle East. Taking sdvantage
of the internal upheaval in Iran and
its isolation from both imperisglisms,
Irag demanded autonomy for the Kurds,
Baluchip and Arabs inside Irsn. On the
other side Fhomeini called for the
overthrow of Hussein as "an enemy of
Islam" urging Iraqi soldiers to desert
the "imposed, inhuman and illegsl
regime of Baath". Both sides accused
the other of being the agent of imper-
ialism. As the war has gone on, Tran
has represented itself as defending
the"Iglamic Revolution" against attack
from outslde imperiglist aggressors,
whilst Iraa has presented itself the
rairab nation's froni-line state". But
just as in the Falklands war, we have
to g0 beyond the propaganda of esach
Tegime in order to find the Teal reaaon
for the war between Iran and Iraa. A
materiglist analysis of the situatiocn
ingide the two states reveals the resl
cause of the war.

Economic Crisis and Destabilisation

Capitalism's werld economic crigis ia
having the same effect on jobs and
living gtandards in ecrunfiri=zz like Iran
and Iray as it is in reat ui the
werld., By 1380 both countries had
experienced magssive and suddsn drops in
0il revenues(since the 1973 oil crisis)
unemployment had begun to take om huge
proportions and workers' already low
living standards were cut drastically.
In Iran initial measures by the Islamic
Republie to win the impoverished masses
over (locreases in the lowest wages;
rent reductions, cheaper eleciricity,
ete.) have either remained paper decr-
ees or were almost immediately swept
away by rampant inflation and unemploy-
ment (offiecially 25%). When the war
broke out the governments in both coun-
tries were using every means to stop
strikes but still faced the threat of
growing popular unrest., In Iran the
Shah's sgecret police SAVAK was reformed
a8 SAVAMA at the end of 1979. It has
been used with the army against autono-
mist movements (especially the Kurds).
In Iraq, where the majority are 3hia
Muslim but the government party is of
the Sunni sect the regime immediately
saw the Shia Islamic Revolution zs a
threat to itself. The fear of the
spread of the 'Islamic Revolution' in
the Arab states has led Saudi Arabia
and the Gulf states to provide Irag
with £4000 millions every 6 months, and
both Jordan and Sudan have sent troops.
In Iraq itself the leader of the Shis
party was hanged in April 1980 and
15,000 shias were expelled to Iran.

Gl

But neither regime can provide an
answer to the resl cause of the mass
discontent - the cspitalist erisis.
Like the Argentinian junta ana the
British goverhment, the Iragi and TIran-
ian regimes sought to divert mass inter-

THE IRAN~IRAQ WAR

ngl discomtent onto an external snemy.
Nationalism, Islam and "the struggle
ggainst imperiglism" gre the propagands
props in a war which has cost thousands
of livesa, widespread destruction and
the creation of millions of refugees.
On top of this there hgs been vast
destruction of machinery gnd plant
(especially oil installations in Iran)
while both sides have increased conser-
iption of workers for the battlefronts
to fight each other in g war which is
not of their making ‘and in which there
ia nothing for them to defend. For
workers in both countries away from the
front the war has meant only ever-more
vicious exploitation. In Iraq offieial
inflastion is 20~-45% and workers had a
20% wage cut earlier this year. The
response to this blantent attack was
widespread strikes, nctably in Baghdad,
Basra, Mosul and Sulaymaniyash which
the government bloodily ecrushed with
the army and sirforce killing many wor-
sens (86e feaflet). In just one year
alone 3000 workers have cpeen executed
lnside Tragq - not counting those killed
1+t the front. But militarigation of"
he proletariet uas notil gone unopposed.
Jp to €0,000 unemployed have been dep-
orted-to Iran for refusing to "fight
for their country against Khomeinit's
terroristan.

Ingids Iran the situgtion is no more
stablzs. The cost of the war Has led
even more privation for the workers.
Last year, then-President Bani-Sadr
announced that inflation was 27% but
admitted that for the "poor" the rate
was even higher. Bani-Sadr himself
warned that "unemployment, political
ingtability and lack of law and ordern
could lesd to "widespread social and
politieal tensions' in the country.

To

This war which hgs dragged on for over
2 years and whieh is on a much larger
gegle than the Falklands skirmish
reveals the bssic materiasl funetien eof
war for imperialism. War is not just

a useful diversicn poliey for govern-
ments faced with the intractability of
the economie crisis, it is ultimately
whe only way capitalism has of "solvingt
tais crisis. By destroying living
labour power (that is, by enlisting
workers into huge armies to kill each
other) and the 'dead labour! of all
those workers whose lsbour power is
encepsulated into the machinery and
plant which become the target for des-
truction during eapitaliist wars, capital
is devalued. Wwhen the devaluation of
capital has gone far enough, capital
can once more be invested profitably
and g further cycle of accumulation

can begin on the basis of ruined fact-
ories and cities and g weakened and
depleted workforce. The war between
Iran and Trad shows on a small scale
what world capitalism's solution is to
the present crisis. As the governor

of Abadan said on May l4th, 1981, after
the destruction of the biggest oil
refinery in the world, the o0ld refinery
had been "old and worn cut' and its
destruction might be g "good thing"
gince now =2 new one could be built
elsewhere in Iran.

The Imperialist Context of the War

Neither Iran nor Ireq exist in g

vacuum from the reat of the world
economy. Thelir fate is tied

to the fdte of the world econocmy and to
the machingtions of world imperialism.
The faet that the heads of both imper-—
talist bloecs (U3 cnd Hussia) have been
prepared to maintain a neutrazl stance
dous §OT signify either Iran or Iraq's
independence from the imperialist
framework, All it shows is that neither
Russias nor America wants to escalate the
war, since, at present, this would not
suit their imperialist interests. Both
hope to consolidate their position in
Iran gnd Iraq after the war: hence the

"meutral" stance. At the same time,
without the open backing by Russia or
America neither side has been prepared

to use the full extent of its weaponry.
As the war draga on, however,  the more
both sides (with or without their present
rulers) will be forced by economic weak-
ness and/or the need to replenish their
armg suppliea to return to the fold of
one imperislist bloc or the other.

The reduced demand for oil sa a result

of the crisis has meant that the redu-
ction in supplies from Iran zndi Irag as a
result of the war has hardly been felt

in the western heartlands of eapitalism,
where oil stocks were at Tecord levels at
the onset of the war. The imperialist
powers have settled down to enjoy the
profits from arms seles that such a war
brings. Now, both Iran and Irzsg are
reduced to exchanging their oll for arms
or food. (Iraq has signea & :eal wiih
Brazil and France where it exchanges oil
for weapons while Iran has agreed to ex-
change o0il for meat from Uruguay.) Until
recently both America znd Russia have
kept a low profile as far as arms gupplies
are concerned., FBoth sides have relied on
othner sources (e.g., Frunce is Iraq's
biggest source while it Has also received
Russian arms through Esst European routes.
Iran has received Ruseiasn arms through
Libya and US srms via Israel, while Horth
Korea has geted gs Irant's chief arma
procurer.) Only recently, when Iran
geems to be gaining the upper hand in

the war (with the ocecupation of Irag for
the first time) has Bussis been prepared
to supply arms directly to Irag in return
for the release ¢of sbout 200 Iraai

Communisti Party members.

The Iragl gommunist Farty is opposed to
the war ggainst Iran becausgse it defends
the laitter as an "anti-imperiglist
republie®. Ti is thersfore being
sappreased by the Iragi government for
galling for the Iragi people to rise up
inst the Beathist regime asnd rgsbore
"demoeracy". Inside Iran the sco-called
tiiarzist! Fedayeen el Hualg (dajority)
ngd no hesitation about supporting
Khomeinit's regime "to defend the
reyolution and independence of the
country in the face of attacks from the
Iragi fascist regime". This was ths
position which most British leftist
groups took up at the beginning of the
wer. Now that the Khomeini regime's bru-
tality has given rise to a more 'liveral’
cpposition within the Iranian ruling
clsss the majority of these ssme left-
igtas support this rather than "ghomeinitg
xillings". (Bani-Sadr's "National Couneil
of Resistance, formed with sections of
the Mojahsdeen (Islamic leftists) and
the Kurdish Demoecratic Party is in exile,
waiting in the wings to serve capitslism

p——

bl

i
I
il
L




A JIHAD FO

ag an "alternative to Ehomeini",) Mean-
while, the leftists continue to support
Iran against Irsaq.

The Communist Position:
Neither Baghdad nor Tehran

But is it true that, from the point of
view of the interests of the working
class, Irenisn capitalism is more
progressive than that of Irag and there-
fore demands the support of revol-
utionaries? To answer this question we
must be clear about the nature of the
present regime in Iran and the epoch in
which we sre living. EKhomeini came fo
power after massive popular unrest against
the*shah. This discontent had its mater-
igl basis, not in religious disgust with
signs of Western 'decadence', but in the
declining living standsrds of the mass
of the population as a result of the
effects of the world capitslist crisis
in Iran. Despite his rantings against
(Western) imperiaslism, Khomeini's rise to
power and the declaration of the Islamic
Republic are not signs of a step towards
the proletarisn revolution. On the cont-
rary, the Islamic Republic, from the out-
get, was a most dangerous snd barbaric
Expreasion of the capitalist counter- 1)
revolution. As we explained at the timg,
egplie e militancy of the Tranian
working class and its cruecial role in
the downfall of the Shah, the low level
of political conscicusness and therefore
the absence of a revolutionary party in
Iran, meant that the workers' incipient
opposition to capitalism in general
remgined confined tg opposition to the
existing government. Without a clear
idea of the way forward the c _.ss3
struzgle aquickly became diverted onto
nationalist snd religious grounds. The
workers' strike committees and factory
councils were either organised by
leftists (Mujahadeen, Fedayeen) or quickly
gcame under their control. To one degree
or another, all of these supported the
religious fundamentalism of Khomeini and
helped to promote and reinforce the myth
thet Islam is & revolutiomary force. In
fact, nothing could be further from the
truth. Although Tran hes temporaril
shaken loose from the direct control of
imperialism, the present regime (as well
as the tliberzl' opposition of Bani-
Sadr) has never had anything faintly
resembling an gnti-capitalist programme.
Instead of western finance capital and
multinational companies, Khomeini favours
the local entrepreneurs and traditional
money lenders o% The bazaar. He is not
opposed to the exploitation of the wage
labour system snd production for profit
instead of directly to meet social needs.
In no sense can the reactionary clerical
regime as has existed in Iran since 1979
be called progressive.

In fact, in the present epoch of imper-
igliem and capitalism's decline the only
progressive revolution is the proletarian
revolution to overthrow capitalism.
ngnti-imperialisn" means nothing if it

is not part of a clear working class
revolutionary programme which recognises
that the imperialist yoke can only be
finally broken when capitalism itself is
overthrown. This fight begins with the
daily struggle of the working clasa
against their bosses - whether local or
otherwise. It is no gain for the Iranian
Working class that factories which once
had Western msnagers now have Iranian
bosses. For Iranian workers their plight
ig gtill the same:; exploitation continues
and, since Iranian capitalism is even

weaker now than in 1979, this exploitation

is even more hsrsh today.
The "gnti-imperiglism" of Tran's backward

clerical regime is no reason for communistspgt gecademic purists indulging in the

to suppose that Iranian cepitalism is any

more worth defending than Iragi capitalism,are pleased to publish the following

gnd neither is the grgument that Iran

has "ghsken loose" from imperialism due
to its instability. Suech a view ean only
lead in one direction, support for
Ehomeini however, "criticsl®. Those who

CAPITALISM

claim that Iranisn workers, dragooned
into fighting in the war against Iraq,
gre somebhow defending the "gains of the
revolution" should gsk themselves "What
gainsg?" gnd "Which revolutiom?" Anti-
imperialism outside of a policy of gnti-
capitaliam is merely nationalisgm and a
basic principle for Marxiata is that
workers have no couniry to defend. The
only gains from the February uprising
Iranian workers can have to defend is
their experience of organising to protect
their own interests againat caplitalism

in general, ineluding the Islamic Rep-
EEI%ET“EE& only way such a gain can be
defended is by the most conscious workers
organising on & revolutionary internation-
glist platform to continue the cla=s
gtruggle against gll brands of capitalism,
Tn Iran, just s3 In lraq today fﬁia mus v
involve not only calling on workera %o
defend their living standarda and working
conditions, but also agitating as far as
is possible amongst the rank and flle
workers conscripted intc the capitalist
armies to turn their guns against their
officera, to fraternisge with their Iragi
or Iraniagn brothers gnd to turnm this
capitalist war into a revolutionary civil
war. In other words, the only perspective
for communists in the Iran/Traq war is
revolutionary defeatism.

Any prevarication on this issue is
dangerous. There is no third road, no
possibility of trying to maintain a
nneither support nor opposition®, i.e. &
centrist position, on the war. ILenin
dencunced those who took such a position,
in reaction to Kerensky's offensives in
1517, on the grounds that the proletariat
had to defend the "gaina" of February,
and showed that “defencist" illusions
serve the bourgeoimie. In previousa issues
of Workers Voice we have published mat-
erigl by lranian communists in exile, the
SUCH (see Wyt "Unemployed Workers Massac-
red in Kurdistan" and Wy7 "Iran;
¢ommunists Fight Back"). In these texts
we welcomed unreservedly the appearance
of a clearly communist group snd solid-
sriged with their struggle in Iran. How-
ever, we have always stated our disagree-
ments, e.g. we said of the SUCM leaflet
in Wvo "there is some ambiguity on the
cause of the Kurdish nationalisten. In
WV7 we quoted spprovingly a statement of
The SUCM "the Iran/Irag war was the
continuation of the reactionary and
counter-revolutionary policies of the
regimes of both countries ... fhe

defence of the country of the bourgeoisie
ig not the task of the proletariat.n”

However, it seems that the positioms of
the SUCM on the Iran/Ireg war, without
ever implying support for the Islamic
Republic, do side-step the issus of
revolutionary defeatism. In a polemic
on the war they say,
ngommunists in Iran must struggle
against tendencies which ...
propagsndise exclusively for a
war against the present regime, and
ignore Irag's war and the politics
served by it." (The Iran/Irasg War)

What else is this ‘but a centrist position
which could, under presgure, slide into
a "defencist® cne? To concentrate on
Iraq's role in the war is one-sided and
portrays it as the n"greater eviln. And
glthough it may be correet to say that an
ingurrection is not yet on the agenda in
Iran, this does not mesn we don't agitate
on a revolutionary defeatist basis now.
Tenin didn't wait until 1917 to say nturn
your guns on your officers™ - he made
this demand in 1914, not as an immediate
demend, but one of oriemtaztion.”

The SUCM needs to clarify its position on
the war swiftly end to show that we are

luzxury of revolutionary defeatism, we

leaflset, written by Iragl communists
active in Britain, France and Germany,
which puts forward a clear revolutionary
defeatist position. Thée writers elsarly
understand that the Iran-Iraq war is &

war between two capitalist countries
and that the reasen for it lies in the
capitalist crisis. Especially heart-
ening for revolutionaries here in
Furops is the evidence of revolution-
aries intervening within the Iragil
working class to condemn both sides in
the war from s proletarian standpoint.
The evidence of growing working class
oppositlion to both regimes: under the
impetus of ever-increasing austerity
inside each counbtry is welcome newss
for the prospect of the class: struggle
in the region.: The standpoint of the
cigarette workers in Sulaymaniyah
-"Neither Saddam, nor EKhomeini" -
shows more class consciousness than
that of all the pro-Iranian "anti-

‘imperialists”" put togebher.

Footnote.

(1) See Revolution Percspectives
No.q12 'Death to the =han or
death to Capitalism' & RF No.13
"Iran — the crisis goe= on"

LEAFLET

The following leaflet was written by
Iragi communiste active in Britain

France and Germany. It was trans-
lated from French snd the trans-
lztion has been checked againsi the
original arabic. For ressons of
spate it has been shortened.

WAR AND PEACE AGAINST
THE PROLETARIAT

War is a historical product of all
class societies which have exploit-
atlon as their common basis. Capital-
ist war ie due historically to the
existence of crises which are linked
to the conflict Detween the social
character of productior and theprivate
charaseter of appropriation. The only
way to put these crises behind us is
$0 dbolish these contrsdictions. In
war, capitalism's 'solutior' to crisis
capital's war against human labour -
capitalism on & world scale attacks
end destroys socigl labour - both dead
and living labour - as well as the
comminist mowvement.

Cornsequently, ip opposition to all
the capitalist parties (including the
"marxist-leninists™), we declare that
wer, wherever it oceurs, is a war
waged by world capital sgeinst the
proletariat (¢c.f. the wars in the
fliddls Esst between Israel and the
FLO, and in the Letanon .... the Falk-
lands war, and the wars in Vietnam,
Ched and Somalisz),.

The Iran/Irsq war cannot free

itself from the capitalist system's
world domingbion, and like all past
and present warg, it is a war by
capitel To try and resolve its crisis
and ite chronic anarchy; that is to
say to maintein ite system of wage
slavery.

During the 22 months of the war,
hundreds of factories have been des-
troyed, thousands of workers have
been massacred and executed. There
have been price rises, fax rises,
increases in overtime snd cuts in

purchasing power. These have been
carried ocut in the neme of the
fatherland, in the name of the Arsb
nation, in the neme of Islam and
imperialist =sggression.

All the imperialist political parties
and tendencies, including the
"Marxist-Leninists" have managed to
camouflage the true nature of the
war. For the Marxist-Leninists, the
cause of The war is the "lack of

democracy” the lack of "political

=1

liverty", of "popular powsr" or
Continued on pg 7



Dialogue with our

Gver the years the CWO has recsived comments on
our published views from readers and sympathisers
Seme of these we have printed, and g1l serious
ones we have replied to. The lzst few months
nave sesn a marked increass in such comments and
criticisms, and in this issue of WV we &are
publishing some of the more ragenti corrssponfisnce
we have r=ceived, In this way we hope to make
avallable to our wider readership some of the
dialogue we are holding, and zlsg to encourasge
those readers themselves to writs to us,
Hopefully a dialogue with our raadars will

herpme & regular featuva in WV, and will show
thzt while we are prepared io defend our
positions, wWe are also prepared to take criticis=s
end accept it wher it is valid.

Falklands

W

D=ar CWO,

T would 1ike %o teke issue with your
attituds, as =xpreasad in WV 8, that the
Falklandis war was a 'major military and propas-
anda victory for the Eritish yuling class® and &
grfeat Tor the working class. I ssems to me
+hat the Tact that the war was Ffought at all is
an indication of the latsnt strvensths of ths
working classe in Britain and in argentina. You
say thet the war 434 not Samage the interssts of
‘S imerialism' on the basis that the defeat of
Argsntina did not drive ths Argentine ruling
rlass into the arms of Fussla,....

Your abstract notion of ‘capitalism’' which you
derive Trom Marx is fine from the point of view
of moonomic analysis and the historically
necessary job of distinguishine this mois of
production from previous modes, but it iz =
linitation if you try to use it to explain

actual political svents. In other words slthough
capitelism may need wars, actual living capit-
alists and the covernments who represent theam
are by no means over enthusiastic about wars Tor
+he very good reason that wars often have & lot
of unforesesn conssquences 1ike giving riss to
+evglutionary movements as in Feris in 1871,
_Tuseia 1017, Germany 1918. 8o sntering into a
war 1s a gambls for a ruling class and enly
enteved inbo when thers is no other option.
this cass of the Falklands war the 'no-other=
option' for Argentina was the scale of oppositicn
to the Galtisri regime. An Argsntine victory
would have deme wondsrs for '"Socizl Peace!
South America. 4s you rightly point out, the

war effort unitad all opposition Torces in
Argentina behind the regime. The military def=at
must havs destroyed this consensus, sven if this
is not immsdiately apparent. This demomstrates
+he naturs of the zamble for Argentina,

From the poimt of wiew of the Briiish

ruling class thers are several poinis which I
consider you have missed. Firstly, the Thaicher
government must have been pretiy d
way of whippins up chauvinistic support for
itself to emberk upon such & venture whoss
'success' was by no means guarantesd, What would
hav= been the political and socisl consequencss
if 'Britain' had been defeated? Certainly the
511 of the Thatchey government, possibly 'a great
degl of turmoil besides, from which radical
mevaments would have flourished, It is =asy
from hindsight to talk as if that wer could have
hafd no othsr outcome, but I am not convinced that
that is the cass.

In

in

egperata for &

CaPe

Dear Comrads CP,

Athough we would stick by our
view that ths Falklands war was a victery Zor
ths British ruling class and a defest for the
working claes, it is clear thai this was both a
qualified victory and qualifisd defeat. The
"Falklands effect” guickly wore off as the
sconomic crisis despened even further despite the
attempt of the media to proleng the chauvinist
orgy (fleet return, victory parads, funerals ate)
gimilarily, the derailment of +h=s elass storuggle
proved to be only temporery, as we poinmied out in
WY 8 "From the Falklands War to the Class War".
Howsver, to ignore the fact that the bourgeolsis
did stage and execute the war without working
class opposition, would be foolish. It shows we
mast redoubla our efforts to show the alternative
+o the full-secale holoczust in preparation.

You sesm to ses & contradiction betueen our
saying that war is necessary for capitalism, and
the view that war iz a gambls for capitallism.
There is no comtradiction. War is a gamble, as
1870, 190%, 1914 etc show. But it is neverthe-
less a necessary gamble, both to deflect the dis-

readers

romtent of the wenking claes and to destroy and
devalus cepital in erder io prepave o7 further
arpumlation. Of courss, only one of the
garblsrs can win, ant beih are therefors taxing
caloulated risk, one, BS YOl EEY, they will take
=ither when forced to by econoric/social crisis,
or when they f2¢l the balance of forces is
favourabla.

ind this is where we must dissgree with you.
Galtieri gambled becevss he had no option,
Thatcher because the dice was weighted in her
fayour. 1t is net Just thax, Exocets excepted,
British military might was far in excess of that
of Argentina (and sconomic might 17 the war provet
Britain had the agonomis

a

+o Be lorg and cestly).
and military co-opsration of NATO behindg her,
and only the UE invok=qd the Morres coctrine
(which i1 was unprapared to do since its
Purgpean interests outweighed its Seuth Amsrican
ones) could have prevented a British victory,
But it ie nov becoming cleer +that, fespits
Thatcherite illusions about develorTing the
ralklapde as a prosperous outpost of n3ittle
England®, the US (shown by its UN vote in favour
of renswed negotiations still aime at the lomg-
$orm transfer of the islands to Avgsrtina, as
lone as British face can be szved, In ihis
toc Thatcher's victory wWas 'quslifd
Fraternally,
the QWO

RCP
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Dear Comrades, . i
T first became acguaintec with the

= zince then

views of tha CWO a few menths 320, B
T hav= coma to vegard you as ons o= the very

Eritain ToGEYa

-3 reyolutionary orzanisstions in
and zensrally the positions of Workers Yolcs
ave incomparably better than those of the
bourgeels 1eft in pritain. J
HoweweT, in Workers Yoi iis-
appeintsd when L regd the &2 - the
next stapf"
The articls begins by saying +hat tns
(paper of the Pavolitionary Communist Farty -

TCP) has given "plenty of coverage <o the way in
which the trade unione sabotlass WOrKeTs
struggles.,” Ii go=s on Te S&Y that tns often
sdvizes workers to br=sk out of the control of
the union offictals. Iet us fivat of all

Taks, for imstencs, the
artisle "Laurence Scott In Dispute” {(fns May
1581). [Deve Hallsworth writes, describing a
=trike at laursncs Scott, Manchester whars A0
sobe wers about Lo be lost, "on 3rd May a
factory meeting voted 313 to oli7 4o continue ihe
occupation. Despite the employsrs' sxpectations
the younger wWerkers were the strongest Eupporiters
of contimiing the sction. Full-time AUEW
organiser, John Tocher, argusd thet if the
Workforce gave in,svery smploysr in Manchester
would clzim that workers were in Br=ach of
conlract whenever they were in dispute. Seckinge
Tor SiTikinge WoUld peCcoms commonplacs and ths
anion would be smashec, so far s6 good.™ \My
emphasis. )

Wow 1let's look at the article "How Gormley
Seargill sav=d Thatcher from the Miners:
price of collaboration" (Marech 1381 tns
intreduciion to this articls says that ite

exanine this peint.

and
the
The

purpose is to £ind out how the Torise “gou auay
withe the HiM's acceptance of thousands of

redundancies. The second paragrarh begins,

“In mining, the sccisl coniract meant the offer
of gtats funds in return Tor union go=pperation
It meant that the NUM leadsrship, left and righ:,
fook upon itself, not primarily the defence of
Their membors' inter=sts, but the defence of the
B-itish coal inaustry." My emphasis.)

Tater on in the same articls, it is stated
“The Jjob of tha trade unions is not to try to run
the mining business better than the NCB, but te
protect workers' living standards".

The three quotes T have cited go a little way
to show that the BOP, Tar from expesing the union
leaders, actually pretends that they can be
redicalised, and it is "so fer so good" if a
lsading bourgeois trade union offielal mildly
complains that his union will be destroyed If
the employers sack too many workers. In the
sscond passage gquoted, it 1z clearly sesn that
the RCF think that Labour's "social contract”
nmade the NUM leadsrs fail to represent their
nembers.

The ACF consciously imtends to hide the £
that the trade unlons in this spoch are
instruments in the hands of ths bourgeoisis to
shackle the working class with. Further evidsnce
of this is shown by thelr practical activity.

act

Tn September 1981 they organised a march to the
TiC conference, beoging the TUC to desmand of the
goverrment for allowances to be made Tor the
Irieh psoTles right of se1f—dstermination, and
(if the RCP's wish is fulfilled) the establish-
ment of a unitsd, capitalist Ireland.

ROP is orsanising another march to tha TUC
confsrence, under the zulse of "workers' mareh
against vacism®, which in reality 1s an app=al to
the TUC to try to organisa a peaceful capitalism
without raclism ani racizl oprression. This is
sheer bourgecis pacificism. In thizs spoch, the
bourgenisis the world over is reactionary and
capitaliem is in its decadent phase, Hanos
anyone who shows faith in the irade unions today
ie playing the role of & guardian of capital.
ind so +he COWO was wrong to show any glimmer of
hope in the bourgecis FCE.

In the erticle I am referrine to, Workers
Voice mersly eriticises thsm, =ven though it
acknowladges that "the FCE's idea of turning ihe
unions into orvganisations which reject
capitalism's logic..... means twmning them irto
revoluticnary organisations - something which
they can never be". The main falling of the
article in guestion is that it faile to
catagorically expose FCF as agents of the
bourgeoisia,

iastly, when the article analyses FOE's
gititude to ™ationzl 1iberztion" the fact that
they support the Argentinian bourgeoisie should
be enough to show their trus natwe. Alse, the
fagt that FCP supports the bourgsols IRA un-
conditionally is ancther manifestation of thelr
own bourgeois mature. Propaganda for ths
zyeatest unity beiween protestant and catholic
workers should be carried out; and the nesed for
a communist party to lead the socialist
revolution of the proletariat should be stressed.
Ma=xiste, unlike the FUE, do not say that
protastant workers in northern Ireland are a
reactionary mass with no revclutlonary poteniial.
This-is just a trick used by the bourgeeis leit
groups in Britein, designed to accentuate ihe
zlready deep dlvisions amongst the Irish working

Fa
I

class, And it is semething which your article
dfdn't point earts
Communist grestings,

APPEAT FURD
The acceieratlng a
boses
inereagingly

+kack of the

g pakes the work of communists
urgent. Next jeal
WORKERS VOLICE must become moTE
freguent. Rush dgnatioas to the
group sddress oF take out 2 sSupn-—
orbers suoscription (£10/yr) now.

Tear Comrads PT,

Vhen we arvgued in WV 7 that the
xts give information on how unions
warkers' styuggles we did so, not in
sxeuss them, but to 11lustrats
that they remein incapatle of explaining why
urions act this way, which is precissely because
the unions are bourgecis organisstions, which you
acknowledge in youwr lettsr we did point out. The
further =vidence you auots re=enforces our
contention that the PCF doss not gee the unions
as sg=nts of ihe bourgecisis.

Thelr attituds towards natlional strugzles
ard wars you also rightly point out as being
arti-workine class, points we also made In the
text., Although it is trus that we did net gall
for unity of protestant and catholic workers in
Northern Ireland in ihis article (since it ssemac
to be somewhat of a tamgent), we have repsatedly
made the point elsewhere (e.g. in WV 3 uTyelands
out of the Maze").

We fesl that your real criticism of our
article is not so much the above points, but that
you feel we hold out hope in the bourgsois BGE.
Thie is not the case. We feel, and we accept the
oriticism that the article should have szid so in
a more forceful and direct mammsr, that the PCP
can never resolvs its confusions and contradicit-
jons in the direction of proletarian politics.
What we do feel is that the RCE, like other
laftist groups, contains individuals who &re
guestioning their politlcs and who can be won to
communist pesitions, But te do +his wa need not
sinmply point out that the RCF is bourgeois, but
also degl with the arguments of the FCP and
systematically demolish them. TInvective on its
own will not achisve the desived regult, althousl
1t is correct that we should have made it guite
clear that "radicel leftism" is not within the
communist framework. But though we may have
omitted to stats this, there is no way we feal
+hat read closely and in conjunction with our
othar artlcles on Trotskyism (eg Revolutionary
Perspectives 9 "Trotskyisn and the Counter-

{1 PR ]



IRAN-IRAQ

Continued from pg 5

even. lack of a "workers & peasants
state” and as a result for them, it is
the realisation of these nationaslist
end demoeratic objectives which could
stop the war.

"Iraal people, rise up and smash the
Ba'athists. This will stop the aggres-—|
sion against Iran and restore Democ-
racy." Quote from Iragl C.P. Defence
of Iran only signifies defesnce of the
wages. systen of slavery. The position
of the Tudeh party (Iranian C.P.) is
exectly the same; that is defence of
their gods, their nation,their
capital.

We say, the proleterist can only real-
ise its own class interests through
its historical practice, throusgh its
revolutionary cpposition to the war
The working class demonstrations

and strikes which have occurred dur-
ing the last 5 months in towxs, both
in Iran and Irag, demonstrate ths
validity of this position, (During
these 5 months, in Baghdad, in
Bassorsh, in Mossoul, in Suliamania,
workers organised numerous dsmonstr-
ations and strikes against the war,
in order to defend their class inter-
ests. This revolutionary position by
the proletariat has been met by cap-
italist repression. es.g. Through the
use of helicopters, sexecutions &
messacres, Workers in s cigarette
fectory at Sulismanis orgsnised a 3
day strike agasinst cuts in their
wages impesed to pay for the war.
Their slogan was "Neither Badam nor
Ehomeini". This position shows a
rejecticn of the nation snd 1its def-
ence. Thousands of workers in Iran
znd Irzqg have been exscuted becauss
of their revolutionary defeatist
vositions and have been denounced as
anemies of the nation, atheisbts and
cowards. These higtorical svents
demons trate the necessity for comm—
unists to orgenise themselves.
Capitalism is now trying To check the
defeatist struggles of the working
class and end the wer. TFor the work-
ing class itz interests lis in oppos-
ing both capitalist pssce snd war.
Its interests lie in the communist
revolution which will destroy the
world eapitalist system.

(July 1982)

INTERNATIONAL CON FERENCE

THE FARTY
The topic was opened by a brief present-
ation from all three groups. There was
complete agresment on the nsture and
role of the party. The UCM, however,
Placed = great emphasis on thes guestion
of drafting the party's programme, which
they deseribed ss the 'main link' in
the process of the formstion of the
party. The drafting and acceptance of
their progremme meant that the first
decisive step had been taken towsards
the formation of the Communist Party of
Iran. While there was agreement on the
funectiorn and necessity of a programme
there was disagreemsnt sbout what should
be included in the programme particul-
arly over tactlcel issues. Discussion
of these points inevitably moved back
to the theorstical understanding behind
The UCll's programme. The CWO pointed
that this state estabplished by the demo-
cratic revolution was not clearly
defined. L one time it wes dascribed
ag 2 situetlon of dual power, at another
t was defined as fthe dictsborship of
the proletariast. DFirst it wes something
alresdy happening in Kurdisten, then it
was something which didn't exist any-
where but which the comrades would like
to Dring sbout. If such a state were
To come into existence formalising a
gituation of dusl power or anythin
apsrt from the dictatorship of the prol-
etariat it would be the duty of rev-
olutionaries to destroy it. B.C. point-
ed oul that the transition from bourg-
epis rule 0 the dietatorship of the
proletariat would necesserily be abrupt

and violent. No intermediate state
could exist. If such s state did exist
it would be of more benefit to the

bourgeoizia tham to the proletarist.
They reminded the SUCH that after the
Zrd congress of the Communist Internat-
ional +the slogsn of Workers' Governments
was put forward - z similsr intermad-
igte stage - which lsd to dizsster in
Germany in 1922 and the tragedy of the
Chinese revelution im 1927. The whole
concept of a gradusl trensition from
bourgecis rule to worker's dictator-
ship was outside the communist
Prograrmes .

CORNCLUSION

Tha confere!

al 5 a definite step
forward. Th T an

fact Thet 1982 saw :
discussing with the Com-—
munist Left indicates both The despening
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(CONTINUED FROM BACK PAGE.) 7
of capitalism's erisis and the capacity
of the world proletariat.

In the discussior on imperialism the
following issuas were agreed:-

1) The Iran/Iraq war is an expression

of the crisis of capitalism as the
bourgeoisie moves towards world war.
FPolish evente were an expression of
the working c¢lasg' struggle to main-—
tain ite living conditions.

The Falklands war waes a skirmish with-
in the western bloe, which in no way
indicated a bresaskup of the bloc.

In the discussion on the party agreement
wag reached on:-

1) The leading and organising role of

the party. s
2) That concrete demands must start
from the material situation of the
working class.

The most sigpificsant ares of disagree-
ment was the guestion of the democ-
ratic revolution which was discussed

gt length., This disagreement prevented
the conference taking steps towards co
common political work. It was agreed -
ta alitempt to Tesolve this issue

before calling s fresh conference.

(A Complete document of the conference

‘procesdings in Fnglish snd Italizn will

be produced in the new Year)

In 1917 abandoned the programme
c¢f democravic revolutichn

Fevolution") 1t can be argued that we say that

the RCP 1s part of the commnist movement.
We hope this public avowal puts your mind at rest.
Fraternally,
the CHO

SWP

Dear Comrades,

I was given coples of Secialist
WorKer by a membsr of the Welverhampton SWP. Hs
took one of your back issuss to read but his
comments were, "they are just theorising. They
say, 'don't have anything to do with uniouns,
work outmide them. That's stupid", I replied
that the SWP also agr=es that most union leaders
and shop stewards usually sell out to the bosses,
T eaid that I was inclined to support the CWO
because of thelr stanece on ths IFA and other
terrorist groups. He replied, "well, we only
support the IBA criticslly. Ve agvee with their
gims, but don't always suppert what they do."

If, as you predict, the present world
sconomic crisls starts to leag to war, you can
rely on 21l my full working and financial
support to deter psopls from ths war, in any way
1 can.
B.X.

Dear (omrads EBE,

Tharks for your recent letter
and donation te the cost of our work. We ars
very pleased that you like our stand agsinst
capitalist war and also cur soclalist oppesitien
to reactionary grours 1ike the IRA which
divide the working class.

The comments of yow SWP contact that we
ars just theorising may have had some validity
in our sarly days when we were working out our
ideas, but I hope are now disproved by ocur
Interventiens in the working class and atismpts
to build factory and unemployed groups, as well
&8s takins s practical stand against War,

on his views that it is stupid to work outside
the uniens, we trisd to show in our article an
BL (in WV &) that when the SWP work inside them,
thsy become trapped in the structure and
paralysed.

the COWO

Organisation
Dear CWO

Thankyou for yoir letter and the material
en route. ¥You are right to say that to Jjoin an
=xisting or form a new organisation must be an
gbjective. In feet, I think the former course is
mers 1ikely - there are not a thousand ard one
communist perspectives while at the same tims,
unlike the situationists and sundry libertarians
who Imegine that they can suddenly out of the
blue come up with something sniirely new,
commumistis have alwaye sirssssd their organic
continuity with past currents. In other words,
with groupe as the CWO, ICG, Battaglia and
Programma zalrsady in existence for quite soms
time, and with them mors or less covering the
entire gpectrum within the overall commmist
pegrspective, it will be politically immature to
think that a new way can be discoversd and
explored (and this at a time when the cyisis is
despening rapidly!)., Moreover, centralism is
the hallmark of comminist practies, not
federalism.

I agree our dizecussion can procesesd round
the themes of capitalism's économic crisis and
the nature and role of the communist party,

From what I have resd of your position on the
latter, I have some disagreements with you (z.g.
you say that when the party has a majority in
the workers' councils, it =ffectively itakes
power 'through the councils'). My view is that
there can be no dusl power within the proletar-
iat itself, sither power resides in the councils
or it resides in the delegates fin this case
with the party having a majority), it cannot
regide in both at the same time. In other words,

the party's delegates in thelr capacity as
delegstes must only be answerable to the
councils, although as party members they are
alsc answerable to the party). But I must wait
until reading yowr materisl before taking up any
position.

Compunist grectings,
& comrade in Hong Eong

Dear Comrade

It wae
gccept that thers is a2 finits spsotrum of
communiet politice, and that 1t exists ih an
crganisational form already, and reject the
search for noveltles, sspecially, as you say,
when the crisis is deepening eo rapidly. The
guestion you have to solve is, which existing
group comes nearest to f11ling vyour views of a
revolutionary organisation. Once you have rsad
anc discussed ow material, we hope you will
concluds it is the OWO.

On the question of the party. If we agree
that the proletariat enly seizes power (resclv-
ing dual power) when it mandates a majority of
communist delegates to the councils, then the
question of whether the party or the councils
rulss i= rather nominalist. The proletariat
rules, and power is exercisesd, by the party-
delsgates, throush ths councils. There must be
some dlvision of labour, and delegation of power,
otherwise why have councils at all? Why not ad
hoc mass assemblisse? The contradiction surely
is also resclved betwsen party delegate or
council delezate, since the party members will
only accept delegation on the basis of ihe
party's (communist) programme, And it is this,
rather than to any organisation, that
‘answerability' surely resides? This, however,
can only be a brief remark at the beginning of
a hopefully fruitful discussion.

the CWO



WORKERS

Juisz ISRAEL

CLASS STRUGGLE BREAKS WAR FRONT

The invasion of Lebanon has produced a political
crigis in Tsreel. This has been aggravated by

the workers; sspseially the ¥1 Al airline workers

putting their own intarests before the interests
of the nation. The demeonsirations agalnst the
war, the refusal of eoldiers 1o be azent into
Lebanon to help Bezgin's henchmen, the widespresd
knowledge that the government have been lying to

escape blame for the massacres at Ssbra-Chatills,

211 this culminated in the violent explosion of
elass strugsgle at the Tel-aAviv airport on 28th
QOctoher. This is the result of ths crisis of
Israell caplitalism, which has rsached catasi-
rophic proportiens in the national airline which
last year lost 200 million dollars., For ysars
there have been sirikeg against the r=al wage
cuts caused by Israsl's astronomical inflation,
and job losses which the erisis of profitability
has relentlessly imposed on El Al's bosses - 69
gtrikes in the lasi dscade.

This decade of class struggls culminated in

the cecupation of the airport on 28th October by
the workers and their families. They fought ths
pelics, burnsd buildings and vshicles, and
immobilised aeroplanss. Thie was ths workers'
response to menssement's threat - 1,000 redund-
ancies must be sgrs=d or w= cless the airline,
they said. Feced with the sxplosion of class
struggle, in the midst of the snowballing
political erieis provoked by the messacres, the
government forced mansgamsnt to sgves fo talks.
of course, the talks led to a ssll-outl by the
wnion which has decided to Tight E1 A1 "im the
cowrte", in other worde by appsaling to
bourgeols Justice.

This shows the ne=d to go beyond the unions
Apcordine to the BBC World Ssrvice, "workers
over-ruled thelr representatives" - in other
words, the unions were trying to prevent the
class struggle going bayond the houndarissg

acceptable to the bosses, which in this cass
meant preventing it altogether. It 's eagisr
for the workers 1im Israsl to se= through the
unions, because of the openly capitalist nature
of Histraduth, the trade union faderation.
Unliks the unions in most democvacies, Histra-
duth is openly an agency of the Israeli siate.
I% has its own farms and factories, and acis as
blatantly as the unions in Eastern Burope in
keeping the workers under control. And it was
the shop stewards who finally persuaded the
workevs to evacuate the airport when Begin
liguidated El Al on 25th November.

Workers in Israel have shown thet they are
prepared to twn azalnst the nztional interest.
They have shown that ths perspsciive which we
putlined in the last WV - class solidarity
between Pzlestinian and Tsraeli workers - is a
realistie ene. It has even happsned to some
extent - admittedly in meetings callad by the
Inracli 1=ft to protest against the massacres.
But such basic class rssponsss can bs torn away
from their bowgeois framework, IF communists
intervene with a concrets strategy such as
outlined by the CWO in WV 8. A cerrect
P?rgpnczive for the Middle East depends on a
concrete intervention which enables communists to
trove thet their persvective is g realistic one.
This demands defending the richt of workers fo
defend themeelves. We say that workers must
defand themsslves against all their attackers,
they must disarm their officers - in boih ithe
FIO and the Isvesli srmy. And they must work
towarde unity of their struggles across netional
boumdarie= and towards sn sventual overthrow of
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capiialism in the Middle East.

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL
COMMUNIST CONFERENCE

On the 2nd and 3rd of Qectober the 4%h
conference ¢f the communist left was
held in Londeon. This is the 4th in the
series of international conferences
initiated by Partitc Comunista Inter-
nazionslista (Battaglia Comunista) in
1877. The conditions for attendance

gt the latest conference were as

follows:-

1) Recognition of the rsvolution of
Octobar -1917 as proletarian,

2) Recognition of the break with social

democracy made in thse first twe

congresses of the 3rd International.

Complste rejection of state capital-

ism and self management.

Hejeetion of all present communist

and soclalist parties as bourgeois.

An orientation towards an organisst-

ion of revolutionaries which bases

itself on the doctrine and method

of Merxism which it recognises as

the secience of the working class.

6) Rejection of the possibility of
subordinating the proletvariat to
the nationel bourgeoisie.

7) Recognition of the organising role
of the party in the daily struggle
of the working elass sswell as in
the revolution itself.
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Three groups perbticipated, the P.C.Int.
(Battaglia Comunista), the CWO and the
SUCM - supporters of the Unity of
Comunist Militants organisation in

Iran. Two further groups were invited,
L'Eveil Internationalist (France) and
EOMPOL (Austria). The first was unable
to attend for technieal ressons, and
the second made its sttendance dependent
on absurd conditions (prior acceptabil-
ity of the texts.) The agenda consisted
of two topics, 1) 'The ecrisis of Imper-
ialism' focussing on the Falklands war,
Poland and the Iran/Iraq war, 2) 'The
role and tasks of the revolutionary
party'.

IMPERTATLISH

In this discussion texts wers presented
on the Falklands war, the Polish events
of the last two yezars, and the Iran
1rag war. In addition the SUCH present-
ed a zenersl text on "Imperislism and
the Crisis" =znd ancther on the guestion
of the "Uninterrupted revolution”.
While there wes general ngresment ol
the analyses and perspectives of the
first three texts the finsl Two pres-
ented by the SUCY gave rise to the
majority of the debate which followed.
The UCM, who support Lenin's theory of
imperiglism, divide the proletariad
into one group in the Courtries
dominated by imperialism, who produce
superprofits snd suffer atrocious
living conditions, and ancother in the
imperialist countries who erjoy bstter
conditions and some of whom form an
erigtocracy of labour. They see the
proletariat in the dominated countries
as being more revolutionary because

of their wretched condition. The

CWO pointed out the divisive nabure

of this view and rejected the implic-
ation that the working class in the
imperialist countries bsnefitted from
the exploitation of workers in domin-
ated countriss, and further rejected
the mechanical link the UCM saw bet-
ween living conditions and revolution-
ary potential. B.C. argued that the
victory 6f proletarian movements in
the dominated countries depsnded on
the wictory of the proleteriat in the
imperialist countries in the final
analysis, and that the real problem
was to link the social movement in the
dominated countries to the working
class movement in the capitalist
heartlands.

The ITC changes its mind ...

We welecome the International Communiet Ciworent's
change of position en the Middle Fast sinece we
denounced their passive and almost

chauvinistic position at thelr public mestins
in Tendon on 2nd Nevember. In their paper,
World Bevolution 5%, published in October, they
criticised the CWO's "opportunism®s

"Thus, in Workers Volce 8, the CWO call for
"freternisation with the Isrvasli army by
the dispossessed Palestinians while recog-
nisine thelr right to defond themselves
azainst Begin's holocaust.” What can this
mean? In an inter-imperialist war, the
masses have no "right' to defend thew -
selves," (p.3)

=

At the London mesting we pointed out that we
eall for CLASS defence, not individual terrorism.
Defence against the FLO and &1 other bourgeoils
foroces 28 well, not Jjust against the

Falansists. The ICC called this capitulating o

| leftism! The IOC's insistence that the

revolution must break out in the advanced West
firgt is reminmiscent of the Menshevik oprposition
to proletarian revolution in Fussia, because it
‘waen't ready'. Against this, we pointed out
that revolution could bresk out in the Middle
Fast Tirst, which would parziyse imperialism
anid perhaps prevent imperialist war.

The result of this intervention, which was
endorsed even by the ICC's supporters, has been
a welcome chance in position. In the November—
NH the ICC puts forvard an internationalist
position on the Middis Easi. Eul WA's
hystarical campaizn against CHO 'opportunlism'
continues, whils at the same time adopting ocuwr
perspectives,

Discussion then moved to bhe question
of the 'uninterrupted reveolution'.

The UCM's programme commits it to
fighting for the "Revolutionary
Democratic Republic of Workers and
Tpilers in Iran". In the document
presented to the conference this was
consecubively described as 'a series
of revolutions & revolts leading to
socialism' 55 part of 'uninterrupted
trapsformation into & socislist rev-
clution' as a reveolution which would
remove the 'obsbtacles to the develop-
ment of the class struggle' and as

the 'negatior of the domination of
imperialiam'. The idea of such a
state and its supposgsed functions was
vigorously attacked by both B.C., arnd
the CWO, but whst precisely the
comrades meant by this state became
less clear as the discussion proceed-
ed. The CWO sttacked the ldea as
being & return to 194k century
formulas and a practical rejection of
capitalist decadence. 1T was pointed
out that precisely such notions were
abandoned by Lenin and the Bolsheviks
in the April theses of 1917. The UCH
replied that it was necessary to stars
from the movement snd consclousness
which actuslly existed =snd initiate s
process of continuous revolubion.

They rejected the suggestion that such
a state mesant alliances with the bourg-
eoisie and maintained that It was a
transitional stage, a balance of class
foreces - & state of war. BSuch a situ-
ation, they said, existed 1n EKurdisten.
The discussion on this issue continued
for the rest of the session.

Cont. on p7



