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GEORGE BUSH and John Major have plunged the Middle East into war. It will last
not weeks but months. In a single night British and US planes dropped explosives
more powerful than the atom bomb at Hiroshima. Now a million soldiers will have
to endure the biggest land battle of post war history—and for what?

Bush and Major say this is a war to “Free Kuwait”. They say thousands must die
to defend the right of small nations against aggression. But
they did not lift a finger when Indonesia invaded Bast Timor,
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TURKEY’S Minister of the In-
terior was furious at the “cow-
ards”-fleeing the south east of
his country. This region would
be the theatre of war if Turkey
entersthe conflict against Iragq.
It would be the number one
target for Iraq’s Scuds. Yet,
according to the Minister the
people there should stay put.
They will be quite safe from
any gas attacks despite the
complete absence of gasmasks.
It seems those masks, which
reportersin Tel Avivand Ryadh
love to show off, are unneces-

sary. “Wet dishcloths over the

face” can ward off the effects of
a gas attack, the Minister
announced.

EVISION took us all into the
cockpit of an RAF Tomado dur
ing one of its raids into Iraq. The
recording of the pilot's mission,
and of his navigator steering

him to his target, included every |

detail of their manoeuvre.
But one part was censored by
TV executives. They were wor-

ried about obscenity. Not the {.

obscenity of the bombs murder
ing Iraqis, but of the language
used by the airmen. When one
of thé airmen said “thank fuck
we're out alive” the television
mercifully spared us by bleep-
ing out “fuck”. The bomb blasts
were, of course, unexpurgated.

"IN peacetime, TV light entertain-

ment milks war for every laugh it
can get. Turn on the TV normally
and you’'ll get some programme
celebrating or occasionally pok-
ing fun at awar situation: “ltis all
part of our culture” . . . except
whenthere isareal wargoingon.
As soon as the Gulf war began
the TV companies set to work
banning everything that might
have made fun of, or shown the
horrors of, war.

Monty Python had a sketch in
it deemed offensive. Off it went.
The film, The Naked and the
Dead, was banned. ‘Allo, "Allo,
that humouriess farce about the
Nazis in France, was taken off
the air because it features a
couple of British airmen shot
down behind German lines. Dur-

ing peace time, it seems, it's
funny to get shot down and
Hitler's SS are a big joke..

Even Coronation Street has
been banned from dealing with
the war. “Life inthe Street will go
on as if the war wasn’t happen-
ing” Granada announced.

THE radiohasn’tbeenimmune
to Big Brothers interference
either. Not surprisingly a best
selling Algerian record in
France called “Go for it Sad-
dam” was quickly banned by
the government. But you don’t
have to be so explicit to get
taken off the airwaves in Brit-

ain. In case anyone is offended
by that well known warmon-

ger Lulu, the BBC havebanned

- “Boom-Bang-a-Bang 1 Love
- You”. Clearly pro-Iraqi that

one. The subversive “Give Peace
a Chance” is now forbidden
-along with Blondie’s “Atomic”,
and many other harmless
songs.

On the other hand the BBC
sacked conductor Mark Elder
for suggesting that they might
give Rule Britannia a miss at
the Proms because of the Gulf
crisis. Is it a case of “we only
sing when we’re winning™?
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In war truth is always the first casualty — so the saying goes. But never before has truth been
butchered in so cynical a fashion and with such technical expertise, writes Colin Lloyd.

The propaganda war

WHEN GEORGE Bush promised

that the Gulf war “won’t be an-

other Vietnam” he wasn't just talk-
ing about the fighting. For Bush
and Major one of the biggest “mis-
takes” America made in Vietnam
was its failure to clamp down on
independent press and television
reporting.

Since then, both Britain and the
USA have been perfecting ways to
stop adverse reporting of war. Dur
ing the invasions of the Malvinas,
Grenada and Panama, they devel
oped a system of government
briefings and tight control over
journalists at the front which is
Eeilng strictly adhered to in the

uif.

Morley Safer, who covered Viet-
nam for CBS, explained the essen-
tial difference:

“During the Falklands Mr lan

McDonald would give a press con-
Rvital to the imperialist war ef-
fort. But the media, even with-

outcensorship, is not fundamentally
at odds with the aims of the govern-

ment spokesmen. The TV, radio and
newspapers 1orm a second, much

ESTRICTIONS ON reporting are

stronger, line of defence against the .

truth about this war.
The first bombs had barely hit
Baghdad when Murdoch editor An-

" drew Neil appeared on the BBC

declaring, “this will be a television
war; the newspapers just can't
compete with live war reporting such
asCNN’'s". Butthe newspapers don't
aim to compete with the TV and
radio. The Gulf War is the clearest
example yet of the division of labour
between the government, the pa-
pers and TV in the modern propa-
gandaWar.

The broadcast media gives the
latest “facts”—albeit the facts as
processed by military censors and
the “self censoring” TV executives.
Then the newspapers weave a com-
plex tissue of lies, emotions, ha-
treds and fantasies around these
facts. The papers’ lack of up-to date
information is not a disadvantage in
this process: it means they have no
obligation at all to up-date or correct
false information.

To complete the processthe propa-
ganda campaign conducted by the
press becomes news itself. Govemn-
ment spokesmen assess the mass
mood of “euphoria” or “disillusion”
as part of the daily military balance
sheet. In fact the only evidence of

- such “moods” comes from the copy

generated by a few hundred pro-Tory
journalists in the rare moments they
emerge from their bars and restau-
rants.

Dvérlap*

When it comes to war reporting
and analysis there is a ready made
overlap between the military and the
press. Defence correspondents are
useless to the bosses’press unless
they are vetted, loyal supporters of

the military ana usually ex-officers
themselves.

The experts on military strategy
the press has dragged out from the
various “Royal Institutes” are ac-
tively involved in military planning
and advice to government. Their
“objective analysis”, reported as
news, is no more objective than the
MoD briefings themselves.

On top of this barrage of “respect-
able” pro-war propaganda there is a
daily diet of jingoistic lies, racist filth
and gutter journalism from tabloid
papers. When Saddam Hussein
parades captives on TV it is, we are
told, sick propaganda. Whenthe Daily

Mirror publishes ‘unsubstantiated

ference and be absolutely
confldent that no one in the room
knew more than he did. Now, in
Vietnam, the poor old briefer knew
that everyone in the room knew
more than he knew . . . at least
those of us who'd been out of
Saigon at all.”

The imperialists’ first line of de-
fence against truthful reporting re-
lies on the government briefing
being the most reliable source of
information and silencing any jour-
nalist leaving the Gulf equivalent
of Saigon. The US and British mili-
tary have already achieved the in-
formation equivalent of air suprem-
acy over the media. They answer
all but the tamest questions with
the routine, “I am not able to share
that information with you at pres-
ent”.

A Green Book of rules for Brit-
ish war correspondents now stipu-

allegations that the same captives
have been ruthlessly “brainwashed”
it is, we are told, truthful reporting.

And, to divert us from the real war
aims ofthe allies there is an endless

- range of stories that personalise the

conflict by concentrating on Saddam
Hussein himself. Overa million troops
are in there to deal with a single
savage and deranged man. By reduc-
ing the conflict to a “get Saddam”
exercise the press are carefully and
deliberately diverting workers’ atten-
tion from questions about oil, about
military bases in the Middle East,
about the plight of the Palestini-
ans—about the political issues that
are at the centre of this conflict.
The most obvious bias in the re-
porting is the kind of language used.
The lraqgis bomb Israel and it is an

“outrage”; Britain bombs Iraq and it
is a “sortie”. US missiles are “smart

weapons”, lragi Scuas are “murdei-
ous missiles”. But the gutter press
is involved in @ much more complex
manipulation of public fears and
feelings.

Look at the case of the first Scud
missile attack on Israel. The Sun's
front page claimed these were
“DEATH GAS BOMBS". Even before
the edition hitthe streets it was clear
that the Scuds contained conven-
tional explosives and that there were
few casualties. But the morbid asso-
ciation between lIsrael, Jews and
“death gas” sells papers. Not only
did the headline stay but the Sun

lates that “no pictures of casual
ties” amongst the allied forces or
their victims can be shown. Pic-
tures of the Israeli and Saudi vic-
tims of Iraq’s scud attacks are
shown In the press and on TV, This
exemption is designed to incense
people against Iraq. Yet the Pen-
tagon, which is able to show ac-
curate videos of laser bomb at-
tacks, cannot give a single esti
mate of Iraqi civilian casualties.
“Innocent victims” it seems, are
the exclusive preserve of the al
lies.

The purpose of this systematic
censorship is to shield workers
from the truth and manipulate their
thoughts and feelings. And while
reporters may complain about the
lack of information and the irregu-
lar briefings, they are themselves
willing participants in the whole
exercise of distortion.l

never corrected this report in any
subsequent edition. { '
Look at the case of the British
pilots paraded on lragi TV. It was a
graphic example of the division of
labour between TV and gutter press.
- The TV showed clearly that the
pilots had facial injuries and that
they were reading prepared anti-war
statements. This allowed the Sunto
get to work exploiting the lurid fears
and fantasies of the TV audience.

The Sunreported not just that the
pilots were tortured but listed “TEN

WAYS BEASTS TRY TO CRUSH
THEM”. Having spent months idolis-
ing the yuppie “Top Guns”, the Sun
had to provide an explanation as to
why these “true Brits” cracked: they
must have been drugged.

Always keen to look on the bright
side however, the Sunreported that
at least one pilot had “held out
against Saddam's evil torturers”
whilst the others caved in. Sun and
Star reporters formed the familiar
scrum outside the houses of rela-
tives of the POWSs, vying for the

human interest story behind the
headline.

Deep in the middle of the Sun
report was a paragraph which read:
“Experts say the airmen’s bruised
faces COULD have been caused by
the blast of being ejected from the
cockpit at 500 mph. But . . ."

Andindeed, unreported by the Sun,
TV pictures one day later showed a
British pilot who had safely ejected
over Saudi territory bearing exactly
the same kind of facial injuries as
the captured pilots.

Look at the difference between
reporting of allied and Iraqi military
tactics. The morning after the first
blitz on Baghdad the London Evening
Standard reported 100% SUCCESS!
The Suntold us that “50% ofthe Iraqi
airforce has been destroyed”. The
Pentagon announced that the elite
Republican Guard had been “deci-
mated”.

"WHY DIDN'T YELLOW BELLIES
FIGHT?" asked a disappointed Sun.
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raids were far from 100% success-
ful. It was taking Iraqi ground crews
“on average only 24 hours to get
airfields back in action”. Far from
losing 50% of its airforce lraqg’'s
confimed air losses amounted to 41
out of over 800 planes after one
week of fighting: fewer than one in
twenty.

Undeterred by such facts the
Evening Standard later blamed the
weather for these failings under the
headline, “STORM THAT SAVED
SADDAM".

Balance sheet

A truthful balance sheet of the
blitzreveals that sound militarysense
had made the “yellow bellies” save
their planes for later in the war. But
such a balance sheet would have
little propaganda value for the me-
dia.

The British and US governments
have used the media to control the
emotional mood swings which ac-
company allwars. Whenthey sensed
too much euphoria at the beginning
they engineered a swing towards
pessimism. When pessimismthreat-
ened to turn into depression at the
sight of our “Top Guns” mouthing
pro-lraq propaganda on video the
media manipulators moved in with a
new angle on the war: its de-humani-
sation.

At every stage in the war when
actual casualties or suffering have
been seen there has been a flurry of
stories concentrating or the techno-
logical aspect of the war. “PATRIOTS
4 SCUDS 0", one missile fighting
another with human beings sitting
back to watch the fireworks: this is
the image the TV and press falls
back on whenever real live casual-
tiesthreaten toweakenthe warfever.
It is an image especially potent fora
generationefyouthreared on “shoot-
em-up” video games.

Prepare

All this is to prepare us for the day
when the war will revert to a World
War One-style trench battle, killing
tens of thousands. Then the press
will be used to stoke up our anger at
the Iraqis, it will urge the bombing of
civilians to end the war and lessen
the British casualties, it will sum-
mon up the “Dunkirk spirit”. But
despite the video technology that
enables us to follow a Tomahawk
Cruise to within feet of its target we
will not be allowed a glimpse of this
suffering until years after the war

has finished.®
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killing tens of thousands. They have done nothing
about the Israeli occupation of the West Bank for
over 20 years. And in Panama and Grenada it was
the US Arm itself which violated the rights of its
weak and dependent. neighbours.

They say it is a war to defend democracy. Let’
hope no-one has told the Saudi and Kuwaiti princes
or their Syrian, Iranian and Turkish allies! In every
one of these countries fighting to defend democracy
is a crime punishable by prison or death. In Israel
this war to “defend democracy” has meant a 24-hour
curfew for one and a half million Palestinians.
Having denied the Palestinians gas masks, the
Israeli state nowdeniesthem theright toleave their
- homes to get food and water.

When the war is over the allies will make peace
with Saddam or some other Iraqi dictator, tram-
pling on the democratic rights of the Palestlmans
the Kurds and the Iraqi workers.

Whenever the imperialists are asked to explain
their double standards, their hypocrisy and their
change of heart towards Saddam (the man they
once praised for standing up to Iran’s Khomeini)
they reply that now, with the world “united”, it is
time to establish a new order. Whatever the “mis-
takes” of the past, they say, we have to draw the line
against aggression now, in the Saudi desert. There
is not a shred of honesty in this argument.

If it is a war to restore peace and stability to the |

Middle East why are Major and Bush laying their
plans now for a network of military bases in the
~ Middle East after the destruction of Iraq? They

know that the war’s legacy will be years of conflict
and instability. To keep the peace, once the present
fragile coalition of Arab rulers collapses, Britain,
France and the USA will have to maintain a perma-
nent military presence. They will have to arm

Workers Power 139 FEBRUARY 1991 _

friendly dictators to the teeth.
The real war aim of the Western
powers is to ensure the continued ex-

ers =
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STRIKE
AGAINST
THE WAR!

In every town the anti-war commit-
‘tees should turn to the task of building
strike action against the war with Iragq,

ploitation of the workers of Middle

to get the troops out, to stop the intern-

East, the continued subservience of
every local ruler to the imperialist
armies and oil companies. It is being
fought to ensure that a region rich in
the world’s most precious commodity
remains poor, underdeveloped and de-
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ment of Arabs and the racist harass-
ment of Muslims.

We should boycott all war work and
break the sanctions by sending uncon-
ditional aid to the Iraqis on the receiv-
ing end of the bombs and missiles.

pendent on imperialist handouts.

This is a war against the democratic rights of the
workers and peasants of the Middle East. Itis a war
against the right of self determination for nations
like the Palestinians and the Kurds.

That is why the workers of the entire world have
to unite in action to stop it.

Already millions have taken to the streets in Eu-
rope, in North Africa, and the USA. There have been

spontaneous strikes, school boycotts and mass dem-.

onstrations from Italy to Islamabad.

But the response of the British workers’ move-
ment has been pathetic. The Labour Party’s support
for the war, its opposition even to a pause in the
bombing, shows it is a bosses’ party. It is no more
committed to peace and democracy than Major or
Thatcher, but dutifully pushes their ideas in the
ranks of the working class.

The TUC, from its Congress House bunker, has

~ said nothing. Individual union leaders from far

right to so-called “broad left” have applauded the
munitions wo’rkers doing overtime for the war ef-
fort.

stop the attack on Iraq.
Now the war has started it is no use pleading with

our rulers to see reason. We have to talk to our them
in the language the whole world is now speaking:

It will be left to the ordinary workers and youth to

The warmongers, from the right wing

press to the Labour leaders will scream and shout

about treason. They will point the finger and ask
“which side are you on?”.

For workers and youth there can be only one
answer. To avoid being traitors to our class we will
support Iraq, unconditionally, until it defeats impe-
rialism. Of course Saddam Hussein is a tyrant. We
saidit long ago when the US and British rulers were
arming him to the teeth. We want to see Saddam
overthrown. But by the Iraqi workers and poor
peasants, not by the armies of imperialism.

Today a victory for imperialism will set back the
struggle against tyranny and oppression. It will
create the conditions for decades of exploitation and
oppression of Iraq by the victorious imperialists.
That is why, in this war, the main enemy of the Iraqi
people is not Saddam Hussein. It is imperialism.

Workers and youth in Britain must join with the
millions of Arab workers and peasants who suffer
torment at the hands of imperialism every day in

support for: Victory to Iraq against the imperialist
alliance!l
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INTERNIVIENT_
What price democracy?

has been the shameless vio-
ion of the democratic rights of
political refugees, foreign stu-
dents resident in Britain and
British citizens from the Asian
and Muslim communities. In
addition the first steps are being
taken to outlaw the voicing of
support for Iraq.

In theory, the parliamentary
politicians praise democracy as
“the right of the minority to voice
its opposition to the majority”. In
practice however
rity” and the “feelings of the ma-
jority” are cited as reasons for
violating the lofty principles of de-
mocracy when war breaks out.

First of all the threat of terror-
ism was whipped up by the gut-
ter press. Soon our cities would
be subjected to the bloody carnage
of a bombing campaign by Iraqis
and Palestinians.

MONGST THE first acts of
Athe the British government
afth

Screaming

The gutter press was soon
screaming that all Iraqis and Pal-
estinians should be rounded up
and put in concentration camps
on Salisbury Plain. “Of course
not” said government spokesper-
sons and then proceeded to do it
cautiously and step by step.

Now there are 47 Iraqgis and
seven Palestinians in Pentonville
and Wormwood Scrubs. A further
two prisoners are being held at
military barracks. Fifteen Iraqis
have already been deported.

Police and immigration officers
have been carrying out raids us-
ing the 1971 Immigration Act,
which allows deportation of “for-
eigners whose presence is consid-

“national secu-

ered not conducive to the public
good on grounds of national secu-
rity”

If anyone thinks that the right

of habeas corpus, would be of any

assistance, Lord Justice Mann
and Mr Justice Tudor Evans sum-
marily dismissed the appeal. of
one Pentonville Palestinian.

The Home Secretary’s plea of
“interests of national security”,

the language of force.

unsupported by any evidence, was
quite sufficient for these guardi-
ans of our liberties to throw out
the right to be free from jail un-
less convicted.

One of those threatened with
deportation Mr Abbas Cheblak,a
Palestinian academic who has
lived in Britain with his wife and
children for sixteen years was re-
fused the name of the terrorist

Castle Industrial Estate, Elephant Rd, London SE 17

group he is alleged to have links
with.

Why? “For reasons of national
security”. Deportations under this
catch-all rule are not challenge-
able by any form of appeal.

At the time of the Vietnam War
and in the 1970s this was used to
deport figures like German stu-
dent leader Rudi Dutschke and
journalist Mark Hosenball.

Now state attacks are already

- widening in scope. Not only “dan-

gerous aliens” are threatened
with the loss of their democratic
rights.

In North London the Workers
Revolutionary Party (News Line)
were banned under the Public
Order Act from marching under
a banner calling for victory to
Iraq.

Under the pretext that certain
slogans are “likely to lead to a
breach of the peace” the police
will try to establish their power
to censor placards, leaflets etc.

Whilst “truth is always the
first casualty” in any war, the
second is always sure to be demo-
cratic rights .l

have launched an all out cam-

paign to defend the democratic
rights of workers in the factories!

But it's nothing to cheer about.
The people who normally don't give
a damn about conditions in our
workplaces, are fighting for our
“right".to fly the Union Jack aspart
of a racist campaign against Asian
and Muslim workers who refuse to
join in the jingoism at work.

The Sun’s auxilliaries in this flilthy
attempt at provocation will be every
fascist and racist longing to un-
leash pogroms on black workers at
home and at work. :

A sharp increase in racist at-
tacks has already been reported. In
Sheffleld a minibus taking children
from the Yemeni community to
school was stoned. In Tower Ham-
lets, an Asian was stabbed in the

=GULF

THE SUN and the Tory right

steet and in the Midlands there has
been a spate of attacks on mosques.

Some employers, in their own
interests are trying to limit the Sun-
inspired racist agitation where there
is a large Asian or Muslim workforce.
Some Labour councils have ex-
pressed their opposition to provoca-
tive flags and slogans in their offices

* and depots.

The silence of the TUC, the un-
ions and the Labour leadership has
been deafening. Trade union mili-
tants, socialists and anti-racists
must take up the challenge.

Launch a fight in your workplace
to tear down the Union Jack. It is
the flag of the fascist, the imperial-
ist general and the racist football
thug.

Generations of workers in the
past fought for the right to raise the
red flag of international solidarity.
That is the only flag we should fly at
work.l

UNION JACK

Tear it down!
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F YOU ask the average rank

and file Labour Party member

about the party’s fundamental
aims, “peace” will always come high
on the list of answers. Thousands
of workers believe that Labourisa
real alternative to British capital-
ism’s historic “war party” the To-
ries.

It is fairly easy for Labour’s
leadership to perpetuate thismyth
during times of peace. But when-
ever there is a war the myth ex-

plodes faster than a cluster bomb.
Labour sleadersscramble toprove
themselves loyal to the bosses, to
the bosses’ war aim and to the
bosses’ killing machine. The Gulf
war is yet another sickening ex-
ample of this. - .

On the eve of war the Labour
leadership, worried about divisions
within the parliamentary party,
shifted its emphasis. Instead of

. trying to out shout the Tories in

the callsto punish Iraq they started
urging more time for sanctions.
The leadership backed a resolu-
tion of the Parliamentary Labour
Party which called on:

“UN-authorised forces not to
undertake military action until
sanctions have been operated long
enough to have had maximum
impact.”

Labour’s Foreign Affairs
spokesman, Gerald Kaufman,
backed this “give sanctions a
chance” line with an article in the
Guardian.Thisarguedthatthel5
January UN deadline should not
be regarded as authorisation for
the start of fighting and that the
allies should not allow themselves
to be “hemmed in” to a war. Quite
afew of Labour’s “doves” welcomed
this shift. Tribune, which had
criticised the leadership for its
belligerent stance, argued that the

new.position “deserves support”.
Many workers opposed to the war
may have felt the same.

The would have been pro-
foundly wrong. Kinnock and
Kaufman were engaged in a cyni-
cal manoeuvre to minimise the di-
visions within the Labour Party.
They were trying to ensure that as
many Labour MPs as possible
trooped into the same voting lobby
as the open bosses’ party—to say
yes to war.

Sanctions
Two things illustrate the truth

of this. First, despite arguing fora -

longer use of sanctionsin the Com-
mons debate on 15 January, the
leadership refused to put a reso-
lution to that effect. The resolu-
tion voted on was a technical one
that the “House shall adjourn”. In
other words, the Labour leader-
ship, up to its neck in secret deals
with the Tories, had no position
distinct from the Tories. Apartfrom
the 55 MPs who voted agajnst “ad-
journment” and those that ab-
stained, Labour fully supported the
Tory position.

Secondly, the content Kinnock
gave to his call for the “patient and
prolonged pursuit of sanctions®,
was unmistakably warlike. The
Labour lefts and pacifists who call
for sanctions against Iraq are call-
ing for an economic war against
Iraq. They are unable to answer
the question—what if 'sanctions
don’t work? Their position is a

- hopeless muddle.

Not so the position of Kinnock.
He was far clearer than the left on
the question of sanctions. He un-
derstands that they are a form of
economic warfare that only has
meaning as a prelude to a shooting
war. In his speech to the Com-
mons, greeted with cheers by the
gang of Tory hecklers who nor-
mally specialise in disrupting his
utterances, he said:

“Part of the reason for arguing
for the longest possible use of sanc-

LABOUR

Once again Labour is urging British soldiers to kill for imperialism.
Mark Harrison explains why it never does anything else.

Butchers’
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"Don} stop t bomblg"

tions, anditisin no sense a conces-
sion to Saddam Hussein or ap-
peasement, is to try to ensure the
killing rate is as low as possible.”
Workers who believe Labour is
the party of peace or that sanc-
tions are an alternative to war
should dwell on those words.

A lengthy period of sanctions

does not exclude there being a
“killing rate” for Neil Kinnock. For
him the war is inevitable. But by
starving Iraq—by depriving it,
through sanctions, of spare parts
and ammunition for its arsenal—
sanctions can make it easier for
the imperialist allies to win the
war with few casualties. This was
the speech of a warmonger, the

leader of a warmongering party, a

party that claims to represent the
working class but acts decisively
in the interests of the bosses.

Assault

Any doubt on,this score was re-
moved the next day when the
fighting commenced. Kinnock and

~ Kaufman had long said that as

soon as fighting began, evenifthey
disagreed with the timing of the
war, they would honour their
pledge to give the Labour Party’s
upport to the brutal assault on
Iraq. Kinnock was upfront about
Labour’s support for the imperial-
ist troops. It “would not be given
from a corner” he said, because:
- “There can be absolutely no

THE

doubt about the legitimacy of mili-

tary action against the Iraqi dicta-
tor. [The British troops] are doing
their duty bravely; it is our duty to
see we give them our backing
firmly.”

And against any dissenters in
Labour’s ranks he warned of the
need for “the maximum possible
unity”. Already four front bench

opponents of the line have been -
~ sacked or have resigned in the

cause of “unity”.

What is more the Labour lead-
ers are now in the forefront of the
campaign against any “pause” or
ceasefirein the fighting. They want
victory and nothing less. Unless
Iraq surrenders unconditionally,
argued Kaufman, “thereis nopoint
in having any kind of pause”. Their

war aims go well beyond Irag’s

withdrawal ~ from Kuwait.
Parroting George Bush, Kinnock
and Kaufman want the complete
destruction of Iraq’s military ca-
pability, an end to Saddam’s abil-
ity to act as power in the Middle
East and the punishment of the

Iraqi masses by exactmg repara-
tions after the war.

Kinnock is now to be found ad-
dressing bodies like the Royal
United Services Institute; he is
busy donating his blood to the war
effort; he has been taken into the
“confidence” of the ruling circles.
But he is nowhere to be found
inside the labour movement. He
will not allow himself to be called
to account for offering his support
to the savage attack on Iraq. The
CND demos he once patronised he
now denounces. And the voices
within his own party who oppose
him are silenced either by being
sacked or—ashappened with Tony
Benn—prevented by the twoparty
Jeaderships and the Speaker, from
putting their own amendments to
resolutions in the House of Com-
mons.

Collaboration

This sorry episode is not at all
accidental or unique in Labour’s
history. Jeremy Corbyn, the left
MP, complained that today it was
like “being in a coalition Parlia-
ment”. Soit has been during every
war waged by British imperial-
ism. From 1914 through 1939,
through Korea and Suez, through
every war against liberation
fighters in the “empire” including
Ireland today, through the
Malvinas war, Labour acted in col-
laboration with the Tories to en-

“Part of the reason for arguing for the longest possible use of
sanctions, and it is in no sense a concession to Saddam Hussein or
" appeasement, is to try to ensure the killing rate is as low as

possible.” (Kinnock)

Workers who believe Labour is the party of peace or that sanctions
are an alternative to war should dwell on those words.

#

sure the smooth running of the
slaughter machine. Even when
Britain wasn’t directly involved,
as in Vietnam, Labour pledged its
support to imperialism.

It is a valuable asset for the
bosses to have a party that
preaches the values of peace all
the better to hoodwink workers
into supporting war. For Labour,
as the “party of peace”, is ideally
placed to explain to the working
class thatin each war imperialism
is justified. The war is to defend
the sovereignty of the “fatherland”,
to defend “democracy”, to “oppose
dictatorship”, to combat “terror-
ism”.In every case Labour supplies
imperialism with political camou-
flage necessary for it to maintain
working class support for its pur-
suit of plunder through violence.

In today’s war Labour has en-
sured, throughits grovelling unity
with the Tories, that Britain’s anti-
war movement is one of the
smallest in the world. £

At the outset of the conflict there
was considerable concern amongst
British workers about what the
US and the Tories were up to. There
were justified suspicions that the
unfolding conflict was about oil,
not freedom. Instead of building
on that concern Labour rushed in
to assure workers that the issue
was the liberation of Kuwait and
democracy versus dictatorship. No
matter that Kuwait was an un-
democratic and artificial creation
of British imperialism. No matter
that the Saudis “we” were defend-
ing are governed by abrutal bunch
of despots. Labour did the job of
persuading workers that the war,
when it came, would be just.

Labour will always follow this
course. And, whatever the worthy
intentions of its left wing, they
cannot change it.

Their alternative toshooting was
sanctions, their alternative to the
US leading role was the UN—
which authorised the fighting!
Their alternative to defeating im-
perialismisaceasefire thatisbased
on Iraq giving in to imperialism’s
war aim.

Their alternative toKinnockisa
“soft option” for imperialism that
can be squared with their genuine
pacifist distaste for war. It can so
easily be shot down by Kinnock
and the Tories because it is not a
consistent alternative, not an in-
dependent class alternative.

Alternative

Workers have been led into im-
perialist carnage by Labour too
many times. For too long we have
had to put up with a party that
acts as a recruiting sergeant for
imperialism. In building an anti-
imperialist movement against the
current slaughter we need to forge
an independent working class and
revolutionary alternative to La-
bour.

We can start this by taking the
fight into the heart of the Labour
Party itself. While the number of
MPs voting against the war fell
from 55 on 15 January to 34 on 21
January, this does not reflect the
uncertainty that exists amongst
rank and file members. Acampaign
against the imperialist attack on
Iraq, one that denounces Kinnock
for hisbetrayal of the working class
and his support for the war and
demands that Labour end this
support, can turn that uncertainty
into active opposition. It can win
people, inside and outside the La-
bour Party to antl-lmpenahst ac-
tion.

It can lay the basisfor thousands
of recruits to a revolutionary
communist party—the only alter-
native to a Labour Party that re-
lies on our class forits support, but
obeys every order of our class
enemy.M
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No relief from

| MILITANT dominated All
| Britain Anti-Poll Tax Fed-

eration hasorganised solittle

| activity against the Poll Tax since

its November AGM, we could be
forgiven for thinking that John
Major had thrown the tax into the
dustbin of history. Unfortunately
that is not the case.

Major and Michael Heseltine
came to office promising to reform

. the Poll Tax . They needed to re-
- move its potential as an electoral

~ liability for a Tory government on
- the rocks.

Once Major was safely in

I  Number Ten all talk of rapidreform
~ was dropped. Now it is revealed

David Phelan

~ that Heseltine has managed to get
 barely £300 million extra in tran-
 sitional relief. The Treasury moved
instead todeal with a much higher
priority, paying for Major’s bloody
slaughter in the Gulf.

According to Chancellor of the
Exchequer, Norman Lamont, the
Gulf war will mean’ yet more cuts
in jobs and services at a time when
local councils are already sinking
into chaos.

A report by the Local Govern-
ment Information Unitreveals that

1t costs £130 million just to keep
the Poll Taxregister updated! Each
change to the register costs, on
average, £9.53.

The national average Poll Tax
for the financial year 1991-92 has
been estimated at £380 per head,
and Treasury projections in No-
vember disclosed that individual
bills are set to rise by at least £56.

The passing of the Community
Charges (Substitute Setting) Bill
which closes the loophole created
by the victory of Lambeth Council
in the Court of Appeal, will lead to
more cuts and widespread charge-

capping.

For all their rhetorig, the Tories

are still committed to the funda-
mental principles of the Poll Tax;
passing the cost of local authority
service provision on to the working
class. Labour councils’ illusions in
Michael Heseltine and “nice” John
Major have been rudely shattered.

Delegates from the Association of

Metropolitan Authorities who met
with Heseltine came away shocked
at a demonstration of what they
described as “Thatcherism in top
gear” and called his plans for local
government “the most centralist

ANTI=FASCISTS JAILED!

Tony David
NT 1338
4 years

Mark Malin

Blundeston Prison
Lowestoft
Suffolk NR 5RG

NT 1335
4 years

The Verne Prison

Portland |
Dorsgt DTS5 1EQ

INT 1337
3 years

Bisley Prison
Woking

*

Letters if possible . .

IRTHDAYS
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avid: 28 January

*

PLEASE GIVE YOUR SUPPORT!
. but more for the lon
m, Christmas and Birthday cards. :

Surrey GU24 9EX

prescription ever heard from a
minister”. |

- With non-payment of the Poll
Tax still growing, the Tories and
their cronies in the magistrates
courts have moved onto the offen-
sive. A High Court judgement in
December ruled against the auto-
matic “right” to a McKenzie’s
friend. In doing this they are pre-
paring to turn the courts into “fine
factories”. This measure has
dashed the main weapon of the
All-Britain Federation’s strategy—
blocking the courts with cases—
out of its hand.

On 15 January Pat Westmore
became the second person to be
jailed for non-payment of the Poll
Tax, when Medinacouncil took him
to court. Trafalgar Square de-
fendant, Michael Neal, was shortly
afterwards given eighteen months
for affray. Waiting in the wings is
Newcastle-under-Lyme Labour
Council which has issued 37 sum-
monses for commital to prison.

Nevertheless, the chance to in-
flict a crushing defeat on the To-
ries still exists. The basis exists for
a turn to militant direct action to
smash the tax. When Lewisham
Council issued 5,000 summonses
against non-payers it got a 2,000
strong occupation of the local
magistrates court for its pains.

Council workersin neighbouring
Southwark have voted over-
whelmingly to strike against cuts
imposed as a result of the cash
shortfall created by the introdue-
tion of the Poll Tax. In Lambeth
non-payment stands at 80% and
the council has not even begun
enforcement!

But any exploitation of such
possibilities demands a break with
the passive “non-payment can win”
strategy of the Federation and its
misnamed Militant leadership. In
the run-up to the setting of the
new rate in March, anti-Poll Tax
unions need tolink up with council
workers and service usersand work
for strikes, mass demonstrations
and occupations against cuts and
against the tax itself.

This will lay the basis for re-
establishing the anti-Poll Tax
campaign as a fighting force within
the labour movement and pave the
way for the generalised strike ac-
tion necessary to finish off this
hated tax once and for all.

As for the Federation leader-
ship, at a time when the Tories are
stepping up the class war at home
and abroad, there can be nogreater
mdlctment of their bankruptcy
than the fact that they have all but
disappeared!®
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Britain’s other war

“THE GOVERNMENT must pro-
mote its own cause and under-
mine that of the enemy by dis-
seminating its view of the situa-
tion, and this involves a carefully
planned and co-ordinated cam-
paignh of what for want of a better
word must be called psychologi-
cal operations”.

So wrote General Frank Kitson,
architect of British military strat-
egy in Ireland in 1971. The
disinformation and self-censor-
ship which have become a prop
of Britain's war drive in the Gulf
are evidenced by countless in-
stances in the war against the
Irish resistance in the Six Coun-
ties. With one big difference.

Apart from the odd Ministerial
slip of the tongue Britain has
consistently denied that it is
fighting a war against the IRA.
Rather it is engaged in a “deter-
mined fight against terrorism”,
conducted by “fanatics and psy-
chopaths”. Strange then that so
many of the repressive actions
taken by the British state in the
run up to the Guif war bear all the
hallmarks of the lessons learned
in over twenty years of struggle to
deny the right of self-determina-
tion to the peoples of Ireland.

In 1988 the Britishgovernment
introduced a media ban on Sinn
Fein which effectively removed
the right to free speech for an
elected political party of the na-
tionalist community. In his
statement on the ban the then

'Home Secretary, Douglas Hurd,

defended this anti-democratic
measure onthe grounds that Sinn
Fein used the media “to justify
their criminal activities.” By in-
troducing such legislation, the
British state was following in the
footsteps of the 26 counties,
where Section 31 of the Broad-
casting Act has been in force
every year since 1976.

Every TV picture, radio broad-
cast and newspaper article from
the Gulfis also censored. Reports
are based on doctored information
provided by military officials. One
of the BBC's war “experts” is Sir
Michael Armitage, a former head
of defence intelligence and
“disinformation” specialist. AlI TV
news pictures will have been vet-
ted by the US, British and Saudi
military, “to prevent politically
damaging disclosures by soldiers
and protect the public from the
consequences of war”. Any one
with half a mind would be forgiven
forthinking it remarkable that the
media restrictions which apply to
the Gulf war apply equally to the
Six Counties, where, we are told,
no war exists.

To avoid the creation of a “fifth
column” in Britain, police and
immigration officers have been
rounding up lragi, Kurdish and
Palestinian dissidents, while de-
nying any move toward intemn-

ment.

In 1971, with the IRA on the
offensive and growing in numbers
and capability, the British govern-
ment seized upon internment as
the most viable weapon in its
armoury against the Irish resist-
ance. In the three months from
the reintroduction of internment
1,224 people were picked up,
and over a fouryear period 2,158
internment orders were signed.

Many internees were arrested
without any cause whatsoever and
many were badly beaten. When
the British state finally abandoned
internment it did so in name only,
using instead the Prevention of
Terrorism Act as a means of sur-
veillance on and detention of the
Irish community and those sym:-
pathetic to the Republicancruse.

Most recently, nine peopie were
arrested outside the Kilburn Na-
tional Dance Club in North London
and slammed against a wall by
armed police. Six were immedi-
ately released. When one of the
remaining detainees, Martin
Docherty, was released, the po-
lice admitted they had “insuffi-
cient evidence” to proceed. He
was immediately re-arrested and
“excluded” to Dublin under the
PTA.

Winston Churchill once said that
a nation at war must surround
itself with a bodyguard of lies.
This is true forthe Irish war as for
the slaughter in the Gulf.

The South Armagh Brigade of

the IRA has recently issued a
statement detailing the deaths of

three British soldiers, and injuries
to several others in an IRA opera-
tion at Tullyvallen. Local people
reported a massive landmine ex-
plosion, and:

. . . at least three stretchers
being loaded into helicopters. A
number of eye-witnesses also,
confirmed that two blanket-cov-'
ered bodies were removed from
the scene some time after the
explosion, whilst a third soldier
suffered extensive injuries.”

British army reports claimed
that no-one was seriously injured
in the attack.

While the House of Commons
daily berates Iraq’s “invasion of
its smaller neighbour” the British
army maintains the artificial divi-
sion of the Irish state at the point
ofagun. Asa Sinn Fein statement
put it:

“The treatment of Allied pris-
oners by the Iragis has been de-
nounced by many of the same
people who have inflicted torture,
murder, show trials and decades
of mistreatment of Irish political
prisoners.” |

Whether in the Middle East or
against the Irish resistance, Brit-
ain conducts its war behipd a
cover of lies. Inthe Six Counties,
the big lie is that there is no
warlll
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HE BOSSES' media is busy
T playing down the extent of

opposition to this bloody war.
But demonstrations of tens of thou-
sands in London and around the
country have shown that there is a
militant minority willing to oppose
the war on the streets, especially
students and youth.

Local committees against the war
are novw drawing in new forces. In the
colleges the first week of the war saw
big meetings and numerous anti-war
committees formed. Trades Coun-
cils and some workplaces have also
set up committees, or brought to-
gether meetings of militants.

Two immediate questions face the
anti-war movement. How do we or-
ganise this minority to mobilise the
majority of workers against the war,
and around what demands do we do

it? Workers Power believes it is

possible to build a principled and

united movement against the war

around three key slogans:

@ Stop the war against Iraq

@ Imperialist troops out of the Gulf
now!

@® Defend Arab and Muslim commu-
nities against internment, depor-
tation and racist attack

The maincampaign atthe moment is

the Committee to Stop War in the

- Gulf. This national organisation has
called the major demonstrations

against the war. But the Committee

has resisted any attempt to go be-

yond the calls to “Stop the war” and

_ “Negotiate for Peace”. This is be-

cause it has in its ranks people who
support the blockade against lraq

~ and even the presence of troops in

the Gulf, including leading members
of CND.

As the war progresses, the inade-
quacy of this slogan becomes ever
clearer. When the imperialist troops
drive into Kuwait and then onto Iraq,
the casuality list will grow day by day.
What will these demands meanthen?
They will mean demanding that the
Iraqi people negotiate underthe guns

of Britain and the USA. The Iraqis will -

be threatened with yet more slaugh-
ter and destruction unless they ca-

pitulate to the demands placed on _

them by the imperialist plunderers of
t»z region’s wealth and resources.
7his is why it is vital that the anti-
war movement takes a clear position
against the presence of imperialist
troops. CND and the pacifist leaders
will oppose this. Obviously we do not
aim to exclude them bureaucratically
from the campaign; we leave such

cowardly methods to them. But we

' ,Wf_g f&,-» gl
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firmly believe that any anti-war cam-
paigsthat does not even fight for the
withdrawal of the troops that are
doing the killing is not worthy of the
name. That is why we will fight for
Troops Out, against the position of
the present leadership of the Com
mittee.

Where we win this it is virtually
inevitable that the pacifist leaders
will split rather than be associated
with anti-iimperialist demands. But
to refuse to fight even for the basic
anti-imperialist demand of “Troops
out” in order to maintain “unity”
would be a mistake.

Unfortunately the Socialist Work-
ers Party (SWP) made exactly this
mistake. It has tried to stop any fight
taking place within the Committee. It
has happily putthe demand for Troops
Out on its placards. But it has not
daredto fight forthe movement itself
to adopt that position, because even
to begin such a fight would mean
challenging the undemocratic struc-
tures of the Committee, which the
SWP has gone along with from the
start. ) '

Workers Power stands for the
defence of Iraq against imperialist

attack. If effective action against the

war develops in the factories and
colleges with protest strikes and
occupations, the bosses and their
lie machine, loyally backed by the
Labourand trade union bureaucrats,
will accuse the participants of under-
mining the war effort and helping
Iraq.

Unless the most active sections
of the working class can be con
vinced that an Iragi victory is in their
interests, many will be demobilised,

unable to answer the arguments of

the warmongers. That is whywe have
fought and will fight to win students,
trade unions and Labour party
branches to our position.

But a united front of workers’
organisations against the war must
be based on agreement to carry out
common action. Unlike the demand
for “Troops out”, it is not necessary
to commit the broad campaign to

“Victory to Iraq” before it can camry

out effective action against the
imperialists’ war aims.

The three demands that we have
set out above are enough to unite in
action with those forces who do not

yet agree with our defence of Iraq.

This will strengthen ourchances both
of building concrete anti-imperialist
action, and of convincing others in
the course of such action to adopt
our consistent position for the de-
fence of Iraq.In a healthy united front
organisationthese different positions
would be openly argued. This is not
the case within the Committee to
Stop War in the Gulf, both nationally
and locally. Every attempt is made to
exclude the anti-imperialist point of
view, from speakers lists, from plat-
forms, from the organisation of
marches and demos.

As long as this is the case a role
remains for campaigns such as
Hands Off the Middle East (HOME)
and Campaign Against War in the
Gulf (CAWG). These committees were
formed at the outset of the Guif
crisis as explicitly anti-imperialist
hodies. Workers Power has worked
within both. At the beginning of the
crisis it was not pre-ordained that the
labour movement organisations
would swing behind the pacifist,

cross-class Committee. We sought

to unite HOME and CAWG and win
trade union and Labour Party
affiliations.

Unfortunately we did not succeed
and it is neccessary to take the fight
for anti-imperialist workers’ action
into the pacifist Committee.

The role of the small anti-imperial-

ist committees should now be to —

Where now?

take their positions into the pacifist

committees and fight forthese posi-
tions to be heard. CAWG has consis-
tently failed to raise anti-imperialist
slogans or to organise anti-imperial-

ist contingents. HOME has shown

itself capable of organising anti-
imperialist contingents, demos and
pickets. This needs to continue.
Where actionisvitally necessary and
the pacifists refuse point-blank to
organise it it is vital that local and
national anti-imperialist committees
are prepared to act independent of
the pacifists.

Above all the anti-war committees
should be turning their activists
towards the working class, the class
which has the power to bring the
capitalist war machine to a grinding
halt. Protest strikes have taken place
in Turkey, Italy, Germany and North
Africa. School boycotts and univer-
sity occupations have been organ-
ised in Italy and Spain. If the British
workers and youth are to play a

similar role the anti-war movement
will have to challenge the pro-war
leaders of the labour movement, if
‘necessary appealing for action over
their heads.

Regular bulletins and leaflets
should be produced to counter the
capitalist lies and propaganda. The
aim should be to win trades coun-
cils, trade union branches and shop
stewards’' committees to the three
demands, to form workplace anti-
Gulf war committees, to build up
support for meetings in work time to
protest against the war, and then for
strike action. The arguments must
also be camied intothe armed forces.

Asian and Arab workers and youth
must be drawn into this struggle and
we must fight to mobilise all workers
in defence of these groups, subject
as they are to growing harrassment
and racism. We must commit all
workplaces and colleges which have
Iraqi, Palestinian or any other group
threatened with internment or depor-
tation to strike action immediately
they are threatened or arrested. We
must prevent management and col-
lege authorities from giving names
and addresses to the security serv-
ices.

Unlike the anti-Vietham Warmove-
ment we do not have years to build
up support. We have to use the
coming weeks and months to tumn
the angerof a minority into the action
of hundreds of thousands.l

Party branch!
1. This

2. This

Stop the war against Iraq

and racist attack
3.This

4.This

- 5. This

Boycott all war work!

Move this resolution in your unibn, workplace, college, Labour |

believes that the war is a naked act of imperialist
aggression, designed to ensure the continued exploitation of the
people and resources of the Middie East. We call on members to
actively oppose the US/allied war against Iraq.

resolves to support all actions and demonstrations
called in protest against the war. We resolve to organise action to:

Get the impernialist troops out of the Gulf now
Defend Arab and Muslim communities from internment, deportation

further resolves to organise (a ballot for) protest strike
action to further these aims, if possible in collaboration with other
unions/ branches, but not later than two weeks from now.

condemns the action of the Labour leadership which
has supported Major and Bush to the hilt in inflicting mass siaughter
on Iraqi civilians and conscript soldiers. :

, whilst giving no political support to the Saddam |
regime, is committed to fighting for:
Defend Iraq against imperialist attack!

No sanctions, break the blockade! Send unconditional ald to Iraq!
Victory to Iraq against the allied armies!

6. On this basis we afflliate to the local anti-war committee.

e mr AT




given full support to the “desert-
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LL OVER the world workers and youth
are protesting against the war. Written
off by academics as “a declining class”,
the workers and youth have proved the
cynics wrong. They have come onto the streets
in their hundreds of thousands in every conti
nent.

In Algeria, Libya, Yemen and Pakistan there
have been literally millions on the streets. In
Spain, Italy and Germany even the official trade
unions have been forced to lead demonstrations
and to call limited strikes. In Greece and Turkey,
workers and students in struggle over pay and
conditions have spontaneously raised the de-
mand: “No War”.

The reason for this is simple. Throughout the
world workers will be made to pay for the war; in
higher taxes, in greater repression, in the divert-
ing of money and services from the needy to the
war effort and with the blood of working class
soldiers.

Unlike Britain, the vast majority of modern
capitalist states still have conscript armies. All
over the world, whether they have land forces in
the Gulf or not, the recruiting sergeants of these
armies are coming knocking at the doors of
workers’ estates, looking for young men and
women to feed the military machine.

The response to the outbreak of war proves
that the working class exists and that it is
willing to fight against the horrific carnage that

Spain has been a time of

massive mobilisations of anti-
war, pacifist and anti-militarist
groups, from a general strike by
2.5 million students to plans for a
massive demonstration at the US
airbase at Torrejon.

The Spanish “socialist” govern-
ment has sent a further three
warships to the Gulf, supposedly
to replace the ships already there.
Plans for a much larger military
intervention have recently been
leaked to the press. Troops are
being prepared, leaveis suspended
and extra training has begun.

As aresult of this escalation two
sailors have already refused tojoin
the flotilla. The Ko-ordinadora de
Kolectivos Antimili (KoKo) have

THE PAST two months in

ers” and their families, helping
them to hide and offering legal
services.

There are other “deserters”;
those who refuse to return to mili-
tary service after leave. There are
even a number of desparate serv-
icemen who have wounded them-
selves to avoid being sent.

The government swiftly sent
warrants to the families of the two

is being unleashed.

But everywhere it is under reformist, pacifist
and reactionary religious leadership.

The strength of the anti-war movement in south-
em Europe and in Germany compared to Britain
and the USA is not simply due to the level of
working class organisation and the extent of
past defeats.

It also reflects splits within the ruling class of
these countries and the fragility of the European
imperialists’ political solidarity with each other.
In North Africa and Asia the demonstrations have
often been led by governing parties or by reac-
tionary religious leaders. |

Though they are prepared to shout for peace
today many of these leaders were only yesterday
calling for maximum economic sanctions against
iraq. For them “No War” means, “let’s return to
sanctions and force Iraq to negotiate by starving
its population”.

The task of consistent anti-imperialists in every
country is to tum these protests by workers and
youth not just against the war but against the
interests of their own ruling classes.

This means breaking with calls for sanctions
and launching strike action to demand the with-
drawal of troops, a boycott of war work and the
breaking of the blockade against Iraq. It means
refusing to make sacrifices for the war effort and

defending those who refuse to lay down their

lives for the profits of the big oil companies.

Protesters demonstrating in San Francisco as the war began

Protests sweep
the world

deserters followed by an offer of
immunity from prosecutionif they
immediately join the flotilla. At
the same time they are proceeding
with the prosecution of six consci-
entious objectors, each of whom
faces a maximum of two years in
jail.

On the eve of war two markedly
different demonstrations took
place. On Sunday 13 January
50,000 marched through Madrid’s
deserted financial district in a
carnival-type pacifist demonstra-
tion.

On Tuesday 15 January 2.5
million students answered the call
for a general strike. The strike ef-
fectively closed the vast majority
of schools and colleges. Overall
300,000 marched in the streets of
the major cities. This time 70,000
working class youth tock to the
streets of Madrid. During and af-
ter the march numerous windows
of big commercial companies were
smashed. As the demo wound
through the working class areas of
southern Madrid it met with sym-
pathy and shouts of support from
the balconies of the workers’tene-
ments.

On the same day workers from

the UGT (Spanish TUC)and CCOO
(Workers’Committees) were called
on to observe a minute’s silence.
But there was no official workers
movement representation on the

student demo.

But on the day after the war
broke out an estimated two mil-
lion workers took action suchas15
minute strikes and factory meet-
ings against the war.ll

OPPOSITION TO the war is growing
in the newly united Germany.

A series of demonstrations took
place around the country in Decem-
ber, mainly under the influence of
the old pacifist movement, the
Greens and the semianarchist
Autonomen. As the United Nations
deadline approached the numbers
began to swell, with an enormous
demonstration of 100,000 people
marching through Berlinon 12 Janu-
ary. Workers and leftists from both
parts of the city joined to march
against the war under the slogans,
“No War in the Gulf” and “No Blood
for Oil".

The Party of Democratic Social
ism (PDS), formerly the ruling party
of East Germany, participated in
the Berlin demonstration, marching

with their own block. The other
major party with support in the
workers' movement, the SPD, has
also had involvement from its rank
and file members. But the SPD
leadership are beginning to get
nervous at the tone adopted by the
demonstrators. They have criticized
the movement for “anti-American-
ism” and encouraged protesters to
carry US and Israeli flags!

Most encouraging of all, on the
daywar broke out the German Trade
Union Federation called a strike in
protest. Unfortunately it was only

foronly 15 minutes. Although thisis

only a small start it is light years
ahead of the British TUC and should
be used as the start of a campaign
of mass strike action against the
war.H

S THE UN deadline ap-
Aproached hundreds of dem-
' onstrations and protests were
mounted across the USA. Student
groups, peace activists, Vietnam
veterans and trade unionists held
meetings and teach-ins in an effort
to mobilise an anti-war movement
on the scale of the one built in the
1960s against the Vietham War.
Some of the strongest support for
this movement came from the Bay
Area on the West Coast.

On the night of 15 January a
march was organised from the latino
Mission District to the Chevron Oil
HQ in downtown San Francisco. The
whole of the city centre ground to a
halt as thousands of protesters
blocked major intersections, spray-
painting hoardings and trolley buses
with anti-war slogans. The crowds
chanted as the deadline passed,
building a huge bonfire in the street,
while cops looked on helplessly.

Earlier that moming hundreds of
activists had succeeded in blocking
a key state government building and
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the Bay Bridge, causing huge traffic
jams. Once again the police were
completely outnumbered and unpre-
pared.

The news that fighting had com-
menced filtered through the city in
late afternoon the following day.
Soon activists from the peace camp
outside City Hall and from neigh-
bouring Berkeley and Oakland con-
verged with San Francisco demon-
strators on the city centre. A spon-
taneous demonstration of many
thousands marched across the city
once more, burning US flags as they
went. Later that night, fresh at-
tempts were made to block the Bay
Bridge and two police cars were
burnt out.

But by Thursday the police tac-
tics changed. The Mayor, a Demo-
crat who had declared the city a
sanctuary for anti-war activists only
days before, went on television be-
moaning the fact that demonstra-
tions were costing the city more than
$100,000 a day in police overtime.
The anti-war movement was already
proving more expensive than the
1989 earthquake!

When demonstrators got onto the
Bay Bridge again they were attacked
by baton wielding motor-cycle cops.
Demonstrators in the city, who had
been marching from dawn till dusk
for two days, were ordered to clear
the streets. Over 400 were arrested
in one go.

The police ran out of special plas-
tic handcuffs and ended up locking
hundreds of people in a warehouse
by the harbour. More than 1000
prolesters were armrested on 17
January alone. And city supervisors
changed the fine for walking on the
Bay Bridge from $35 to $10,000!

On Saturday 19 January a huge
demonstration of at least 100,000
proved to be the biggest in the USA,
although thousands also marched
in other cities across the country.

Spontaneous demonstrations had
begun to die down in the following
week as police repression increased
but on Thursday 24 a torchlit dem-
onstration attracted bundreds in
Berkeley and on Friday -a peace
group. circled the Chevron Building.
On Saturday 26 more than 150,000
demonstrated in both San Francisco
and Washington DC. Unlike the pre- -
vious week’s demonstration the Bay
Area one had a contingent -‘of over
6,000 trade unionists.

The Democrats, as always proved,
in practice their complete loyaity to
imperialism. Once they lost the vote
for maintaining sanctions rather
than beginning the shooting they
had rallied round the President im-
mediately war broke out. The only
Congressman to unequivocally de-
nounce the war was a Republican!

Workers action against the war
in the USA is vital. The workers'’
movement must break its reliance
on the Democrats and link the fight
against the war to the struggle for
an independent revolutignary work-
ers party.l
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“How else can we
free Kuwait?”

ARLIN FITZWATER, Bush's working class were foreign, this was
spokesman, told the world a system blatantly rigged in favour

- Saddam has been beaten, the

ié H OW CAN you support a
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that, with the attack on
Baghdad, “the liberation of Kuwait
has begun”. This is the democratic
gloss the imperialists are using to
cover up their real war aims.
Major and Hurd tell us that when

of the rich, or in the case of the

super-rich.

The USA, Britain and France are
intervening to protect this ruling
millionaire clique because it is
through them that they have been
able to exercise their own rule since
Kuwait was carved out of the des-
ert after World War One.

After that war Britain and France

“rightful rulers” of Kuwait will be
restored to power. Every soldier
being asked to die to “liberate”
Kuwait and every worker being
asked to support them has a right
to know who these “rightful rulers” trade routes and the military de-
are. The Emir of Kuwait, a member fence of their eastern colonies. The
of the al-Sabah family, is the an- discovery of oil and the dominance
SWer. of the USA after 1945 only
The Emir and his family are feu- intensified imperialism’s interest in
dal despots. Under their rule politi- the region. The “independence” of
cal parties were banned and their Kuwait, granted in 1961, was a
members imprisoned. Out of a farce. The al-Sabahs continued to
population of two million, only -rule as imperialism’s puppets, and
60,000 people were allowed to well paid puppets at that.
vote. At the last elections this
amounted to 3% of the male popu- powers never raised a murmur of
lation. Women had no vote at all. protest against the undemocratic
The really die-hard imperialist practices of the Emir or the com-
supporter will doubtless cite the -plete lack of rights granted to the
very fact that there were elections 300,000 Palestinian workers and
as evidence of why Kuwait is worth 500,000 Asians in Kuwait.
being killed or maimed for. Well, . The deep sympathy expressed by
the reason elections amongst a
handful of voters were allowed in sessed former ruling elite contrasts
the years since independence from  with the utter lack of support that
Britain is that the al-Sabah family imperialism has shown for the thou-
had a guarantéed majority. These sands of foreign workers now lan-
elections were no more democratic  guishing in camps on the Jorda-
than the ones Saddam Hussein nian/lragi border. As always, the
stages for his national assembly.  immigrant workers are the heaviest
In 1985 opposition MPs were losers.
elected. They tried to question a Despite all this, say the imperial-
goverament thinister and to investi-  ists, Kuwait is the poor little victim
gate a financial scandal. The par- of aggression. The Kuwaill nation
liament was dissolved by the Emir has been “raped”, as Bush puts it,
in 1986 in response to this. From  and its right to self-determination
then on the Emir ruled by decree. - needs to be re-established. While
For the mass of the Kuwaiti popu- the mass of people who live and
lation there were never even sham  work in Kuwait should have the nght
democratic rights. Foreign workers to determine their own future, Ku-
had absolutely no rights at all, so- wait itself is not in any meaningful
cial or political. Since 80% of the sense a nation

from breakinginto the “big league”
dictator?” That is the of imperialist powers, no matter
first response of many howself-important theirrulersare.

Despite being the willing allies
of imperialist exploitation the
semi-colonial bourgeoisie is occa-
sionally compelled by the pressure
of class forces to challenge the
imperialists: not over their right
to exploit but over the terms of ex-
ploitation. That is what Saddam’s
invasion of Kuwait was about: a
challenge to the established peck-
ing order in the Middle East, an
insistence on Iraq’s right to boost
the price of oil to bolster its al-
ready war-torn economy.

Despite thisreactionary aim the
invasion of Kuwait has placed Sad-
dam in military conflict with the
imperialist armies. It i1s not a
conflict Marxists would have cho-
sen. We did not call for Saddam to
invade Kuwait. We do not think
the invasion was in any way “anti-
imperialist”. But we have to de-
cide our attitude to the conflict
now it has begun.

In the First World War Lenin
and the Bolsheviks argued that
workers should take no side be-
tween Britain, France, Germany
etc. Lenin’s position was summed
up in the phrase: defeat on both
sides.

This means that a defeat for
your own country, because the

anti-war activists to Workers
Power’s defence of Iraq against
imperialist attack.

We argue that workers should
support Iraq in this war because of
the fundamental economic and
class issues at stake,

The USA and Britain are impe-
rialist countries. This means they
have historically exploited areas
like the Middle East to accumu-
late vast profits. Before the Sec-
ond World War they defended this
exploitation with a nakedly colo-
nial system: Iraq was “mandated”
(given) to Britain by the League of
Nations, the predecessor of the
modern UN.

After the Second World War, as
the USA became the unchallenged
imperialist superpower, the colo-
nial system was transformed irnto
a system of semi-colonies. These
‘were countries independent in
name only. They were economi-
cally dependent on imperialism
and politically subordinate to it.
The superprofits continued to flow
intoimperialist bank accounts and
the rounded development of econo-
mies like Iraq was prevented.

This system of imperialist ex-
ploitation prevents the ruling class
of semi-colonial countries like Iraq

1000-strong al-Sabah family, the

dominated the region to secure -

This explains why the imperialist-

Bush and Major for the dispos-

The state itself was created by
the British High Commissioner in

Irag in 1922 with a stroke of the -

pen. It did not exist as a separate
territory before then. Kuwait has no
special customs, culture or tradi-
tions of its own that are associ-
ated with nations, and of course
there was no significant Kuwaiti
working class. The majority of the
Kuwaiti population were classified
as aliens, foreign workers who were
denied rights of citizenship. '

The idea that imperialism is
bombing hell out of Iraq in order to
defend the HKuwaiti nation is a
smokescreen thrown up like all the
other lies to prevent us from see-
ing what the imperialists real aims
and interests are.

Workers Power opposed Sad-
dam'’s invasion of Kuwait. We do
not now call for lraq to get out as
this would lead to an immediate
US and British occupation. It would
strengthen imperialist control of the
area even further. It would enable
them to secure their total control
of the oil supplies on behalf of Tex-
aco, Exxon and Shell, and to put
their reliable dictators back on the
throne. ;

The battle that began on 16 Janu-
ary was not “the liberation of Ku-
wait” but the reconstruction of an
imperialist enclave.l

Tom King, egged on by Neil Kinnock, has
made clear that the official war aims of.the

allies now include the invasion of Iraq and
destruction of Saddam Hussein’s military
power. X . et
What they mean is the destruction of Sacd-
dam’s regime. Nobody should be surprised
by this extension of imperialism’s goals. It is

-not really a change at all. The idea that one

~of the mightiest war machines ever seen,
costing billions of pounds, has been as-
sembled simply to restore the Emir of Kuwait
was always laughable.

George Bush and his allies moved fntoaé— -

tion in order'to establish a permanent mili-
tary presence in the oil rich and strategically
vital Gulf region. They want to guarantee
imperialist domination of the area, domina-
tion disrupted since the revolution in Iran in
1976.

A few years ago they thought Saddam
Hussein was one of their friends and they
helped arm him to the teeth. Now he has
fallen out of favour and they are determined

to have hi
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the war

workers carry on the class struggle,
is better than victory at the price
of class peace.

But this revolutionary defeatist
position was never applied by
Marxists to wars between colonial
countries and their imperialist op-
pressors.

Marx demanded that the work-
ing class supported the Irish
struggle for independence against

o
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“How can you s

tor] at present is doing a bit of our
own work in his own way and
without meaning to, but all the
same he is doing it.” (Engels, Let-
ter to Marx, 15 August 1870)

Britain. Marx and Engels applied
this principle even to wars led by
reactionary dictators but which
had a historically progressive aim.
They supported Germany in wars

against Austria (1866)and France
(1870) who were trying tostrangle
the emerging German bourgeois
nation. Of the war against France
Engels wrote: -

- “Bismarck [the German dicta-

In the twentieth century both
Lenin and Trotsky applied the
same principle.

In Turkey in the early 1920s,
Kemal Ataturk found himself at
the head of a national revolution,



head on a plate.
sm s a world system of unri-
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ty. It is a system that confines
he world’s population to starva-
y and disease. It is a system in
le continents are- deliberately
ped so that a handful of multi-
mpanies in a handful of coun-
tract vast profits.
ree is vital to ensuring this bar-
tem is protected. When such
ed the imperialists invoke lies
“democratic” objectives, their
r “innocent -victims” and their -
on to destroy dictators.
se lies are being peddled today.
supposedly a bastion of “free-
) thousands must die to “liber-
is an innocent victim which the
nly vow to protect. The war is a
a fight democracy against dicta-

Brenner uncovers the truth be-
lies.

- HE SCUD missile attacks on
Tel Aviv met with jubilation

from Palestinians and were -
~ cheered throughout the Arab wonld.

Why? Israel has earned the hatred
and contempt of the Arab masses.
Since its foundation in 1948 it has
conducted systematic terror
against the Palestinian inhabitants
of the region. : :

When British rule ended in May
1948, Arabs constituted the ma-
jority of the population of Pales-
tine. The Zionists (those Jews sup-
porting the establishment of a
specifically Jewish state in Pales-
tine) conducted armed attacks on
Arab areas such as Jaffa. Over 250
Arab civilians were slaughtered in
cold blood at Deir Yassin. News of
the atrocities was deliberately
broadcast to Arab areas by the
Zionists, creating widespread ter-
ror and a mass flight away from
the conquering army.

By the end of what the Zionists
call “The War of Independence”
and the Palestinians call the Nakba
(the catastrophe) 750,000 Pales-
tinians had been driven from their
land and were condemned to live
in the squalor of refugee camps in
neighbouring Arab states.

in 1948 alone, one million acres
of land held by Arabs was
confiscated. Peasant farmers
whose families had tilled the soil
for generations were obliged, un-
der Israeli law, to prove that they
had not left their farms during the

e

and in a bitter proxy conflict with
British imperialism. Britain was
using Greece to make war against
Turkey. Despite the fact that
Ataturk had driven the commu-
nists underground and had seven-
teen of their leaders drowned,
despite the fact that Ataturk had
comitted genocide against the Ar-
menian people, the healthy Soviet
state supported and gave practi- -

ort a dictator?”

cal aid to Turkey in its struggle
against the British and their Greek

pawns.
When Mussolini invaded Ethio-

pia in 1935 the British Independ-
ent Labour Party, which then con-
sidered itself “revolutionary”, re-
fused to take sides. Its leaders,
including James Maxton, declared
that the war was “a conflict be-

-tween two dictatorships®™ and
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period of the most flerce fighting!
If they couldn’t prove it, they lost
their land.

- Today Israel practices thorough-
going discrimination against Arabs
in employment. They are banned
from certain work and are concen-
trated in the worst jobs in con-
struction and services. Their stan-

_dard of living is, on average, 40%

lower than that of Jewish workers.
In housing discrimination is no less
intense. The towns of Karmel and
Upper Nazareth in the Galilee are
examples of this. They were built
by Arabs on Arab land. No Arab.
may:live there.

In 1967 and 1973 Israel occu-
pied even more territory. The West
Bank and the Gaza Strip are under
the direct rule of the Israeli gov-
ernment, but are not part of Is-

rael. The Arab majority has no -

democratic rights and is today liv-
ing under a 24 hour curfew, just
another of the vicious repressive
measures that have been meted
out against any sign of Palestin-
ian resistance.

Few will forget the horrors of Is-
rael’s repeated acts of aggression
against the Lebanese people. The
hypocritical outrage expressed by
the British and US governments
at the “indiscriminate bombing”
carried out by lrag was totally
absent when the Israeli airforce
killed or maimed nearly 50,000
civilians in Beirut in 1982. Most
appalling of all were the events at

therefore the workers could not
call for a victory for Ethiopia.

Trotsky was quick to reply:

“Of course we are for the defeat
of Italy and the victory of Ethiopia
... However we want to stress the
point that this fight is not directed
against fascism, but against impe-
rialism. When war is involved, for
us it is not a question of who is
“better”, the Negus [the ruler of

“Israel is an innocent
bystander”

Sabra and Shatila. Right wing
Christian extremists were sent into
two Palestinian refugee camps,
having been allowed to pass, fully

armed, by the Israeli army. The
Israeli army lit the area with flares

allowing the slaughter over
2,000 inhabitants in one night.

That is why Arabs despise the
Zionist state. It is why the Pales-
tinians now hope that Saddam will
crush Israel. ‘

Many will agree that the history
of Israel is one of brutal repres-
sion and racism. But many are con-
fused by the insistence of millions
of Arab workers and peasants that
the Israeli state has no right to
exist at all. Is this just another
form of racism, denying to Israeli
Jews the very right to self-deter-
mination that the Palestinians are

fighting for?

Reformed

To all who believe that Israel
should simply be reformed and who
support its right to exist and to
defend itself, we pose a simple
question: could there ever be a
specifically Jewish state in Pales-
tine that did not discriminate
against the Palestinians?

One answer often put forward is
simply to grant more democratic
rights to the Palestinians. But the
discrimination that presently exists
is fundamental to Israel’'s whole
identiity and survival as a state.

- One example of this is the “Law

of Return”.

This notorious racist law allows
any Jew, wherever they come from,
to become an Israeli citizen the
minute they set foot on Israeli soil.

- This contrasts dramatically with

Israel's refusal to grant rights of
retum to the families of hundreds
of thousands of Palestinians lan-
guishing in refugee camps. The oft
repeated claim that “israel is the
only democracy in the Middle
East” rings hollow when the ab-
sence of such rights for Arabs in
the occupied territories is borne

The point is that, to be a
specifically Jewish state, Israel
must preserve a majority of Jews
over Arabs as full voti
That is why millions are physically -
and politically excluded from their
rights, G 3 Ry

That is why the Zionists are so
keen to set up “Settlements” in
the West Bank to increase the
level of the Jewish population. And
that is why even mainstream ls-
raeli politicians are openly consid-
ering the mass expulsion, or
“transfer” of Arabs from Israel and
the occupied termitories.

The extension of full democratic
rights to the Palestinians, includ-
ing the right of return, would un-
dermine the whole Zionist project.
That is why their state will not
allow this for as long as it is in
existence.

One other proposal is the so-
called “two-state” solution. But the
creation of a weak, disarmed and
economically dependent Arab state
in the least fertile: parts of Pales-
tine would be no answer. Who
would determine the borders?
Would Arabs be forced to live
there? What about the rights of
Palestinians still trapped within
Israel? The two-state solution is
unable to answer these questions.

That is why we join with mil-

- lions of Arabs and anti-imperialists

around the globe in saying that
Israel has no right to exist. Social-
ists take no pleasure in the deaths

of civilians whether in Beirut, Gaza
or Tel Aviv. Still less do we har-

bour illusions that Saddam Hussein
has the interests of the Palestini-
ans at heart. ' ey

But the fundamentally racist-
character of the Zionist state and
its role as a watchdog for US im-
perialism mean that we oppose all
defence of Israel. In times of war
we stand with the exploited and
backward semi-colonial Arab
states against them.’

Any fight for equal rights, regard-
less of religion, race or national-
ity, requires the destruction of the
Zionist state. Palestinian workers
and peasants must continue their
heroic battle against that state,.
alongside Iraqi forces but com-
pletely independent of political
control from Baghdad.

A socialist republic of Palestine
cannot be brought about by mis-
siles from afar. It can only come
via workers' revolution, within and
outside the Israeli state, and the
fight for a Socialist Federation of
the Middle East.R

in mind. T ————— e Y

Ethiopia] or Mussolini: ratheritis
the question of the relationship of
classes and the fight of an under-
developed nation forindependence
againstimperialism.”(Trotsky T4e
Italo-Ethiopian Conflict 1935)

We do not make the overthrow
of such leaders a condition of our
full support for the war against
imperialism. We unite in action
with such leaders and the masses
behind them for aslong as they ac-
tually fight imperialism, but with
our own slogans and separate
organisations.

Trotsky took exactly the same
position in relation to the war be-
tween Chiang Kai-shek’s forces
and Japan in the 1920s and 30s.
He wrote:

“The victory of Japan will sig-
nify the enslavement of China, the
end of her economic and social de-
velopment, and the terrible
strengthening of Japanese impe-
rialism. The victory of China will
signify, on the contrary, the social
revolution in Japan and the free
development, that is to say unhin-
dered by external oppression, of
the class struggle in China.

“But can Chiang Kai-shek as-
sure the victory? I do not believe
so. It is he, however, who began
the war and who today directs it.
To be able to replace him it is
necessary togain decisive influence

among the proletariat and the
army, and to do this it is necessary
not to remain suspended in the air
but to place oneself in the midst of
struggle. We must win influence
in-the military struggle against
the foreign invasion and in the po-
litical struggle against the weak-
nesses, the deficiencies and the
internal betrayal.At a certain point
which we cannot fix in advance,
this political opposition can and
must be transformed into armed -
conflict, since the civil war, like
war generally, isnothing more than
the continuation of the political
struggle . . . In the national war
against foreign imperialism the
working class, while remaining in
the front lines of the military
struggle, must prepare the politi-
cal overthrow of the bourgeoisie.”

Today this approach guides our
attitude to Saddam and Iraq. Our
support for Iraq against the USA
in no way involves political sup-
port or the “suspension” of the class
struggle. The purpose of our united
action with Saddam is to put the
Iraqi workers in a better position
tooverthrow him;toallow the Iraqi
class struggle to continue free of
interference from the US and Brit-
ish military, the CIA and the gov-
ernments of the imperialist
powers.

ng citizens. .
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NEW order, issued by De-
fence Minister Boris Pugo,
allows armoured troop car-
riers and army units to patrol the
streets of Soviet cities, including
Leningrad, to “assist” the regular
police in the “fight against organ-
ised crime”. In reality the order is
just one more step in the creeping
coup d’état that has been under-

~way since the Congress of Peoples

Deputies in mid-November when
Gorbachev was given the power to

rule by decree.
At this Congress Gorbachev ef-

fected a break with the bloc of his
supporters who had been the ini-
tiators and defenders. of
perestroika, Yakovlev, Primakov,
Medvedev and even the cautious
Ryzhkov. He moved to ally himself
with the army-chiefs, the Interior
Ministry and. the KGB. Soon Gor-
bachev’s closest allies were Defence

Minister Yazov, Interior Minister
Pugo and the KGB Chairman,

Kryuchknv
Kryuchkov really set the ball
rolling with his television inter-
view in which he spoke of a “wave
of anti-communism” engulfing the
country. He concluded ominously:
“Today the situation is formu-

‘lated like this: should our great

power exist or should it not? KGB
officers have made their choice!”
Gorbachev’s appointment of
Yanayev as vice-president indi-
cated that he had also decided to

bury the hatchet with the CPSU -

party bureaucracy. This army of
officials, hundreds of thousands
strong, have watched in mounting
alarm as workers, intellectualsand
collective “farmers deserted the
party en masse. At the same time
in the republics they have either
been ousted from office or forced to
share power.

The conservative camp also has

solid support with the stratum of

industrial enterprise managers.
Meeting in an All-Union Congress
of Enterprise leaders they ex-
pressed their alarm at the “inter-
ethnicconflict, total deficitof goeds,
inflation rampant crime, economic
racketeering and pﬂhtlcal extrem-
ism”. They revealed that enter-
prises will enter 1991 with 60% of
their 1990 contracts unfulfilled,
that industrial production could
be nearly halved and that “the
entire structure of the national
economy could collapse.”

The conclusion was a call for “an
end to improvisation in the econ-
omy” and a return to “order and
discipline”. This should beimposed

by president’s decree. The meas-.

ures they pressed for included a
“moratorium on the economic
soverignty of republics and regions”
and a “moratorium on strikes in
all sectors of the national econ-
omy’.

The economic crisis can hardly
be denied by any faction within the
bureaucracy. Official figures(Janu-
ary) show a drop of gross domestic
product by 2%, and of industrial

USSR

The forces of
bureaucratic reaction
are gaining ground in

the USSR. Determined

not to see the Soviet

! 'nion take the road of
. istern Europe or
c.sintegrate under the
pressure of nationalist
¢ 'd ethnic unrest, the
| 3B, sections of the
military and the party
and state apparatus

are putting in place

the mechanisms for a
vicious erackdown.
Dave Evans explains
how and why.

production by 4%. The Economist
thinks the drop in the GDP was
probably 5% for 1991 and will be
10% in 1992
Gorbachevand the bureaucratic
conservatives put the principal
blame for this crisis onto the troub-
lesome republics, as well as Boris
Yeltsin’s Russian Federation. They
dlso blame the so-called mafia, the
operators of the illegal and semi-
legal black economy. That is why
republics and the mafia have be-
come the public targets of the re-
gime. For the out and out “conser-
vatives” who wish to return to full
scale centralised planning these
attacks are a stalking horse for the
market and perestroika altogether.
But thisis not true of Gorbachev
himself, nor many other “discipli-
narians” around him. They still

want marketisation but draw the
conclusion that the USSR has had

Borb Pugo Gorha“éev's new Intedor Mlnisé-l."
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Slamming the
brakes on
glasnost

toomuch democracy. “We have had
alot of problems with glasnost and
democracy”, Gorbachev told a
meeting of cultural figures:

“We have pressed the ‘on’button
but have forgotten about safety
mechanism. We have started the
engine but have not adjusted the
brakes.”

This is why he is turning back
for support to the old conservative
faction of the bureaucracy. But the
more the conservatives drape
Stalin’s great coat over Gorbachev
the more shrunken and pathetic a
figure he cuts. Armed with the
greatest panoply of powers a So-
viet leader has ever been granted,
in reality they take effect only if
Kryuchkov, Yazov and Pugo will
enforce them. )

Gorbachev sees his central mis-
sion as preserving the Union of
which heis the president. His new
Federation Treaty tries to force
therecalcitrantrepublics back into
recognising the authority of the
All Union government in military,
economic and foreign trade mat-

ters. Clearly this is unacceptable

to those republics like the Baltics
and Gerogia that are seeking to
secede. It is also unacceptable to
those seeking greater autonomy.
The dilemma for Gorbachev is
that hispolicy ofglasnost hasgiven
those opposed to any sort of resto-
ration of bureaucratic order the
impetus to resist his new polices.
The repression in the Baltics has
stirred all the forces opposed tothe
re-imposition of bureaucratic dic-
tatorship. As many as 300,000
people marched in Moscow under
the slogans “No dictatorship?,
“Dictatorship will not pass”,
“Handsoff Lithuania”. At the same
time there are signs of disquiet in
the Soviet Armed Forces. A Soviet
military unit in Vitebsk, Belorus-
sia refused to go to Riga. -
There are also stirrings from the
independent labour movement.
Work collectives in the Kuzbass
called for a general political strike
starting on 18 January, calling for
the immediate resignation of the
All-Union government, the resig-
nation of the president and the
dissolution of the Congress of
Peoples Deputies. The Donbass
and the Kuzbass are due to strike
on economic demands, increased
wages, coal prices and subsidies
for development from 1 February
if their demands are not met.
But despite the impending dan-
ger, and despite the mass support
the forcesranged against the threat
of a bureaucratic clamp down can
mobilise, there is an acute crisis of
direction in the ranks of the oppo-
sition—a crisis of leadership. The
nationalists of the the Popular
Fronts, the union leaderships of
the Miners’ Federation and the
Confederation of Labour and the
“Democrats”in Moscow, Leningrad
and the Russian Federation have

all been embroiled in the pro-

gramme of marketisation, privati- -

sation and the restoration of capi-
talism. The source of these ideas
within the Soviet Union is the
demoralised bureaucracy itself.
For five years Gorbachev and his
advisers pumped out the message
that market relations are normal,
and that the means of production
must be broken up and large sec-
tions privatised.

Now Gorbachev has dismissed
his advisers and is beginning to
talk once more, demagogically, of
socialism. But in reality most of

the pro-dictatorship forces remain
marketeers, including even
Petrushenko, Makashov and Alk-
snis, the “black colonels” at the
head of Soyuz. The coalition be-
hind Gorbachev seeking a crack-
down is heterogeneous. But it
agrees that the bureaucratic po-
lice dictatorship must be restored,
the Union preserved against the

wishes of the Soviet peoples 'f.

necessary and that a poisonous
Russian chauvinism needs to be
used to mobilise mass acqui-
essence.

Faced with this threat the

“democratic forces” are disarmed.
The nationalists themselves play
into the conservatives’ hands with
their anti-working class marketis-
ing decrees, price increases, at-
tempts toclose factories and above
all by their own undemocratic
measures against national minori-
ties.

Parallel to this misleadership is
the willing participation of the
democratic forces in the Russian
Federation in the sham parlia-
ments, the union, regional andcity
Soviets. It was these bodies that
experimented with marketising
measures that made life worse for
the population and embroiled them
with the black marketeers and the
criminal underworld..

The trade unions, as the Octo-
ber congress of the one million
strong miners’ union showed, are
in deep confusion. The miners’
union is pledged to the transition

to a market economy. It has set
itself the goal of bringing down the
government yet it rejects in prin-
cipleidentification with any party.

So far its attempts at political
strikes have proved failures. The
working class in general and the
miners in particular have not been
won to political goals for trans-
forming the USSR. They do not
trust the marketising democrats.
They fear and loath the official
party and the restorationists of
bureaucratic rule.

Time isrunning out for the inde-
pendent labour movement. Unless
it re-orients itself politically to-
wards the consistent class inter-
ests and historic goals of the prole-
tariat it will become or remain a
playthingin the hands of one setor
reactionaries or another.

For the oppressed nationalities,
for the proletariat of the whole
USSR, for the intelligentsia who
fear the return of the unbridled
savagery of the KGB there is only
one answer.

That is contained in the living

programme of Trotskyism. In the

fight to block the bureaucratic
reaction and hurl it back in disor-
der, in the fight to open up a politi-
cal revolution that can sweep the
nomenklatura from power, in the
fight to prevent the agonies of
capitalist restoration that the
workers of Eastern Europe are now
facing—a new party must be
formed.

This party must be modelled on

- the genuine Bolshevism of 1903 to

1923, rooted amongst rank and file
workers, with a lively internal
democracy and a high political level
of cadre.

It must be a disciplined combat
party able to make a revolution at
the head of the millions of work-
ers.

This victorious revolytion must
pledge itself to free the USSR’s
nationalities to separate if they
wish but also to offer voluntary
federation and co-operation in a
common democratic plan of pro-
duction that can raise the popula-
tions’material and cultural levels.

Here and now faced with an
impending economic catastrophe
and bureaucratic counter-revolu-
tion all socialists and worker mili-
tants must come together to thrash
out an action programme. Its
immediate demands must be:

® Stop the bureaucratic counter-
revolution—down with the Bona-
partist presidency and its organs
of repression. KGB and all interior
ministry troops out of the Baltics
and all the republics seeking sepa-
ration or autonomy.

'@ Arm the workers and frater-
nise with the soldiers. For the elec-
tion of all officers by the rank and
file soldiers.

® Elect genuine soviets of re-
callable delegates in the factories
and barracks as organs of struggle
against bureaucratic counter-revo-
lution and the restoration of capi-
talism.

® Smash the sabotage of the
bureaucrats, the speculators and
the “mafia” with workers’ control
of production and distribution.

® Fight for power—dissolve the
“ruling party” of the nomenkla-
tura and its fake parliaments. For
all power to a nationwide congress
of genuine soviets.

® Preserve the property of the
workers and peasants from pri-
vate capitalists and imperialist
monopolies. For social ownership
and a democratic workers’ plan
drawn up by a congress of workers’
delegates.

® For a restoration of revolu-
tionary internationalism embod-
ied in a new Leninist-Trotskyist
party and International. Immedi-
ate break with the imperialists.
Aid to the Iragi people and all
peoples struggling against imperi-
alism.
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station in Vilnius which left

fourteen dead indicates that
a decisive shift has taken place
within the Soviet bureaucracy.
Taking advantage of the diversion
of world attention by the impend-
ing imperialist holocaust in the
Middle East and of the USA’s con-
tinued need for the USSR’s sup-

T he bloody assault on the TV

port in the Security Council, the -

military and the KGB are set on
coercing the nationalitiesthat have
refused to accept Gorbachev’s new
centalist federation treaty.

But the actionsof the paratroop-

ersin Vilnius and Riga foreshadow .

even more far reaching develop-
ments The - inner - Bonapartist
clique around Gorbach —Yﬂ OV
the Def Minister ?ugu the
Mis the Interior and
Kryuchkev the KGB chief—finds
the limited democratic rights
known as glasnost inceasingly
intolerable.
Clampdown

The ' military and KGB

clampdown on the Baltic Repub-
lics is not only a testbed for the
suppression of the movements for
national rights and independence
throughnut the USSR;itis prepar-
ing the way for the destruction of
the freedﬂm of speech, assembly
and organisation throughout the
USSR. In particular it threatens
the newly emerging labour move-
ment with the loss of the right to
strike, to organise unions and po-

litical parties free of the bureau-.

cractic dictatorship.

Such a presidential coup d’état
was prepared by the majority of
the Supreme Soviet giving full
powers to Gorbachevin December.
Most of the so-called radicals and
reformers were involved in this

‘spineless capitulation. The pretext

for these radicals was that the
impending economic catastrophe
reqmred the forcing through -of
“sconomic reform?”(i.e. further and
indeed decisive restorationist
measures).

Consequences

Gorbacheyv, they believed, would
use his dictatorial powers for this.
He was the last best hope for them.
If he were to fall, then the reform-
ers fear that Kryuchkov, Pugo and
Yazov could carry through a bloody
restoration of unbridled party dic-
tatorship. This would have as one
of its first consequences the halt-
ing and even the reversal of “eco-
nomic reform”. It could even lead
to a new outbreak of cold war with
imperialism.

Thus the “radical” deputies of
the 1mp0tent parliaments, the

“governments” without any state
forces, voted tosurrender their only
possession, their sham sovereignty.
The pitiful size of the forces, a
thousand or so in Moscow, that
heeded their call to demonstrate
against the bloodshed in Lithu-
ania demonstrates the bankruptcy
of these figures.

Intervention

Despite the statements by the
KGB and army chiefs that thelr
intervention is aimed at prevent-
ing the restoration of “the bour-
geois system”, there is not the
slightest evidence that the Sajudis
government planned an armed
insurrection against the Soviet
forces, or contemplated pogroms
or oppression against the Russian
and Polish minorities.
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ands off Lithuania!

The first victims of Gorbachev’s crackdown were nationalist protesters in Lithuania’s capital, Wmus
Workers should support Lithuania’s right to independence.

A protester ®onfronts a Soviet tank in Vilnius

Certainly Landsbergis and
Prunskiene arerestorationists.But
the wish is far fom being the deed
as developments throughout East-
ern Europe and the USSR itself,
have demonstrated.

They possess neither the state
forces nor the economic where-
withal to implement capitalism in
the shortterm. In additionit should
be recognised that their stated
programmes are notin fundamen-
tal contradiction tothose thathave
been formulated in the Kremlin.
In fact, like all the USSR govern-
ments—local, regional, republican
and all-union—the Lithuanian
administration proved unable to
carry through a fundamental price
reform for fear of a mass explosion.

Draconian

Just such an explosion threat-
ened to engulf the Sajudis.
Landsbergis, fearing the overnight
dissipation of the nationalists’
mass base, moved rapidly to dump
the luckless Prunskiene. Indeed it

‘was probably the nationalists’

growing isolation from their mass
base that suggested tothe hardlin-
ers that this was the moment to
strike. It suggested that Lithu-
ania would be the best testing

ground for Gorbachev’s draconian

. presidential powers

Thislegal coupd étatisnotbeing
undertaken in a defence of the
planned economy and the dicta-
torship of the proletariat against
threatened restoration any more

than was Jaruzelski’s 1981 crush- -

ing of Solidarnosc in Poland or Li
Peng s bloody carnage in
Tiananmen Square in 1989. Bu-
reaucratic conservative counter-
revolution must be fought tooth
and nail!

Whilst it may temporanly slow
or modify the moves to the market,

it will wreak an even greater
damageon the proletariat, the only
living force capable of defending
the workers’ state.

It would destroy the class con-
scious proletariat’s remaining at-
tachment to the workers’ state
itself. It would once more, and this
time probably finally, identify it
with a bloody despotism of the
privileged generals and bureau-
crats.

Brutality

To destroy the organisations and
militancy of the proletariat and
nationalities of the whole USSR,

built up over the last five years, .

would entail brutality and carnage
on an unbelieveable scale. In con-
ditions of economic collapse this
would do more than any other
single crime of Stalinism, even the
horrors of the thirties, to bring
about the destruction of the re-
maing of the gains of October1917.

In Lithuania, and increasingly
in the other Soviet Republics, a
majority of the working class
identifies its primary interests as
resting with the achievement of
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national independence. For the

Kremlin to brutally supress these
legitimate national demands will
consolidate the alliance of the
Lithuanian workers with those
restorationists who they see pri-
marily as fighters for independ-
ence. The only way to break the
working class from this alliance is
to grant Lithuania full national in-
dependence.

The havoc wrought to the prole-
tariat’s class consciousness by over
sixty years of Stalinist dictator-
ship, economic bungling and cor-
ruption, has led to widespread
confusion on the question of the

defence of planning. Only freedom

and democracy for the workers,

‘the collective farmers and the

nationalities, can allow the toilers
to overcome this and learn in
struggle the need to defend the
planned and nationalised property.

Vanguard

Only workers’ democracy can

permit the proletarian political
vanguard to re-form around a
Trotskyist party, committed to
defence of the October gains and
the total destruction of the Stalin-
ist dictatorship, i.e. to a thorough-
going political revolution.

That is why Trotskyists and all
working class fighters must de-
fend the Lithuanian people’s right
to self-determination and indeed
that of all the USSR’s nations, up
to and including separate state-
hood if they so desire it.

The defence of the planned prop-
erty relations and the workers’
state is not identical with the con-
tinued unity of the USSR. Indeed
the defence of planned property
relations is most certainly incom-
patible with the continued exis-
tence of a forcible union of peoples,
a Russian “empire”.

L

Lenin and Trotsky were not the
founders or defenders of this bu-
reaucratic parody of a “free federa-
tion of peoples”. Its true father was
Stalin. The bloody massacres
under Gorbachev, in GGeorgia, Az-
erbaijan and now Lithuania, his
deceitful and bullying attempt to
force them to stay within a central-
ised Federation, have fatally weak-
ened the potential for co-operation
and fraternity. This can only be
restored if the proletariat of the
USSR, and particularly the Rus-
sian workers, take up the battle
for the right to free and unham-
pered secession Now.

General strike

The trade unions should at once
call on the proletariat of the whole
Soviet Union to launch a general
strike to end the attacks on the
Baltic states, to bring and end to
Gorbachev’s presidential dictator-
ship and to fight for the establish-
ment of a regime of workers’ coun-
cils.

Internatmnally the proletariat
must fight for the immediate and
unconditional Wwithdrawal of all
SAF and KGB troops from Lithu-
ania, Latvia and Estonia.
® Down with the bloody butchers

of Vilnius! Soviet troops out now!
® HandsoffLithuania, Latviaand
all republics desiring separa-
tion!
® For an mdependent workers
state in Lithuania!

'@ Down with Gorbachev’s mup'

@ For proletarian political revo-
lution!
® No imperialist sanctions
against the USSR!
® Defend the USSR against any
imperialist intervention!
International Secretariat of
the LRCI
15 January 1991
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The value of an
International

WARS MAKE or break workers’ Internationals. The First International
had its finest hour during the Franco-Prussian war and the struggle ofthe
Paris Commune that followed it in 1871. It was broken organisationally
in the aftermath of the Commune’s tragic defeat.

The Second International, despite its pledges to declare “war on
war", collapsed at the outbreak of the First World War in 1914. Its
fraternal parties rejected intemationalism and called on their respective
working classesto “defend the fatherland”"—in other words to fight each
other on behalf of the imperialists.

The the Third (Communist) International was forged in the furnace of
the imperialist war and founded with mass support in its the revolution-
ary aftermath. It was formally dissolved during the Second World War as
a favour by Stalin to the allied imperialists.

Trotsky founded the Fourth International on the eve of the Second
World War and geared it to the revolutionary tasks that were to be posed
in that conflict. It collapsed when it failed to understand, and respond
in a revolutionary manner to, the aftermath of that war. Anticipating a
third world war as the inevitable outcome of the cold war it yielded to the
pressures of Stalinism and social democracy.

At first wars always seem to make a mockery of Karl Marx’s saying
that “the workers have no fatherland”, and of his great rallying cry,
“workers of all countries unite”. The wave of patriotism which engulfs
the working class at the outset of a war and which pits worker against
worker in their differing national uniforms, seems to obliterate the great
ideals of international class solidarity.

But wars do not suppress these ideals completely. As the fighting
develops and takes its toll on the class that suffers directly, the working
class, the patriotic wave can ebb and even disappear. International

class solidarity can be resurrected and given new strength and impetus.

There is one condition far such an outcome. It is the existence of a
revolutionary international able to keep alive the ideas of international-
ism, even if only among a very few.

The League for a Revolutionary Communist International (LRCI),
despite its small forces, has done its internationalist duty in the current
war. The Intemational Secretariat of the LRCI issued a call to action on
the first day the fighting broke out. It has been published in English,
German and Spanish. _ .

At the same time we have appealed to all organisations who regard
themselves as revolutionary Trotskyists to endorse this statement,
amending and developing it if necessary. This, we hope, will enable the
efforts to win the mass anti-war movements to anti-imperialism to be co-
ordinated and made more effective. We hope it will lay the basis for
regroupment of all the forces which pass the test of imperialist war.

Our sections have moved into action, fighting not simply to get the
internationalist voice heard amidst the patriotic din, but to win workers
to action against all aspects of imperialism’s attack on Iraq.

In Germany, the Trotskyist Tendency in the PDS intervened in the
mass demonstrations in Bremen and Berlin. One of its supporters
addressed the protest, calling for the PDS to turn its resources to the
factories in order to mobilise direct action against the bloodbath.

In Austria the comrades of Arbeiterinnenstandpunkt (Workers' Stand-

point) have played a leading role in the antiwar movement in Vienna,
building a vocal contingent around anti-imperialist demands on a
spontaneous demonstration on 17 January. '

In Britain we have thrown ourselves into the rash of demonstrations,
raised the-question of solidarity with Iraq at ourworkplace meetings and
union branches. |

This and the experience of our Irish, Peruvian and French comrades
shows what a real revolutionary international could do.

But the LRCI’s forces are tiny. Almost nowhere are we a real factor in
events. We are an international of fighting propaganda groups. This
means that even in'a war situation our agitation can only be “exem-
plary”, showing what can be done in one area of the class struggle as
a guide to action for conscious socialists fighting in the whole working
class. Such agitation has to be combined with fbcused propaganda
aiming to win those most committed to revolutionary socialism and turn
them into revolutionary cadres for the LRCI—that is to be able to fight
for leadership within the workers’” movement.

In every country where the LRCI has sections or sympathisers the
onset of war has brought a sharp increase in literature sales. On the

French demo of 26 January forty copies of the LRCI's programme, the |

Trotskyist Manifestowere sold. Youth, in particular Arab youth, read the
LRCI's leaflet and came back for more copies to distribute themselves.
Inthe USA the new issue of International Trotskyist, the magazine of our
fraternal group the Revolutionary Trotskyist Tendency, has been selling
well in the continuous cycle of demonstrations and actions against the
war. In Austria the LRCI section organised its biggest ever public
meeting in Vienna. In Britain, although full reports are not yet available,
it is clear that many branches of Workers Power have almost doubled
their regular paper sales.

The anti-imperialist message is being heard. The LRCI is fully
committed to the fight, in Lenin’s words, to turn imperialist war into civil
war. We call on all groups and individuals who agree with us to join us.l

The LRCI
Arbeiter/Innenstandpunkt (Austria), Gruppe Arbeitermacht (Germany),
Irish Workers Group, Poder Obrero (Peru), Pouvoir Ouvrier (France),
Workers Power Group (Britain)

The Revolutionary Trotskyist Tendency (USA) and the GAM (Ost) are
sympathising sections. Poder Obrero (OCIR) (Bolivia) is in the process of
discussions with the LRCI with the aim of becoming an affiliated section.
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TURKEY’S MINERS remain
locked in struggle with the state

" run coal board. They have been on

strike for twomonths and are solid
in the face of military repression
and extreme hardship.

The 48,000 miners are demand-
ing 500% wage increases, no pri-
vatisation of the mines, no pit clo-
sures and the right of unions to
take industrial and political ac-
tion. They get approximately £90
a month, they have a much lower
average life expectancy than other
workers. During the last few years
accidents at work have killed more
than three thousand miners.

In 1980 the Turkish military,
with the full backing of NATO,
carried out a coup. They installed
first their own military ruler and
later the “constitutional” dictator-
ship of Turgut Ozal. The primary
objective of these unelected re-
gimes was to terrorise the tradi-
tionally militant workers’ move-
ment into submission. For the last
ten years they seemed to be enjoy-
ing success. The left wing union

federation, DISK, was smashed as

hundreds of union activists were

rounded up, imprisoned and tor-

tured. There was a mass trial of
DISK members and at one point
theyfaced the prospect of the death
penalty simply because they were
trade unionists. Inevitably, this
repression took its toll on the
combativeness of the workers.
Having achieved this—on behalf
of its imperialist masters as well

as the country’s own bosses—the

Turkish state drove down wages
and paved the way for an economic
bonanza. Profits flowed while the
masses’ misery intensified. But,
like all of capitalism’s “miracles”,
the boom was shortlived. Turkey
now suffers from chronic underin-
vestment inflation is around 80%
per month, and unemployment has
risen as industries have started to
collapse. '

Faced with the prospect of pay-.

ing for thisneweconomic crisis the
Turkish workers’movement, which
has been painstakingly rebuilt in
the face of the ban on strikes,
turned on Ozal’s regime. A wave of
strikes took placein 1990 and mass
demonstrations during last year’s
May Day celebrations were fired
on by police and troops. At the
beginning of December the miners
came out on all out strike. Just
after Christmas they were followed
into action by 150,000 engineers
and metal workers. Early this year
textile and paper workers joined
the fray. |
The moderate trade union fed-

~eration, Turk-Is, found itself com-

pelled to call a one day general
strike in support of the miners
despite the wishes of many of its
leaders. On 3 January two million
workers struck. They defied a court
ban on their action and a threat to
conduct “investigations” into a
number of union leaders and ac-

TURKEY

The miners

strike

back!

Ten years after a military coup crushed the
Turkish labour movement the miners are leading
a mass strike wave—against poverty and imperi-
alist war writes Arthur Merton

tivists.

This spurred the minerson. They
launched a march on Ankara to
besiege Ozal’s presidential palace.
Around 80,000 people—miners,
their wives and their supporters—
joined the march. The military
moved in to block it, but it forced
the bosses to offer negotiations.
After five days the leadership of
the miners’ union called off the
march and took up negotiations,
but so far there has been no deal.

The strikers have demanded the
right to take political action and
they have thrown the Ozal govern-
ment into crisis, causing resigna-
tions and rifts amongst the ruling
clique. As part of his strategy to
counter this, as well as to please
his Western masters, Ozal has
taken Turkey to the brink of war
with Iraq.

He has cut off Iraq’s pipeline
through Turkey, he has allowed
US planes to fly from bases close to
Irag’s border and he has turned
that part of Kurdistan imprisoned
within Turkish borders into even
more of a war zone than before.
Troops there are not only conduct-
ing their usual war against the
Kurds. They are making ready for
war with Iragq.

By going to war Ozal hopes to

break the widespread support for
the miners by appealing to na-
tional unity. But if that fails war
will also be his pretext for intro-
ducing martial law and unleash-
ing the military against the min-
ers.
. In response the workers’ move-
ment hasinscribed “No tothe War”
on its banners. It has become a
central sloganin the miners’strike.
On the demonstrations during and
after the 3 January general strike,
it was taken up by thousands of
workers.

Theimperialists tell usthat their
war against Iraq is “for democ-
racy”. The Turkish workers know
differently. Their rulers are trusted
allies of theimperialists. They have
been supported by Britain, the USA
and Germany for the last decade

deen march to support striking miners

despite their record of torture,
despite the fact that they run a
semi-dictatorship and despite the
fact that the workers currently on
strike are breaking the lawagainst
industrial actionintroduced by the
military and maintained by Ozal.

If the imperialists are so con-
cerned about democracy why have
they not lifted a finger in support
of democracy in Turkey? Why do
we hear no howls of protest from
John Major and George Bush about
the 16 year old Turkish girl cur-
rently facing a possible 15 year
prison sentence simply because she
put up a “No War” poster? They
remainedsilent at the end of Janu-
ary when the Turkish police shot
and seriously wounded six un-
armed anti-war demonstratorsand
arrested more than a hundred
others.

If the imperialists are so con-
cerned about armies occupying
smallerneighbours, whyhave they
equipped the Turkish army with
the military means to maintain
their brutal occupation of Kurdis-
tan? The Turkish workers are not
fooled by imperialism’s hypocrisy,
or by their own rulers’ attempts to
jump on the war-wagon and graba
share of the spoils.

Their action against their own
bosses, for their own demands and
against the war, points the way for
workers in Britain. Step up the
class struggle and fight to stop the
imperialist war against Iraq. Turk-
ish workers deserve our full
support.l

Send messages of
support direct to:

Genel Maden-Is, Sendikasi,
Zonguldak, Turkey.

And affiliate to:

The Solidarity Committee
with Striking Miners -
Turkey,

c/o Trade Union Support
Unit, Liberty Hall,
489 Kingsland Road,
London, E8 4AU
Tel: 071 241 0943

et
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ers Party-USA (SWP-US) an-

nounced in a short |etter to the
USFl that it was leaving, citing “in-
compatible trajectories” as the rea-
son. This came as no surprise to
anyone who has followed the politi-
cal trajectory of the SWP.

Inthe early 1980s they had, under
the leadership of Jack Barnes, pub-
licly repudiated Trotsky's theory of
permanent revolution. They saw this
perspective as an “obstacle” to
fusing their political current with the
Castroites whom they declared to be
“revolutionary Marxists”, as well as
other Stalinist or Stalinist influenced
petit bourgeois nationalists such as
the Sandinistas orthe ANC. Forgood
measure they declared that the vast
majority of those who called them-
selves “Trotskyists” were sectari-
ans and that few in the movement
weuld call themselves Trotskyist

IN JUNE 1990 the Socialist Work-

before the decade was out.

Abandonment

The SWP was one of the founding
sections of Trotsky's Fourth Interna-
tionaland one ofthe largerand more
stable sections of the fused USFI
from 1963. Its open condemnation
of Trotsky’s theory and perspectives
was accompanied by a number of
purges and expulsions which gave
rise at one time to five different
organisations claiming sympathising
status with the USFI!

The SWP-US's explicit abandon-
ment of the theory of permanent
revolution led them to openly es-
pouse the positions of the ANC on
the South African revolution during
the revolutionary crisis of 1984-86.
Here they openly advocated-limiting
the struggle to a democratic revolu-
tion and denounced as ultra-left any
talk of the struggle for socialism
during this period of the “first stage
of the revolution”. -

It says much about the “demo-
cratic centralism” practiced within
the USFI that, throughout this dec-
ade, the USFI leadership made no
attempt to expel or sever their con-
nections with their “comrades” who
advocated a Stalinist “stages the-
ory” in one of the most momentous
revolutionary crises of the 1980s.

The USFI never was a democratic
centralist international. It is a collec-
tion of groups held together by sup-
posed adherence to the Transitional
Programme of 1938 and resolutions
adopted every five or six years at its
congresses.

Bewildering

The USFl has always functioned
as a series of factions and tenden-
cies, often based on the national
sections, combining and re-<combin-
ing in bewildering series of political
blocs according to their attitude to
the latest “project” of the leader-
ship. The only consistent principle in
this centrist “dance of death” being
that the “big" national sections can

" go their own way without interfer-

ence from the international leader-
ship.

The second reason for ignoring
the SWP’s revisionism was that the
leadership of the USFI had itself in
practice abandoned Trotsky's per-
spective of permanent revolution
(from the inception of the USFI in
1963), and the necessity of the fight
for the independence of the proletar-
iat and its party that flows from it.

In Cuba, in Vietham, in China, in
Algeria, in Nicaragua, the USFI lead-
ership have shown themselves to be
the willing pupils of Michel Pablo. It
was Pablo who in the 1940s first
developed the idea that the revolu-
tionary party and its programme was
not an essential factor in making a
revolution. A “blunt instrument”
wouid do, whether this was a Stalin-
ist-or petit bourgeois nationalist for-
mation did not really matter as long
as it could be declared “revolution-
ary centrist”, “leftward moving” or

USFI 13TH CONGRESS

The United Secretariat of the Fourth International (USF) is the largest international

group claiming to be Trotskyist. Delegates attending its 13th Congress this month will
have had nothing to cheer about. Six years on from their last Congress they can only

register a further decline in numbers and influence and greater political disorientation,

ites John McKee

:-E-.' =

Nicaragua's ex-President Daniel Ort

Disorientation
and decline

“projecting a revolutionary orienta-
tion”

The 12th World Congress in 1985
confirmed tMS perspective, and
accentuated it. As in previous peri-
ods of the centrist FI /USFI’s history
its leadership spottedthe emergence
of new “revolutionary” forces with
which it hoped to merge to produce
a “mass international”.

In 1948 Tito in Yugoslavia who
was seen as the first of many Stalin-
ist leaderships to project “a revolu-
tionary orientation”. In the 1960s it
was Castro and the Castroite gueril-
laist currents which the USFI sought
to merge with.

By the mid 1980s the Sandinista
government of Nicaragua had been
promoted by the USFI from a “Work-
ers’' and Peasants’ Government” to

-a “Dictatorship of the Proletariat™!

The Twelfth World Congress in its
resolution “Building the Fourth Inter-
national” argued that the Sandinis-
tas were not the only organisation
outside the Fourth International
“struggling resolutely and honestly

_for the victory of the proletarian revo-

lution in their country. There cer-
tainly exist future Sandinistas in
several countries today, whether we
know of them or not”.

From this analysis it was able to

declare, “at this very moment, the -

international development of the
class struggle, the advances of the
revolution, the establishment of new
workers’ states, are fostering a
general trend towards a recomposi-
tion of the workers" movement and
itsvanguard”. Onthis basis it argued
for a “rapprochement” of its sec-
tions with “a broad spectrum of forces
breaking to varying degrees with
reformism, Stalinism and national-
ist populism”. (Resolutions of the
12th World Congress, Iaternational
Viewpoint Special 1985)

This “rapprochement” could take
varying forms ranging from “system-
atic united actions” through to
“unifications”. Where mergers took
place “affiliation to the Fourth Inter-
national should not constitute a prin-
cipled precondition” i.e. being part

of the Fourth International of agree-
ing with its programme was not to

obstruct a quick fusion.

The result of this latest short cut
to the masses was predictably a
disaster. Far fromwinning new forces
to a “mass international” in country
after country where the USF had
sections, its members and indeed
whole sections liquidated into this
“broad spectrum of forces” never to
reappear! In Peru, Hugo Blanco led a
demoralised and dwindling band of
USFI members into the left reformist
PUM. A party whose leaders, as part
of the United Left, endorsed the
victory of Fujimori just before he
launched his reactionary anti-work-
Ing class austerity measures.

Disappeared

In Colombia, the section disap-
peared without trace into another
reformist organisation, A Luchar.

The German section, the GIM, split

over who the “new forces” were,
some deciding it was the Greens,
others that it was a right centrist
group of ex-Maoists, the VSP, which
predictably refused to have anything
to do with the USFI internationally.

In Italy, the LCR dissolved their
organisation into Democrazia Prole-
taria, retaining individual member-
ship of the USF and making few
gains inthis crisis wracked rightward
moving organisation.

In Britain the USFI's supporters
split into two camps over which
section of the Labour left was the
“blunt instrument”, with Socialist Ac-
tion merging with the Livingstone-
ites and Socialist Outlook becoming
the footsoldiers of Tony Benn.

In other areas of the world where
the USFI did not have sections and
where it decided there were already
actual or potential “Sandinistas”™ no
attempt was made to bring together
a revolutionary nucleus.

In South Africa throughout the
massive revolutionary upheavals of
the mid-1980s the USH remained
paralysed unable to make up its
mind where the “mass anticapitalist

force” would emerge from, some-
times looking to AZAPO and the black
consciousness movement, some-
times to the ANC.

In Eastern Europe, afterit burntits
fingers in Poland funding a section
that did not exist, the USFl leader-
ship concentrated on winning dissi-
dent intellectuals and advising them
to remain as leaders in the amor-
phous opposition movements rather
than attempt to build Trotskyist or-
ganisations.

Peter Uhl, a leader of Civic Forum
in Czechoslovakia, and USFI mem-
ber, quickly ended up after the col-
lapse of the Stalinists as a minor
spokesperson for.- the bourgeois
restorationist government of Vaclav
Havel!

Most dramatically it was Nicara-
gua that revealed yet again the
complete bankruptcy of the USFI's
policies and how it abandoned the
perspective of permanent revolution
in a semi-colonial country. At the first
whiff of a revolution and a mass
movement the USFI quickly declared
there was no need for a Trotskyist
organisation or party. It was neces-
sary to be “loyal militants of the
FSLN".

The FSLN clearly declared its aim
as being the preservation of a mixed
economy during the stage of “na-
tional reconstruction”. The USFI
showed itself to be the most slavish
apologist for a policy which could
only in the end undermine the gains
the workers and peasants had made
in the revolution of 1979.

By 1985 the USFI-"recognised”

that Nicaragua was aworkers’ state,

“the second free temitory of the
Americas” (International Viewpoint
Special p94). The USFl has stuck
with this analysis through thick and
thin, flying in the face of reality.
In-1989 the Sandinista govern-
ment launched a vicious attack on
the masses' living standards. Gov-
ernment-sponsored hyper-inflation
led to increasing poverty as wages
failed to keep up and price control
was relaxed. And when workers
threatened to fight back, Sandinista

leader Jaime Wheelock replied
“Whoever raises the flag of strike

action will have their hands cut off”.

In July 1989 the USFl's French-
language journal, Inprecor, in report-
ing the Sandinistas’ austerity pro-
gramme opined that it was “undoubt-
edly necessary” and merely “a tac-
tic” in the construction of this “work-
ers’ state”. It is a strange dictator-
ship of the proletariat where capital-
ist exploitation is encouraged and
the workers are asked to make all
the economic sacrifices. ;

Despite the complete absence of
all forms of workers' control or work-
ers’ democracy, the USFl claimed
with astonishing hyperbole that
“More than ten years after the sei-
zure of power, revolutionary Nicara-
gua is the most advanced form of
democracythe twentiethcentury has
seen” (Inprecor 291 p6).

Verdict

Eight months later, February 1990,
the Nicaraguan-masses gave their
verdict on this “workers’ state” by
voting out the Sandinistas and re-
turming the right wing UNO coalition,
led by Violeta Chamorro.

Did this lead to a change of posi-
tion by the USFI? No. A document
adopted by the June 1990 IEC of the
USFI lambasts those “sectarians”
who dared to suggest that this de-
feat had anything to do with the
economic policies of the Sandinista
government, For the USFI it is “sec-
tarian” to point out that an economy
where 60% is in private hands, and
where the private owners receive the
vast bulk of state investment and
support, cannot be moving towards
a workers’ state let alone be one!

Forthe authors of this document it
was not the fact that the FSLN at-
tempted to maintain an alliance with
the private capitalists at the expense
of the workers and peasants which
led to its defeat. Nor was it the fact
that this leadership always rejected
the necessity of actively spreading
the revolution throughout Central
America.

While the IEC has a few minor
criticisms to make of the Sandinista
policies, in the final analysis they
endorse the strategy which led to the
defeat as the only course possible;

Weaknesses

“The Nicaraguan revolution was, -
more than anything else, a national,
popular, democratic and anti-imperi-
alist revolution where the class
struggle demands were not the cen-
tral ones. This is not important. This
limited class struggle profile was not
due, as some sectarians could think,
to the weaknesses of the leadership
or the policy of alliances with the
leadership. The explanationis a little
deeper. The Sandinista strategy for
taking power was the only one pos-
sible in a country like Nicaragua”
("Central America Today”, Interna-
tional Marxist ReviewSummer 1990).

For the USF|, “class struggle
demands” (i.e. the struggle for so-
cialism) might be on the agenda in
the imperialist countries but, in a
semi-colonial country like Nicaragua,

the workers and peasants will have
to content themselves with a “demo-

cratic” revolution. What is this if not
an open abandonment of the theory
of permanent revolution and an en-
dorsement of the Menshevik and
Stalinist theory of a revolution in two
stages?

At the 13th Congress, the leader-
ship will no doubt pass over the
complete failure of its “party build-
ing” perspectives in silence. On the
Nicaraguanrevolution it will continue
to cover its tracks. This has been the
method in the past and will be in the
future. It is the method of centrism;
as bankrupt in party building as it is
in political programme. For any seri-
ous revolutionary within the USFI,
there is only one viable course of ac-
tion—leave it!A
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EVOLUTIONARY commu-
nists believe that the war
against Iraq is being con-
ducted in theinterests ofimperial-
ism. The working class has every-
thing to lose by a victory for our
rulers in this war, and everything
to gain from bringing about its de-
feat. Because the Iraqi ruling class
andits army is temporarily fighting
against the imperialists we have
to make a military united front
with them against a common en-
emy. That is why we takes sidesin
this war, why we want a victory for
Iraq and a defeat for “our” army.

- To say that such a position is
difficult to argue in conditions of &

war would be putting it mildly.

. Revolutionaries in imperialist
countries have always been in a
tiny minority at the outbreak of
war. We will be denounced not only
by the ruling class, its press, the
Labour and trade union leader-
ship but also from within the anti-
war movement itself. If the war
goes badly for our rulers, or we
begin to win a hearing amongst
masses of workers, we will be
subject to repression.

‘But it is essential to argue a
clear revolutionary position on the
war, despite its mltlal unpopular-
ity. Why‘?

A victory for imperialism in the
Gulf will strengthen our own rul-
ing class and will be a defeat of
enormous proportions for the ex-
ploited and oppressed masses of
the Middle East. It will be a clear
signal from the imperialists that
their interests cannot be touched.
Kuwait will become the centre of a
new “security” arrangement which
will allow permanent and easy
militaryinterventionin the region.

Tool

Israel, America’s ‘most reliable
tool in the region, will be strength-
ened and the Palestinian struggle
weakened. In Britain, Major and
the Tories will return from war as
victors, prepared to fight an elec-
tion on thatbasis. Majoris already
riding high in the polls on the
strength of his handling of the
conflict.

We also want to see imperialism

defeated because our aim is toend

this war in a revolutionary fash-
ion, in a way that strengthens the
working class and weakens our
rulers.

Lenin put it clearly at the start
of the 1914 -18 war: _

“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 the socialists of all the bellig-
erent countries should express
their wish that all their ‘own’ gov-
ernments should be defeated.”
(Lenin, Socialism and War, 1914)

Like Lenin in 1914 we believe it
is possible to turn this war into a
civil war: we want a war started by

governments to end as a war be-
tween classes.

Objective

Whether such an aim becomes
realisable depends on a number of
factors. But this objective should
guide the actions and arguments
of Marxists in a war, and in par-
ticular their efforts to win class
conscious workers to such a posi-
tion. Only on this basis will it be
possible to take advantage of re-
versesfor therulingclassatalater
stage of the war.

Marxists should have no hesita-
tion in supporting wars waged by
the oppressed peoples against the
imperialists. Whether it isin Viet-
nam or Ireland, where a guerrilla
movement appeals to “the people”
and spea.ks the Ianguage of social-

THE LEFT AND THE WAR

anti-socialist military dictators
attempt to“lead the nation” against
imperialism, the essential charac-
ter of the war remains the same.

Victory for these struggles will
be a defeat for imperialism and its
world system of exploitation and
oppression.

How has the self-proclaimed
revolutionary left in Britain coped
with the task of applying these

principles to the Gulf War?

Before the shooting started So-

cialist Worker and Militant pledged

their commitment to the defence
of Iraq. =

“We would be for an American
defeat and therefore for an Iraqi
victory” the SWP resolved in De-
cember 1990.

" Peter Taaffe, writingin response
to Militant readers’ questiﬁns
about the war insisted:

“For the working
class in Britain and
throughout the ad-
vanced industrial
countries there
should beimplacable
opposition to impe- _ i
rialistintervention.” ¥ £¢
(Militant 1010) i

and:

“It would be mis-
taken to suggest that
Militant can assume
a neutral position on the Gulf”.

(Militant 1013)

But such commitments were
shelved once the onset of war
brought tens of thousands of
pacifist and reformist inclined
workers ontothe streets.

In the issues of Socialist Worker
published since the outbreak of
war there has not been one men-
tion of the defence of Iraq. Even in
obscure articles like Chris Har-

" man’s “Socialists and the War”,

where the defence of Irag could
have been tucked away in the fine
print, the argument is missing.
The Socialist Worker pamphlet No
to Warin the Gulf mentions only in
passing that: =

“Socialists must hope that Iraq
gives the US a bloody nose and
that the US is frustrated in its
attempts to force the Iragis out of
Kuwait.” (p21).

That is the grand total of Social-
ist Worker’s attempts to put its
principles into practice. In the
workers’ movement the SWP has
resolutely opposed any attempt to
raise solidarity with the Iraqi
people being bombed by “our boys”.
In Hackney NUT, for example, the
SWP voted against the union tak-

US and (right) Iraqgi troops prepare for battle

= |

The acid test

ing a positionin |
defence of Iraq
The expenence
has been re-
peated through-
out the country.

Militant’s list
of demands on £ §
the war is cer- =
tainly not mini- L
mallst It goes all the way to the
goal of a Socialist Federation of
the Middle East. But it forgets to
mention that one step on the road
to this goal will involve united
action now with the Arab masses
and the Iraqi army to kick the
imperialist troopsout! The nearest
Militant gets to support for Iraq is
initseditorial on 25 January, which
says:

“Theimperialists must be forced
to retreat and leave the peoples of

the whole
peem Middle East
tofight for the
socialist fed-
eration.”

It conven-
iently re-
frains from
informing us
about its atti-
tude to the
present
struggle 'to
forceimperialism out except to say
“we can give no support to.an
imperialist war to topple Saddam”.
Thatis what thousandsof pacifists,
much derided by the “Marxist”
Militant, are fighting for. But real
Marxism fights for something more
than this: the military victory of
Iraq.

The main justification many
SWP members and Militant sup-
porters give for this retreat is that
toargue for defence of Iraq today is
sectarian, that it cuts revolution-
aries off from the mass anti-war
movement.

This would be trueif weinsisted
that workers had to agree with the
defence of Iraq in order to take
action against the war. But we
don’t. The workers’ united front
against this war can begin around
the most minimal goals and de-
mands.

If workers go on strike because
they don’t agree with NHS serv-
ices being cut in order to treat
casualties, or because they want
Bush and Major to revert to sanc-
tions instead of war, revolutionar-
ies will not stand aside from this
struggle. We willintervene and try
to develop workers’ understand-

T

Socialist
Worker and
Militant
pledged to
take sides in
the war. Then
the shooting
started,
writes Paul
Morrison.

ing of the wider issues involved.

Militant and Socialist Worker
claim they are doing thisby fighting
for two main slogans: Stop the War,
Troops Out of the Gulf. It will cer-
tainly be necessary to unite in
action with workers around these
aims and to conduct a fight in the
pacifist movement for them.

But on their own these slogans
will raise an immediate question
in the minds of workers and youth:

“If we stop the war now, pull the
troops out and stop the sanctions,
that will leave Saddam in charge
of Kuwait. He will have won, won't
he? Do you really want Iraq to
win?”

Answer

It is a 'revolutionary organisa-
tion’s job to give a clear answer to

this. No-one else will do it for us.

We don’t have to insist workers
agree with that answer in order to
oppose the war. But we do have to
point out the logical conclusion of
being a socialist, an international-
ist,in animperialist country which
is bombing the life out of one ofits
former colonies.

This is the job Soctalist Worker
and Militant have set out con-

~ sciously to avoid.

The point was not lost on Trib-
une’s political gossip columnist
John Street. In the 25 January
edition he lists all the groups, in-
cluding Workers Power, who have
taken some form. of defencist posi-
tion on Iraq, then comments:

“Perhaps all these minnows need
to learn a few lessons from the big
fish, who keep their enthusiasm
for Iraqi victory under wraps.

Socialist Worker and Militant
limit themselves to calling for
American and British troops to be
withdrawn from the Gulf, without
spelling out the consequences of

such -action—military victory for.

Iraq.”
If this Labour left dilettante can
spot the inconsistency then thou-

.sands of workers and youth will be

able to spot it as well.
The argument that raising our
revolutionary position will “isolate”

us from the breader anti-war
movement is both short sighted
and narrowly national centred.

It is short sighted because the
war does have the potential to end
as a war between classes. If it
leads to mass movements against
the Arab governments who sup-
port the allies, to Israeli atrocities
against the Palestinians, to Turk-
ish attempts to annexe northern
Iraq etc then class war could er-
rupt. Revolutionaries ¢cannot seri-
ously argue for turning the conflict
intoa war between classes at while
at the same time trying to imper-
sonate hand-wringing liberals
calling simply for the fighting to
stop.

It is national centred because,
from the viewpoint of the world
working classrevolutionary defeat-
ists in Britain will not be isolated.
When we fight for “Victory to Iraq”
in Britain we are acting as the
small advance guard of a move-
ment of millions which sees US
imperialism as the main enemy.

If we are serious about turning
this warinto a war between classes
we have tofollow Trotsky’s method
of critical support for Iraq, placing
demands on the bourgeois leaders

. aimed at dispelling the Middle

Eastern masses’illusionsin dicta-
tors like S_addam.

Advised

As Trotsky advised the Chinese
communists involved in a united
front with dictator Chiang Kai-
shek against Japan:

“Politically they should criticise
Chiang Kai-shek not for making
war but for making it in an ineffec-
tive manner, without high taxa-
tion of the bourgeois class, without
sufficient arming of the workers
and peasants etec.” (Trotsky, Con-
cerning the Resolutionon War1937)

For Trotsky, unityin action with
bourgeois and petitbourgeoislead-

. ers against imperialism was not

some unpleasant duty enforced by
Marxist principle. It was a vital
and indispensible tactic to break
the masses from their illusions in
such leaders. Trotsky was prepared
to place demands on leaders like
Chiang Kai-shek in order to ex-
plode the workers’ and peasants’
illusions.

If anyone doubts the need for
such tactics in the Gulf war they
should count the number of babies
given the name Saddam in the
Arab world since the crisis started!
Even in Britain socialists have
received loud applause from Asian
workers when they have argued
for the defence of Iragq.

It is necessary both to build on
these islands of support for anti-
imperialism and tobanish theillu-
sions some British Muslim work-
ers have in Saddam. We can’t do
this by hiding the fact that we
defend Iraq, or by telling Asian
workers to hide it as well.

Explain

None of this means we have to
deliberately shock workers and
youth with dur position. Revolu-
tionaries have a duty to patiently
explain how opposition to the war
must lead to active oposition to
imperialism’s war aims. We chal-
lenge Socialist Worker and Mili-
tant to prove that Workers Power
neglects this task. |

Butintheend, as Karl Marx put
it, “Communists disdain to con-
ceal their views and aims”. We do
notregard revolutionary demands
as commodities too precious to be
entrusted to the minds of workers.
Only when they are embedded in
the minds of millions of workers
and peasants can revolution be-
come areality. And the first step to
achieving this is that self-pro-
claimed revolutionaries stop hid-
ing their principles.l "~
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Dear comrades,

British Stalin-
ism entered what
may well be the
final stage of its
terminal decline
with the convening
in January of a
“consultative con-
ference on commu-
nist unity”.

The “confer-
ence” wascalled by
the Communist
Party of Britain
(CPB)followingits
leadership’s defeat
over this issue at
its last congress.

The event
brought together
around 250 mem-
bers of the CPB,
New Communist
Party (NCP), afew
from the Commu-
nist Party of Great
Britain (CPGB)
and a number of
“unaffiliated communists”.

From its opening moments it

&as clear thﬁtégm event was not.tn
a consu ve conference on

A&

Write to:
Workers Power: BCM 7750
London WC1N 3XX

Strikes In
Greece

Dear comrades,

The Mitsokakis government an-
nounced it would release all of
Greece’s former military dictators
on 15 January. A mass outcry en-
sured this did not happen. In reply,
organised paramilitary thugs of
Mitsokakis' New Democracy party
in Patras killed a left wing teacher.
In the violence and terror that fol-
lowed another three were killed as
the government tried to crush stw
dent occupations. But the student
struggles instead sparked a strike
movement amongst the Greek
working class.

The Greek Communist Party (KKE)
and the former ruling party, Pan-
Hellenic Socialists (Pasok) were
nowhere to be seen—except in
parliament, shaking hands with
Mitsokakis. As many of the slogans
of the student and workers’ demos
show, the workers' movement in
Greece is clearly entering into a
generalised conflict, the like of
which has not been seen since the
civil war of the late 1940s. It must
not be forgotten that the party now
in power traces its roots back to the
right wing generals who smashed
the left in the civil war.

The Gulf crisis and Mitsokakis’

direct involvement is having disas-

trous consequences for Greece's
~ fragile capitalist economy, already
reeling from
Thatcherite economic programme.
This has led to the linking of work-
ers’ and students’ social grievances
with opposition to the war. Over
50,000 workers and students
demonstrated outside parliament
shouting:

“We want a better education, not
war and the pigs [police]!

Four dead are enough. Down with
the murderous government!

No to poverty, war and terrorism.
We want a mass independent move-
ment!

In'63 you killed MPs, now you kil
teachers!

In parliament they are all mates:
we are the opposition!”

These slogans, and the actions of
the KKE and Pasok leaders, show
the urgent need for a new revolu-
tionary leadership in Greece.

Yours fratemally

V N Gelis

tes her

Derek Robinson

New Democracy’'s

ol

communist unity
but a cross be-
tween a wake and
a morale boosting
rally.

In opening the
rally Derek Robin-
son, CPB chair,
declared thatthere
were to be noreso-
lutions or votes
taken! When a
Workers Power
supporter and for-
mer CP member
tried to move an
emergency resolu-
tion on the Gulf,
around which
genuine “commu-
nist unity” in anti-
»  imperialist action

4 could be built, it
was ruled out of
order. Robinson
declared “you can
challenge the chair
as much as you
like, we’re not
having any votes”. Even in its last
moments, Stalinism sticks to its
nhir?a rselgﬁ%ftﬁocé%md nave been
difficult to get unity between the
Stalinists themselves, letalone any
action around anti-imperialist

slogans on the Gulf war.
Mike Hicks, CPB General Sec-

retary, made the first speech in
which, whilst calling for “a stop to
theimperialist war”, he demanded
that Iraq quit Kuwait and made
clear his party’s support for UN
sanctions.

He was followed by Eric Trevett,
NCP General Secretary, who told

- the rally that the UN had been

hijacked as a fig leaf for imperial-
ist war and said that account must
be given to the just demands of
Iraq in a peaceful settlement,
though this point was never devel-
oped.

The first speaker from the floor
made clear what she envisaged by
communist unity when she re-
ported to an enthralled audience a
joint Stalinist venture in St Pan-
cras which had resulted in the
establishment of a socialist film
club.

During the remainder of the
rally, vacuous calls for “commu-
nist unity” followed one another
with no real discussion of politics
or programme.

Perhapsthe most honest assess-

ment was made in the NCP’s writ-

ten submission which stated
baldly:

“We in Britain now face the
question of how we can ensure the
survival of a viable communist
organisation after the end of
financial solidarity support from
former socialist countries”.

When the cheques from the
Czechs dried up the NCP sent
Trevett to North Korea to cadge
“financial solidarity” from Kim Il
Sung—an event of such
significance thatit wasapparently
featured on North Korean televi-
sion!

It is the CPB’s similar financial
plight, after Moscow cancelled its
order for the Morning Star, which
pushed the warring factions of
“orthodox” Stalinism into the unity
process. But the process only high-
lights these organisations’ politi-
cal as well asfinancial bankruptcy.

A genuine communist party
cannot be built from these frag-
ments. Those left within them
should turn to the genuine, revolu-

" tionary and anti-imperialist com-

munism represented by Trot-
skyism and enter into discussions
with Workers Power.

In comradeship

David Holt

WOr
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Become a supporter

IF YOU hate the war, if you hate the
bosses and their system and you want
to do something about it become a
Workers Power supporter.

Workers Power is a revolutionary
communist organisation fighting to build
a revolutionary working dass party.

We are communists because we
want to see an end to poverty,
unemployment, the misery and
suffering caused by the profit system
and the daily oppression of women,
black people, youth, lesbians and gay
men. We believe the working class can
end all this by taking hold of the wealth
and the technology of modern
capitalism and using it to meet human
need. The laser and computer
technology being used in the Gulftoday,
together with the £100,000s wasted

nn.-a...:-nlr-‘iumh-- wnnld 'b! _]ltﬂd tn
eradicate hunger, disease and

homelessness.

- We are internationalists. We do
not regard the workers’ of other
countries as the “enemy”. We believe
they are our brothers and sisters. Our
real enemy is the international capitalist
system, which can be fought if we build
international unity between workers of
all countries. We are actively trying to
do this by building an international
organisation, the League for a
Revolutionary Communist
International. _ :

We are revolutionaries because
we don’t think the big businessmen
and the generals will simply sit back
and let the workers peacefully take
over society after a show of hands in
Parliament. Struggles in every decade
of this century show that the workers
will have to smash the bosses’ state
and build a different kind of state,
based on: |
@ workers’councils elected from every

factory, office, housing estate

Workers
Power

public
meetings
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@ a workers’ militia instead of the
hired thugs of the police and
“professional” army

@ workers’ control and management
of every workplace instead of
subservience to the supervisor and
slavery to the machine.

To bring about a workers’ revolution
we need to build a revolutionary working
dlass party rooted in every workplace,
estate, school and community. This will
not come about automatically: it needs
beople prepared to commit themselves
100% to the fight for revolutionary
politics.

If you want to join that fight, and you
agree with the ideas and arguments in

this paper, take the first step. Send off

this coupon now:

r=—==—YES!

] | would like to become
a Workers Power
supporter

| agree to attend
regular supporters’
meetings

| agree to sell 10.
copies of Workers

Power a month

Return immediately to:
Workers Power, BCM 7750,
London WC1N 3XX
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OUT NOW!
NEW
PAMPHLET
ON

GULF WAR

=GULF
WAR

The new pamphiet just out from

Workers Power gives you the argu-

ments you need to win action
against the Gulf War.
It explains what the warisabout,

why sanctions and the United
Nations are no alternative to war
and why workers must support

Iraq against the imperialist at-
tack.
Available now, price 40p from

your Workers Power seller. Order
bulk copies and sell them at work,
school or college. Look out for
Workers Power meetings in your
area organised to discuss the is-
sues raised in the pamphlet.l

| cause of their race,

WHERE|
“STAND

WORKERS POWER is a revolutionary
communist organisation. We base our
programme and policies on the works of
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotsky, on the
documents of the first four congresses of
the Third (Communist) Intemational and
on the Transitional Programme of the
Fourth International.

Capitalism is an anarchic and crisis-
rdden economic system based on pro-
duction for profit. We are for the expro-
priation of the capitalist class and the
abolition of capitalism. We are for its
replacement socialist production
planned to satisfy human need.

Only the socialist revolution and the
smashing of the caprtalist state can achieve
this goal. Only the worlking class, led by a
revolutionary vanguard party and organ-
ised into workers’ councils and workers'
militia can lead such a revolution to vic-
tory and establish the dictatorship of the
proletariat There is no peaceful, paria-
mentary road to socialism.

The Labour Party is not a socialist party.
It is a bourgeois workers' party—bour-
geois in its politics and its practice, but
based on the working class via the trade
unions and sup by the mass of
workers at the polls. We are for the
building of a revolutionary tendency in
the Labour Party and the LPYS, in order
to win workers within those organisa-
tions away from reformism and to the
revolutionary party.

The misnamed Communist Parties are
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Labour Party, but tied to the bureaucracy
that rules in the USSR. Their strategy of
alliances with the bourgeoisie (popular
fronts) inflicts termible defeats on the
working class world-wide.

In the USSR and the other degenerate
workers' states, Stalinist bureaucraciesrule
over the working class. Capitalism has
ceased to exist but the workers do not
hold political power. To open the road to
socialism, a political revolution to smash
bureaucratic tyranny is needed. Never-
theless we unconditionally defend these
states against the attacks of impenalism
and against interal capitalist restoration
in order to defend the post-capitalist
property relations.

in the trade unions we fight for a rank
and file movement to oust the reformist
bureaucrats, to democratise the unions
and win them to a revolutionary action
programme based on a system of transi-
tional demands which serve as a bndge
between today’s struggles and the social-
ist revolution. Central to this is the fight
for workers’ control of production.

We are for the building of fighting or-

| ganisations of the working class—factory

committees, industnal unions and coun-
cils of action.

We fight against the ‘oppression that
capitalist society inflicts on people be-
; sex, or sexual
orientation. We are for the liberation of
women and for the building of a working
class women's movement, not an “all
class” autonomous movement. We are
for the liberation of all of the oppressed.
We fight racism and fascism. We oppose
all immigration controls. We are for no
platform for fascists and for driving them
out of the unions.

We support the struggles of oppressed
nationalities or countries against impenal-
ism. We unconditionally support the Insh
Republicans fighting to drive British troops
out of Ireland. We politically oppose the
nationalists (bourgeois and pett bour-
geois) who lead the struggles of the
oppressed nations. To their strategy we
counterpose the strategy of permanent
revolution, that is the leadership of the
antiimpenalist struggle by the working
class with a programme of socialist revo-
lution and intemationalism.

In conflicts between imperialist coun-
tries and semi-colonial countries, we are
for the defeat of “our own" army and the
victory of the country oppressed and ex-
ploited by imperialism. We are for the im-
mediate and unconditional withdrawal of
British troops from Ireland. We fight im-
penalist war not with-pacifist pleas but
with militant class struggle methods in-
cluding the forcible disarmament of “our

Workers Power is the Brtish Section of
the League for a Revolutionary Commu-
nist International. The last revolutionary
International (Fourth) collapsed in the
years 1948-51.

The LRCl is pledged to fight the cen-
trism of the degenerate fragments of the
Fourth Intemational and to refound a
Leninist T ist International and build
a new world party of socialist revolution.
We combine the stryggle for a re-elabo-
rated transitional programme with active
involvement in the struggles of the work-
ing class—fighting for revolutionary lead-
ership.

If you are a class conscious
fighteragainst capitalismy; if you
:;IE an intemationalist—join
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Latvia have be-
come the testing
grounds for Gor-
_ | bachev’s new dra-
conian presidential pow-
ers. The rebellious Baltic
republics have been
targetted for fierce mili-
tary and KGB repression.
The violence meted out
against the people of the

WUUNH LIS Slivuivd ovi vo ad —

a clear waming of what
lies in store for the whole
USSR.

Gorbachev’s triumvirate
of hard men, Yazov, Pugo,
and Kryuchkov, deliberately
engineered a confrontation
in Latvia and Lithuania to
justify the crackdown. On 7
January paratroops were
ordered to the Lithuanian
capital, Vilnius, to enforce
conscription.

Pretext

That this was merely a
pretext for general repres-
sion was demonstrated with
their first action. They
placed the Vilnius press
building and other public
buildings “under protec-
tion”. ' -

The nationalist Sajudis |

government, headed by
Kazimiera Prunskiene, was
about to introduce a price
“reform” that would triple
prices. This unpopular pro-

posal was met with a mas-

sive protest demonstration
and strike. Sections of the
crowd tried to storm the
parliament.

Faced with thisunrest the
Lithuanian president,
Landsbergis, claimed that
there were “many Russians
and Poles and many
drunks”in thecrowd.Proba-
bly the KGB or the military
had their agents at work.

Angry

But most of the crowd
were simply Lithuanian
workers angry at the price
increases. In any case, fear-
ful of losing his mass base,
Landsbergis engineered
Prunskiene's defeat in par-
liament on the price rises
and she resigned at once.

Encouraged by the
Sajudis government’s
difficulties the Baltic Army
command struck. They were
emboldened because of the
small numbers who re-
sponded to Landsgergis’
summons to come to the
parliament to defend the

ITHUANIA AND

government.

On 11 January troops
occupied the Lithuanian
Defence Council Building
using as a pretext the fact
that the Lithuanian Gov-
ernment had been organis-
ing an independent army
contrary to Soviet law. True

as this was, the “army”
concerned was virtually

unarmed and not the slight-
est threat to the massive
Soviet Armed Forces.

In the early hours of 13
January paratroopersusing
backed up by tanks stormed
the TV tower. Fourteen
unarmed people werekilled.
The response from the
Lithuanian masses, pro-
tests in Moscow from re-
publican representatives,
an unfavourable, if muted,

response from the White

House and from European
capitals led to a week of
duplicitous statements and
counter-statements from
Pugo and Gorbachev.

At first they tried to sug-

British section of the League for a Revolutionary Communist International

BALTIC STATES

_gest there was aggression

and provocation from the
Lithuanian government.
Then they attempted toshift
the responsibility onto the
local commanders. Finally

came the grudging and

hypocritical expressions of

regret and promises of an
enquiry.

Offensive

But the forces of bureau-
cratic clamp downreturned
to the offensive in Latwvia.
Here the forces of opposi-
tion to independence are
numerous and powerful.
Riga, the capital, is the seat
of the Soviet Baltic military
region and 15% of the re-
public’sresident population
are Soviet soldiers. In addi-
tion 48% of Latvia’s popula-
tion are non-Latvians (in
1939 this figure stood at
23%).

The Latvian Popular
Front is confronted by the
largest old-style, hard line
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Rubiks. - -

On 15 January in Riga
they addressed a 150,000
strong rally in the army
stadium calling for the

B immediate overthrow of the

opposition, the Latvian
Interfront. It has about
300,000 members, many of
whom are soldiers. Never-
theless the Latvian Popu-
lar Front draws consider-
able support from the Rus-
sian speaking community
and was thus able to win
just under two thirds of the
seatsin the Supreme Soviet
of Latvia in the 18 March
1990 elections.

The hard line forces have
powerful links with Moscow,
as events were to prove.
Boris Pugo was, until Sep-
tember 1988, the First Party
Secretary in Latvia and
head of the Latvian KGB.
Even more crucial to events
is the fact that the leader of
the ultra hard-line faction
in the ‘Supreme 'Soviet,
“Soyuz”(Union), Lieutenant
Colonel Viktor Alksnis is
from Latvia. He was clearly
a major inspiration behind
the All Latvian National
Salvation Committee,along
with the CP leader Alfred

Latvian government. Alk-
snis told the rally they were
the supreme power in the
republic. The same nightthe
Police Academyin Riga was
stormed by the elite para-

E military squad, the “Black

Berets”.

Denounced

The commander of the
Baltic Military region Gen-
eral Fyodor Kuzmin de-
nournced the Latvian gover-
ment for promoting attacks
on the Soviet garrison in
Latvia. The pro-Moscow
Latvian CP kept up its call
for the overthrow of the
government calling for the
ethnic Russian! “United
Front of Working Collec-
tives” to launch a general
strike to topple the govern-
ment and instal the Com-
mittee for National Salva-
tion in power.

These classic prepara-
tions for a Stalinist putsch
provoked massive counter-
‘mobilisations by the Popu-
lar Front. On 20 January

® Ireland: Britain's
other war |
® Crackdown in USSR
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Black Berets stormed the
Latvian Interior Ministry
killing four civilians and
injuring eight. However the
seizure of the building

proved abortive, apparently

due. to intervention from
Moscow. Certainly any fur-
ther moves, given the mas-
sive mobilisations in Riga
would have led to a fearful
bloodbath.

Dangerous
Atthe last moment some-

one in Moscow, probably
Gorbachev himself decided

that to press ahead with

removing the Latvian gov-

ernment would prove too
dangerous both internally
and in terms of his good
relations with the imperial-
ists. The special forces were
withdrawn tobarracks. The
next day Collonel Alksnis
hasrevealed, Rubiks the CP

chiefphoned him tosay “You
were right. Moscow be-
trayed us”.

Alksnis himself told the
weekly magazine, Argu-
menty i Fakty, that Gor-
bachev had betrayed the
military because he “is
afraid to assume responsi-
bility”. Clearly Alksnishim-
selfis not afraid. He warned
that the Baltic conflict
“would inevitably grow into
a civil war on a union-wide
scale”,

Threat

This is an unambiguous
threat. It is a direct threat
of further military action
against the Baltic states. It
is a threat that the army
repression will spread to
every dissidentcorner of the
USSR. That threat must be
countered now. Immedi-
ately it means saying loud
and clear to Gorbachev:
Hands off the Baltic states!
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