NAL
\\ )

anadian dollars 1.70, Australian

dollars 1.35, DM 3.50, Dutch fl. 3.25, Austrian schillings 24, Drachmas 14.8, IS 25, Mexican Pesos 40, Cypriot Pound 0.65, Yen

Poland

..........u.._ ...m.. N
e
PR
i

IoN In

NAT

R
e
o

i
M
@
o

-
-
o

LR

INT
Vil

BECOMES DECISIVE FACTOR
The Revolut

MIDDLE EAST WAR -MASS POLITICS
Document

00, Leban. Piastres 6, BF 65, SF 2.5, Portuguese Escudos 90, Rand '1.30, Pesetas 145, Itglian Lire 1 700.

8 FF, British Pound 0.65, Irish Pound 0.70, Skr 9, Dkr 12, Nkr 10, Ikr 17, US dollars 1.50,




Mass mobilizations become decisive
in Middle East war

As this issue of IV goes to press
also, Beirut is still under siege, The Zion-
ist army is alternating brief ceasefires
with savage bombardments causing hun-
dreds and thousands of deaths,

On the strictly military level, the
Begin-Sharon army is capable of mount-
ing an assault on the Lebanese capital
and dealing an unprecedented blow to the
Palestinian resistance.

Such an action would result in a
still higher number of victims and still
more enormous destruction. It would
also involve—which the Israeli govern-
ment is much more concerned about—
heavy casualities in the aggressor army
well.

But if the assault on Beirut has not
yet taken place, this is above all because
of the political problems the Zionist lead-
ership is running into, and which would
be no less acute even if it won a bloody
military success.

There is no doubt that very strong
pressures are being brought to bear by the
European capitalist governments, the vari-
ous Arab states, and American imperial-
ism itself to keep the Israeli government
from trying to carry its military gains too
far and to persuade it to seek a political
solution, a compromise that the other
side could accept, even if it had to pay a
high price.

There is no need to say that neither
the European capitalist governments nor
the Arab states, in particular the so-called
moderates, nor the imperialists in Wa-
shington have the slightest concern for
safeguarding the most elementary rights
of the Palestinians or for saving the lives
of the heroic fighters in besieged Beirut,
But they cannot fail to take account of
the facts of the overall situation.

What would happen even if the
PLO were crushed? This would not solve
the problem of more than three million
Palestinians without a country.

Where could the Palestinians in
Lebanon go? What Arab state would ac-
cept them without the fear of having to
face profound socio-economic repercus-
sions in its own country, if not imme-
diately, then in a relatively short
period?

If the Palestinians remain in Leba-
non, will not the problem that Begin has
tried to solve with a new aggressive war
reemerge sooner or later?

On the political level, if the present
Palestinian leadership comes out of this
confrontation humiliated and totally de-

feated, that is, if it in fact capitulates,
what could prevent in the future the
emergence of a new more radical and
more consistent leadership? What could
prevent the rise of a new leadership de-
termined to combat all the reactionary
and conservative forces in the region
that at the decisive moment have aban-
doned the Palestinians to their fate, a
leadership that would appeal to the broad
masses to wage a struggle that could lead
to victory?

In Lebanon, Begin has been able to
use the Quisling Haddad effectively as a
pawn for some years. He can count on
the complicity of Gemayel and the other
conservative forces. But would not a re-
actionary state based on these forces—
which are far from homogeneous—and on
repression against the progressive forces,
inevitably still be unstable and continue
to be a powder keg in the region?

Furthermore, the mass demonstra-
tions that hgve developed since the first
shock of the attack faded indicate that a
new phase may have opened in the his-
tory of the Israeli state, that the Zionist
regime may not be able to continue in
the future to count on the sort of nation-
al consensus it has enjoyed in the past,
that less and less Israelis are prepared to
believe that it is possible to achieve a
“final solution” trampling on the inte-
rests and basic aspirations of the Pales-
tinian people.

If this is the present context of the
conflict—if, despite the extent of the mili-
tary operations, the confrontation is an
eminently political one—that means that
the responsibility of the workers move-
ment and the anti-imperialist movement

" Palestinian gu‘errillas (D

throughout the world becomes much
greater and much more immediate. But
so far the response to the Israeli agression
has been gravely insufficient. While many
hundreds of thousands of people demon-
strated in a large number of countries in
October 1981 and June 1982 against re-
armament and the nuclear danger, the
mobilizations against the Israeli war have
drawn only a few thousand people in
only a few countries.

However, this war represents a very
concrete challenge., It is correct to mo-
bilize against preparations for war and
future dangers. But it is still more im-
portant and necessary to oppose with the
maximum effort the vile war of extermi-
nation that is in progress, the real danger
of war on a wide international scale that
exists today in the Mideast more than in
any other region,

The Lebanese militants of the
Fourth International have mobilized in
West Beirut with the Palestinians and the
other progressive forces. In Israel, our
organization has played a role from the
first in all the demonstrations against the
aggressive war, In various countries, es-
pecially in the countries of capitalist
Europe, our comrades have been in the
first ranks of the solidarity demonstra-
tions,

More and broader demonstrations
must be organized. This is a fundamental
responsibility.

For a Worldwide Mass Movement
Against an Attempt to Crush an Entire
People!

For a Worldwide Mass Movement
Against the Threat of Wider Imperialist
War in the Mideast! =
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Mass opposition mounts to
Begin's war of repression

(Statement of the Revolutionary
Communist League, section of the Fourth
International in the State of Israel, June
24, 1982))

After three weeks of destruction
and slaughter, the PLO still lives and will

continue to live.

Despite the overwhelming military
superiority of Israel, despite the massa-
cres, the indiscriminate bombing, des-
pite the hundreds of thousands of refu-
gees forced to flee their homes, the Israe-
li army has not yet been able to achieve
its objectives, and no one can deny the
basic fact that the PLO is very much still
alive and still fighting.

The Begin-Sharon government
aimed at liquidating the Palestinian na-
tional movement at whatever price. Al-
ready a week has gone by since the chief
of state boasted that this objective had
been achieved. But yesterday, the Mini-
ster of Foreign Affairs was obliged to ad-
mit that it was impossible to destroy the
Palestinian national movement complete-

ly.

Thus, while we might say that
Israel won the first round on points and
not by a knock out, the second is just
beginning. Left alone facing the Israeli
divisions and bomber squadrons, without
any help from the Arab armies, the Pales-
tinian fighters have managed to keep the
bulk of their military forces intact for
more than three weeks. Fifteen years ago
exactly, the Israeli army required only six
days to smash the Arab armies and con-
quer large parts of Jordan, Egypt, and
Syria....

The second round is the fight for
a political solution and the battle for
Beirut....The Israeli army must be
stopped at the gates of Beirut and now.

Gerry FOLEY

The latest Zionist imperialist war in
the Mideast is already fundamentally dif-
ferent than the preceding ones. Politics
and mass action have now become the im-
mediate decisive factors,

The crucial battles are those for
world public opinion, the minds of the
Israeli population, and the unity of the
Arab people in Lebanon and Beirut in
particular against the imperialists and
their agents and collaborators,

4

This is the aim of the Palestinian fighters,
the Lebanese national movement, and
the Syrian forces that are in the Lebanese
capital. It is the urgent objective of all
those who refuse to accept the mad logic
of a permanent war of destruction.

Thousands of Israelis have already
mobilized cgainst this war in the full heat
of the fighting. In the army, etiphoria is
giving way to skepticism, to questioning,
and many cases of refusal to obey orders
have been registered. This is only the tip
of the iceberg of a movement that will
grow as long as the war and its horrors
continue.

The Revolutionary Communist
League is throwing all its strength into
building a broad antiwar movement that
will open up a second front against the
government’s plans for a Massada (final
solution) against the Arab people.

Resolute opposition to the war is
not just a question of solidarity with the
Palestinian Arab people. It is above all a
question of self-defense for all Jews who
want to live in this country. By building
a broad movement against the war, we
are constructing a united front of Jews
and Arabs. A common fight by Jews and
Arabs is the only chance we have for
living together in peace and security.

-Down With the War in Lebanon,
No Adventure in Beirut!

-Immediate Withdrawal
Israeli Forces from Lebanon!

-Total and Unconditional Solidarity
With the Heroic Struggle of the Palestin-
ian Arab People!

-For the Right of Self-Determina-
tion of the Palestinian Arab People!

-Loffg Live the Common Struggle of
the Jews and Palestinians Against War,
Occupation, and National Oppression!

of All

In these battles, the oppressed
Palestinian and Arab peoples of the
Levant are better than holding their
own, and time is on their side. That
represents a major weakening of the
imperialists and their agents in the re-
gion, But it does not mean that the
danger to the Arab people is any the
less.

“Israel is in a hurry, there are no
precise deadlines but Sharon is ready to

(Declaration of the Revolutionary
Communist Group, Lebanese section of
the Fourth International, June 29, 1982))

Comrades and fellow fighters, Bei-
rut is a fortress that would be difficult to
occupy for the most powerful army in
the world. Beirut is a bastion that the
Zionist enemy cannot seriously think of
occupying.

The enemy can destroy buildings,
but they cannot come into our city and
destroy our resistance. That is a job that
the Zionist army cannot accomplish, be-
cause it would require paying an enor-
mous price, one that it is not prepared to
pay. The price would have to be paid in
soldiers’ lives and in the consequences
that would inevitably flow from any pro-
longed battle against patriotic Beirut.

That is the real situation, and in all
realism the only way to thwart the aims
of the enemy campaign is to advance the
following program:

-rejection of all conditions;

-rejection of any solution other
than the total and unconditional with-
drawal of the enemy from Lebanese terri-
tory;

-refusal to negotiate with the ene-
my and in particular rejection of any ne-
gotiations behind our back;

-refusal to let the official Lebanese
army enter Beirut, this traitor army that
has fraternized with the Zionist army and
Beshir Gemayel’s Falangist gangs;

-the formation of a Government of
National Resistance that must be a dif-
ferent one from the traitor government of
Sarkis, a government made up of repre-
sentatives of the parties prepared to con-
tinue the fight against the Zionist enemy
in actions and not in words,

-organizing the resistance in our
city and unifying our military forces in
the framework of a National Guard of
Resistance.

show West Beirut, if necessary, that what
it has experienced so far is nothing com-
pared to what awaits it.” That is what
U.S. negotiator Phillip Habib told asso-
ciates, according to Le Monde corres-
pondent Dominique Pouchin.

Obviously, the Israeli tactic is
to put as much pressure on West Beirut
as possible, which includes threats, as
well as shelling and bombing. But Ha-
bib’s statement corresponds to the reali-
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ties of the Israeli position.

The Israeli army is mainly a re-
serve army. It cannot be kept mobilized
for long, without this creating intolerable
economic and social costs. The war has
already gone on too long from the Israeli
point of it. It has cost the equivalent of
10% to 15% of the country’s annual
GNP, The Israeli army is more and more
becoming bogged down in repression on a
vast scale, This has already had visible
effects on the morale of the soldiers, even
hardened veterans,

The July 11 issue of the Paris daily
Liberation noted in a report on the pro-
blems of Israeli state TV in the war:

“Micha Limor experienced only
one censorship problem, It was when he
filmed a meeting of Israeli soldiers at
the gates of Beirut. They were thirty
men of the famous Entebbe Unit, which
landed at the airport in Somalia to free
an Israeli plane taken hostage. ‘That
day,” Limor recounts, ‘the soldiers who
had come to Beirut held a meeting where
they violently criticized the government
and the war in Lebanon, One of them
said: “I agreed that it was necessary to
come 45 kilometers and drive out the

terrorists....Today, I’m asking ques-
tions...I find myself functioning as a
policeman in Lebanon,” ’ ”

Israeli TV’s reporting of the massive
demonstration against the war in Tel Aviv
on July 3 aiso drew fire from the govern-
ment. It was an enormous demonstration
of up to 100,000 persons, an unprece-
dented event in time of war, In fact, un-
til recent months, it would have been un-
precedented in time of peace as well,

The attacks on Israeli TV bring out
one of the fundamental contradictions
in Israel’s role as the main imperialist for-
tress in the Mideast. It was widespread
sympathy for the Jewish refugees that en-
abled world imperialism to establish the
settler state. But this sympathy was
and remains tied up with pretences of de-
mocracy and humanitarianism. There-
fore, no matter how brutal, racist, and
rabidly reactionary the Zionist regime,
it has remained obliged to maintain an
appearance of democracy, at least for
the Jewish population,

Now, embroiled in a war that is
more and more clearly against a people
rather than an army or a state, the Israe-
li authorities find the functioning of a
relatively free press increasingly dama-

ging,

Furthermore, the massive bombing
of civilian populations with atrocious
weapons such as phosphorous and frag-
mentation bombs of the new type is
blowing away the democratic cover of
the Zionist regime.

The impact of this on world public
opinion is indicated by a growing tenden-
cy of Jewish notables in France and the
US. to take some distance from the Be-
gin government’s policies and seek formu-
las that seem to grant some recognition to
the rights of the Palestinians.

The second contradiction of the

Zionist fortress is its narrow demographic
and economic base, relative to the role it
is called on to play in the region, The
morale, educational level, identification
with the state, and inculcated feeling of
lack of alternatives made the Jewish pop-
ulation of Israel a nearly ideal imperialist
garrison. But the reverse side of this is
that such a small community is not pre-
pared to take heavy human losses or
face declining living standards for a long
period,

A third contradiction of the Zion-
ist state is that although it cannot exist
except as an agent of imperialism, the
direct pressures on it and the needs of
building up a chauvinist mentality among
the Jewish population tend to make it an
awkward tool for the United States in
particular,

The Zionists’ political needs tend to
come into conflict with those of the im-
perialists, Its leaders become more and
more rabid and ready to strike out with-
out concern for the political cost or wider
ramifications of their actions. Habib’s re-
mark about the Israeli impatience to
smash West Beirut may reflect U.S, worry
about this.

Thus, the U.S, itself becomes more
and more embarrassed by the extension
of the repressive war against the Arab
people. In the face of the mass protests
by the Arab population of the occupied
territories, the Israelis felt obliged to re-
move even the mayor of Gaza, Rashid
Shawa, one of the most capitulationist
of all the Arab officials in the territory
ruled by Israel.

In response, the State Department
issued a statement saying: “This very
moderate man quite legitimately expres-
sed the concerns of the Palestinians under
his administration....Leaders of this quali-
ty will be necessary when the Palestinian
problem is settled in the context of the
Camp David Accords.” (Le Monde, July
11) ’

In fact, in this war the basic reali-
ties of the situation have emerged very
starkly, leaving less and less room for
illusions about compromise settlements,

In an interview in the Wall Street
Journal, Begin declared that he would
never negotiate with the PLO, no matter
whether or not it recognized the state
of Israel. In an interview broadecast over

Austrian TV July 9, Israeli defense minis-
ter Ariel Shavon said that “there will never

be a Palestinian state, either in Gaza or on
the West Bank,”

The Western press gave big play to a
supposed readiness by Arafat to recognize
Israel in return for political recognition
for the PLO. However, in his interview
with the liberal Zionist Uri Avnery, the
PLO leader gave a different picture than
these reports have indicated. “I am ready

to safeguard the 600,000 Lebanese who

live in West Beirut, as well as 200,000
Palestinians, to find a political solution.
We are negotiating with the Lebanese au-
thorities to find a solution....”

Avnery asked: “If it is possible to
get out of this crisis, what would be the
solution?”

Arafat replied: “Palestine.”

Avnery was obviously taken aback,
“I mean the solution for tomorrow, not
the more distant future.”

The PLO leader’s response was “Pa-
lestine is our right,” Another liberal
Zionist reporter asked what he meant by
Palestine., Arafat said: “The whole coun-
try. For you and us.” This questioner
asked: “Together?” Arafat said:

“Together, why not? ...We are
those who have suffered aggression, and
nonetheless we have proposed two solu-
tions. Some 60 percent of the Palestin-
i1an people are homeless. But in 1969 we
proposed to live together in a democratic
and lay state..In 1974, we said that we
were ready to live in a portion of the
Palestinian territory that the Israelis
would leave or that would be liberated.”

The PLO’s main immediate pro-
blem is a political one, how to get broad-
er support from the Lebanese population
and effectively fight the idea that a sepa-
rate peace with Israel at the expense of
the Palestinians would produce a toler-
able situation at least for the non-
Muslims.

From that standpoint, the longer
the Israeli army is bogged down in Le-
banon, the better the PLO’s chances are.
(One effect of the -prolonged civil war
situation is that most families in West
Beirut have stocked food and are pre-
pared for a long siege.)

So, it makes sense for the Pa-
lestinian leadership to prolong the ne-
gotiations and make every attempt to
point up the fact that the Israelis are
not interested in compromises and that
no real compromises are possible,

The PLO leadership has another
problem, in particular in view of the be-
trayals of the Arab governments and left
forces and the growing reaction against
their empty demagogy. It has to main-
tain the conviction among the Palestin-
ian fighters themselves that they will
not be sold out in any deal. Both ques-
tions come down to one single political
problem, a principled democratic ap-
proach to organizing the masses by edu-
cating them, convincing them, and lead-
ing them.

Here the PLO’s primarily military
conception of the fight against Zionism
has been the biggest stumbling block. It
has paid the greatest price in the war for
its failure in the past to concentrate on
winning the support of the largest pos-
sible majority of Lebanese. The new si-
tuation should drive home the lesson of
the need for a new, more political stra-
tegy.

In the new situation also the ad-
vancement of programs for mobilizing the
Jewish and Palestinian masses against the
imperialist plans for permanent war and
repression in the Mideast takes on a new
importance. The Israeli and Lebanese
sections of the Fourth International are
doing this and playing an increasingly im-
portant role. That has been particularly
true of the section in Israel, where the op-
portunities for legal political work are
greatest, &
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A new blow against
the Palestinian resistance

Claude DEVILLIERS

With the invasion of Lebanon by
the Israeli army on Sunday, June 6, 1982,
the Palestinian national movement found
itself once more confronted with a mili-
tary offensive. The avowed objective
was nothing less than to remove them
completely from the political map of the
Middle East.

The fact that Israel has not, up till
now, succeeded in physically liquidating
the Palestinian militants, penetrating into
their general neighbourhood of West Bei-
rut, does not indicate a lack of determina-
tion on the part of the Zionist leaders, or
of imperialism in supporting them, but is
a consequence of the relentless military
resistance of the Palestinians,

Nevertheless, the formula for dis-
arming the Palestinian resistance, and
the exile of several thousands of its figh-
ters into an Arab country in the region,
proposed by the government of Mena-
chem Begin, has no other aim than ob-
taining a total capitulation of the PLO,
given the military relationship of forces
created by Zionist aggression.

The fierce resistance of the Palestin-
ians in West Beirut follows a struggle of
several weeks against the progress of the
Israeli army across south Lebanon. It
illustrates, for the fourth time in a dozen
years, the necessity for the Palestinian na-
tional movement to defend, arms in hand,
its right to exist and the struggle for the
national liberation of its people.

During all these years, the reaction-
ary Arab bourgeoisies like the Zionist
state, have taken turns—each time with
the blessing of imperialism—to try to put
an end, militarily and politically, to the
Palestine national movement.

The story of the struggle of the
Palestinian people is intertwined there-
fore with the episodes of the resistance to
these many reactionary attempts to liqui-
date them. Today, the Palestinian people
are dispersed throughout the region, be-
cause of the creation of the Zionist state
in 1948 and the Zionist policy of mono-
polising and colonising lands, Its politi-
cal leadership finds itself once against
confronted, in almost total political iso-
lation, with a tragic test of strength, the
outcome of which will be decisive for its
future.

The struggle against the Zionist
state represents an important element of
the nationalist radicalisation of the Arab
masses throughout the Middle East, This
has forced the Arab states to lead a cer-

tain fight against Israel and to support the
Palestinian people deprived of their na-
tional rights and in search of a homeland.

The Egypt of Gamal Abdel Nasser
had thus taken an active part in the
founding of the Palestine Liberation Or-
ganisation., It was, in effect, at the first
Arab summit in Cairo in January 1964,
convened to ‘organise the Palestinian peo-
ple to allow them to play their role in the
struggle for the liberation of their coun-
try. and to decide for themselves on their
future’. Founded some months later, in
May 1964, the PLO today organises
several Palestinian organisations, the most
important of which are: El-Fatah of Yas-
ser Arafat, the Popular Front for the
Liberation of Palestine of George Habash,
the Democractic Front for the Liberation
of Palestine of Nayef Hawatmeh, the
Arab Liberation Front (pro-Iragian), and
El-Saika (pro-Syrian).

The PLO rapidly asserted itself as
the representative of the national aspira.
tions of the Palestinian masses, despite
their dispersion as disinherited migrants
throughout the Middle East. Witness to
this is the support that the PLO receives
in the territories occupied by Israel since
1967 (1).

This objective situation of a mar-
ginalised people, excluded from any pro-
ductive process and thus subjected to ex-
treme pauperisation, and assembled in re-
fugee camps in states neighbouring Israel,
has had an effect on the political develop-
ment of the Palestine nationalist move-
ment, The resistance has in fact been
forced to develop and steel itself in the
shelter of hostile Arab regimes, forced to
accept their presence after the military
defeat of the Arab armies in June 1967,

In comparison with the other na-
tionalist movements of the Arab work—
Nassarite™and Ba’athist—which historical-
ly preceded it, the Palestinian nationalist
movement has introduced new methods
of action and struggle against Zionism.
The Egyptian, Syrian, and Iraqi states
only conceived of their support for the
Palestinian national demand, and their
struggle against the Zionist state, in the
framework of a war led by a conventional
army and not in the course of a popular
regional mobilisation against Zionism.
However, the Palestinian movement
based itself on the political and military
mobilisation of the Palestinian masses in
the refugee camps themselves. This did
not lead the Palestinian leadership to
break all links with bourgeois national-
ism—notably on the question of relations

with Arab bourgeois states who support
them. Despite this, and a militarist ap-
proach to the fight against Zionism, this
mobilisation at the same time constituted
a living contradiction to the policy of the
bourgeois states, by the example which it
represents in the eyes of the Arab masses
of the region as well as in the anti-imperi-
alist dynamic which it sparks off in the
countires where the Palestinian refugee
camps are situated.

This is one of the fundamental ele-
ments which explains the repeated parti-
cipation of the armies of the Arab states
in the repression of the nationalist Pales-
tinian movement. Each time that the
armed mobilisation of the Palestinian
people is about to endanger the stability
of an Arab bourgeois regime in the re-
gion, where the Zionist state cannot allow
a direct military intervention for fear of
stirring up the anti-imperialist feeling of
the Arab masses, it is the Arab armies—in
full complicity with Israel and imperial-
ism—who do the dirty work,

The Israeli aggression of June 1967
took place in the framework of an im-
perialist counter-offensive against the
rise of the colonial revolution in the Arab
world. It aimed to stamp out the growing
anti-imperialist dynamic which was be-
coming obvious in the Near East. This re-
presented, on one hand, the re-awakening
of the struggle of the Palestinian people,
the appearance of armed nuclei within it,
and the upsurge of armed actions by
these groups against the Zionist state, and
on the other hand, the radicalisation of
the Syrian regime established by the coup
d’etat in 1966.

The military victory of the Zionist
army constituted a success for this im-
perialist counter-offensive, which was
nevertheless tempered by the encourage-
ment to the anti-imperialist mobilisations
of the Arab masses and, most important-
ly, the rapid extension of the armed or-
ganisations of the Palestinian people
which it led to.

The defeat of the Arab armies by
Israel in June 1967 brought the young Pa-
lestinian movement to the forefront. By
its heroic struggle within and outside the

1 The Palestinians are a people of around
4.5 million. Some 1.2 million are in the terri-
tories occupied by Israel since 1967.the West
Bank, and the Gaza strip, 500 thousand within
the 1948 frontiers of the Israeli state, the rest
being divided, often due to political migrations
and blows struck against the Palestinian resis-
tance, in most of the Arab countries in the re-
gion (220,000 in Syria, 299,000 in Kuwait,
and 136,000 in Saudi Arabia).




territories occupied by the Zionist
army it rapidly won the support and the
respect of the Arab masses from Moroc-
co to Iraq. In order to regain credibility
in the popular movement, and lessen
the consequences of the crisis provoked
by their defeat, the Arab regimes then
decided to support financially and
militarily the Palestinian national move-
ment in exchange for its non-interference
in the internal affairs of the Arab regimes.
This signified among other things, the ap-
pearance and development of the Pales-
tinian resistance on Lebanese territory.

‘BLACK SEPTEMBER’
IN JORDAN

A conjunction of interests between
imperialism, the state of Israel, and the
Lebanese bourgeoisie brought a first but
unfruitful attempt to liquidate the Pales-
tinian resistance by the Lebanese army in
1969. This action ended in failure be-
cause of the weakness of the Lebanese
army itself and the rising of the Muslim
masses in Lebanon in support of the Pa-
lestinian resistance. Following that, the
secret agreement of Cairo at the end of

was concentrated before 1970, The ad-
vanced experiences of popular mobilisa-
tion began even to overflow the Pales-
tinian refugee camps, like Irbid in the
North, near the Syrian frontier. In
this town, these advanced experiences
of mass mobilisation involved the Pa-
lestinian and Jordanian masses in neigh-
bourhood organisations, which had a
dynamic towards true people’s councils.

It was to save his regime, deeply
shaken by the strength of the Palestinian
movement in Jordan, that King Hussein
launched a bloody military offensive
against the Palestinian camps in Septem-
ber 1970. Helped in this by the Israeli
army, and profiting from the criminal
passivity of the other Arab regimes, the
Hashemite King, at the cost of massa-
cring several tens of thousands of peo-
ple, dismantled the Palestine Liberation
Organisation on Jordanian territory,
‘Black September’ was the first serious
defeat of the Palestinian resistance. The
PI.O leadership did not draw the lessons
of this, notably on its attitude on non-
interference and of compromise with the
bourgeois Arab regimes which support it,
Is it not this attitude which led the PLO

Following ‘Black September’ the
PLO had nevertheless succeeded in re-
structuring its forces in reorganising its
political and military apparatus, primarily
on the Lebanese territory where, since
the 1969 agreement, the right of free
movement and action had been granted
to the guerrillas, The Palestinian resis-
tance rapidly became the main political
force in Lebanon, thus modifying radical.
ly the unstable equilibrium between the
Muslim and Christian population which is
the basis of the crisis of the Lebanese
state artificially created by imperialism,
and between the progressive forces and
the reactionary camp. President Solei-
man Franjieh reacted by attempting to
impose a strong state in Lebanon and re-
pressing any social struggles. Neverthe-
less, he had to retreat after the big de-
monstration of April 1973 where 250
thousand people protested against the
murder in Beirut by the Zionists of three
Palestinian leaders, From then on, the mi-
litary confrontations between the Pales-
tinian and the Lebanese forces through-
out that year did not give the advantage
to the ‘legal’ government in Lebanon,
For American imperialism, attached

Palestinian prisoners of the Zionist army (DR)

1969 between the President of the PLO
and the Commander in Chief of the Le-
banese army, under the auspices of the
representatives of the United Arab Re-
public, established the legitimacy of the
armed Palestinian presence in Lebanon,
‘posts of the armed Palestinian struggle
within the camps’, and delimited the
zones where the Palestinian guerrillas
could act as the ‘Fatahland’,

But the existence of the Palestin-
ian resistance, the armed struggle which
it led against Zionism, the permanent
mobilisation of hundreds of thousands
of refugees in different Arab states of
the region had, independently of the
line of non-interference defended by
the leadership of the Palestinian na-
tional movement, an increasingly desta-
bilizing dynamic in the Arab states.

This was particularly so in Jordan
where the essential Palestinian resistance

leadership, in order to remain on good
terms with the Saudi regime, to condemn
publicly the attack on the Grand Mosque
in Mecca in November 19797

The grushing of the Palestinian re-
sistance in Jordan in September 1970
completed the imperialist victory started
by the war of June 1967. This opened
the way for a greater reorganisation of
the relationship of forces on a regional
scale which took a number of forms: one
month after the Jordan massacres the ra-
dical petit-bourgeois team in power in
Syria was overthrown by a military coup;
in 1971 the regime of Anwar Sadat in
Egypt started to methodically and pro-
gressively dismantle the nationalisations
carried out by Nasser; in the course of
that year the Nemeiry dictatorship Ili-
quidated the Sudanese Communist Party
by brutal repression and began open col-
laboration with imperialism.

to advancing a political settlement to the
Arab-Israeli conflict, as well as the Le-
banese bourgeoisie wanting to put an end
to this counter-power, or for Israel, it
meant therefore an attempt to repeat
King Hussein’s operation in Jordan. This
was all the more important as the conver-
gence between the Palestinian mobilisa-
tion and the struggles of the Lebanese
masses increased. The Saida insurrection
at the end of February 1975, when Pales-
tinian militants from a refugee camp si-
tuated near the south Lebanese town
joined forces with the population against
a repressive intervention by the Lebanese
military forces, was somehow a detonator
for the Lebanese ruling power, With the
use of the Falangist Christian militias
headed by Pierre and Bechir Gemayel,
that it had helped to strengthen, the
ruling power organised a vast provocation
against the Palestinian resistance and the
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Lebanese mass movement,

On April 13, 1975, the Falangist
forces set an ambush for a bus carrying
Palestinian militants from the Rejection
Front. This action served as a pretext
for an intervention of the Lebanese army
against the Palestinian resistance. But
the repressive Lebanese forces were neu-
‘tralised by the reaction of the Lebanese
masses. The Falangist provocation acce-
lerated the convergence in the struggies—
including the armed struggle—of the
Palestinian forces and the Lebanese pro-
gressive movement. The civil war of
1975/6, starting with this provocation,
led to an even greater destabilisation of
the Lebanese state, It was the interven-
tion of the Syrian armed forces which
prevented the victory of the Palestinian
and progressive forces over the Christian
Falangists. The Arab Dissuasion Force,
essentially composed of Syrian troops
was settled in Lebanon in 1976 with
the blessing of imperialism, which could
not see any other way to prevent the
victory of the Palestinian progressive
forces in Lebanon,

Yet at the outcome of the civil war
in Lebanon, despite the Falangist massa-
cres, like that at the Tell-el-Zatar refugee
camp, which fell on August 12, 1976, af-
ter a siege of 52 days, and the repression
by the Syrian armed forces, the Pales-
tinian resistance found itself faced with
a disintegrating Lebanese state, and thus
more and more directly confronted with
the Zionist army.

The maintenance of the political
and military potential of the PLO forces
in Lebanon, the diplomatic successes
brought by the change in the relation-
ship of forces between Israel and the
Arab states after the 1973 war, the new
wave of mobilisation of the Palestinian
people in the occupied territories,
pushed the Zionist state to launch a new
total offensive against the Palestinian
movement,

For Israel, the essential aim of the
Camp David agreement signed between
1978 and 1979 with Egypt, under the
aegis of the American president, Jimmy
Carter, was not in any way to find a just
solution to ‘the legitimate demands of the
Palestinian people’—as is explicitly stated
in the agreement—but to create a fayour-
able political situation, isolating the PLO
with a view to a military confrontation
on the initiative of the Zionist forces.

ISRAEL AND THE
‘FINAL SOLUTION’

‘Operation Litani’ (the name of a
river in Lebanon), launched in 1978 be-
fore the Camp David agreement had been
definitively ratified, should have been a
mortal blow to the Palestinian resistance;
sweeping clean a 10 kilometre strip of
territory in south Lebanon with a mili-
tary force of thirty thousand Israeli
soldiers and the Zionist airforce in a
blitzkrieg.

Despite the massacres of the popu-
lation, and the territorial gains of the
Israeli army, this policy did not achieve
its aim. The PLO succeeded in holding
out against Israeli aggression and its mili-
tary apparatus remained intact. Certain-
ly, it was not over for Menachem Begin
and Ariel Sharon. Thus for four years the
Israeli army never stopped its military at-
tacks on the Palestinian movement: bom-
barding refugee camps, assassinating Pa-
lestinian leaders, commando operations
on Lebanese territory, destroying PLO
military bases. Yet the Palestinian leader-
ship succeeded overall in keeping its mili-
tary position in Lebanon, while the state
of Israel found itself confronted with a
qualitative strengthening of the resistance
of the Palestinian masses in the occupied
territories, which it had controlled since
1967.

The effectiveness of the Palestinian
bombardment in reply to the bombing of
the camps and bases in south Lebanon
even forced the Zionist state to sign a
ceasefire in July 1981 with the PLO,
whose existence it has still never formally
recognised.,

The Zionist state had to react to
the worsening relationship of forces be-
tween itself and the PLO. During the
last six months Israel did everything pos-
sible to make the PLO break the ceasefire
in order to be able to launch what the
Zionist leaders called ‘the final offensive’
to destroy the PLO. Finally, weary of
waiting, the Zionist army invaded Leba-
non on Sunday June 6. Despite the pre-
sentation of this new anti-Palestinian ac-
tion as a simple cleaning-up operation in
south Lebanon, the scope of military
forces used, nearly 100 thousand soldiers,
very quickly showed the real objective of
the Begin-Sharon duo. In invading Leba-
non as far as Beirut, in causing thousands
of dead and wounded, tens of thousands
of refugees and homeless—Palestinians
and Lebanese—the Israeli government has
demonstrated its intention to wipe out
the Palestinian resistance for ever, The

‘Defense Minister, Ariel Sharon, has not

for a long time hidden the fact that the
Israeli authorities were ‘decided that the
PLO could no longer exist’. In the in-
vasion of Lebanon, Israel benefited from
both the consent of American imperial-
ism and the passivity of the Western
bourgeoisi® and the Arab states. The
weak opposition of the USSR, simply
concerned to retrieve the situation for
its Syrian ally, tragically illustrated the
isolation of the Palestinian people,

But as the PLO in reality represents
the Palestinian people in arms, the ‘final
solution’ envisaged by Israel can only
mean genocide. The first struggles have
shown that this fact will not make Begin
hold back in his project. But another
thing is to know if the Palestinians are
ready today to accept an identical tra-
gedy to that which they knew in 1948,

Defend
Lau San—ching

Lau San-ching has been an activist
in the social movement in Hong Kong for
ten years. Since 1979 he has played a
central role in the solidarity movement
with the Chinese Socialist Democracy
Movement (SCDM),

In April 1981 the Chinese govern-
ment initiated an unprecedented wave of
repression against leaders of the various
unofficial journals of the SCDM, In re-
sponse the SCDM solidarity group in
Hong Kong led a campaign of denuncia-
tion. The Chinese government then be-
gan to extend its repression towards the
Hong Kong group.

Lau San-ching went to Canton on
December 24, 1981, to visit the families
of members of the SCDM. He expected
to return on December 27 but did not,
and no news has been received from him
since,

Several attempts to trace him
through official channels failed. Only
when a member of Lau’s family went to
the Bureau of Public Security in Canton
in March 1982 was the fact of his arrest
confirmed verbally. The Chinese authori-
ties stated that Lau had ‘broken the law’
and that he ‘is now undergoing investiga-
tion and no one can see him’,

A defence committee has been
formed and funds raised to demand the
release of Lau., When the defence com-
mittee and Lau San-ching’s parents met
the New China News Agency, the local
representative of the People’s Republic
of China, it was implied that Lau had
been transferred from Canton to another
prison.

Thus, it seems likely that Lau has
already been tried and sentenced. The
period for which he has been held is al-
ready far longer than the three months
allowed for investigation in the penal
code. Also a Hong Kong student group
which visited Peking, and asked for the
release of the SCDM members, was in-
formed that they had been arrested under
a special penal code adopted by the Peo.
ple’s Congress, of which no details have
been published. '

An international campaign for the
release of comrade Lau San-ching is ur-
gent. For further information contact:
Lau San-ching Defence Committee, P.O.
Box 89278, Kowloon City Post Office,

Hong Kong. &



50,000 march in final rally
for Mexican Trotskyist candidate

Jose G, PEREZ
Anibal YANEZ

MEXICO CITY—Chanting, “Rosa-
rio Ibarra, candidate of the proletariat,”
and “Struggle, companeros, struggle, for a
workers and peasants government,” some
50,000 Mexican toilers, young and old,
marched through the heart of this city on
June 26 to the closing rally of the cam-
paign of Rosario Ibarra de Piedra, candi-
date of the Revolutionary Workers Party
(PRT) for president of the republic in the
July 4 elections.

Busloads and busloads of people
gathered at 4 p.m. around the Monument
of the Revolution, red flags and banners
waving, and marched five Kilometers from
there to Tlatelolco Plaza,

The significance of this march route
was not lost on anyone, The Monument
of the Revolution commemcrates the
1910-17 revolution spearheaded by the
peasants and urban poor in the armies of
Emiliano Zapata and Pancho Villa, The
democratic rights and land reform that
were the goals of that revolution have
been blocked by the decades-long rule of
the Institutional Revolutionary Party
(PRI), which consolidated its hold over
the government in the wake of the revolu-
tion,

Tlatelolco Plaza is where hundreds
of students were gunned down by the
Mexican army and secret police on Octo-
ber 2, 1968. That massacre put an end to
a massive popular movement that had or-
ganized one peaceful demonstration after
another against repression, for democratic
rights, and for freedom of political pri-
soners and working-class leaders jailed for
striking. Many of the cadres who orga-
nized the PRT came out of that 1968 up-
surge,

CLASSSTRUGGLE FIGHTERS

The people who came out by the
thousands to express their militant sup-
port for the PRT’s campaign are the
front-rank fighters of Mexico’s toiling
classes. They came from cities, towns,
and villages in 30 of Mexico’s 33 states;
from as far south as Chiapas, on the bor-
der with Guatemala, and as far north as
Sonora, on the border with the US,
states of Arizona and New Mexico.

There were thousands of peasants—
men, women, and children, with faces
hardened by toil and poverty, wearing
straw hats and cotton shirts or shawls;

proletarians from the big plants cont-
trolled by imperialist corporations such as
Renault and General Motors, and from
the nationalized electrical and telephone
companies, fighting against the govern-
ment’s austerity plan and for trade-union
democracy; residents of the colonias
(shantytowns) of Mexico City and other
major urban areas, who have been car-
rying out long fights with the authorities
to receive the most basic services such as
electricity and running water; Indian arti-
sans and farm laborers—some speaking
only halting Spanish and shouting their
slogans in their native tongues; and of-
fice employees and teachers struggling
against cutbacks in education.

Also present were small merchants
who are being squeezed out of their stalls
and tiny shops in town markets to make
way for capitalist supermarkets; street
vendors, who sell produce, candies, or
trinkets on the street corners because
they cannot find any other way to make
a living; victims of government repression,
including relatives of political activists
who have dissappeared or are “missing”;
former political prisoners; workers fired
from their jobs for their trade-union and
political activities; women’s liberation
fighters and gay rights activists; and acti-
vists from solidarity movements with El
Salvador, Nicaragua, and Palestine.

The marchers assembled in compact
contingents by region or organization. As
the march was about to step off, Rosario
arrived, and the neat, orderly ranks dis-
solved as hundreds and then thousands of
demonstrators rushed to greet her or just
to get a glimpse of her, Demonstration
marshals formed a cordon around Rosa-
rio to escort her to the front of the march
while thousands of people shouted,
“Rosario Ibarra, candidate of the pro-
letariat,”

A MAJOR EVENT IN
MEXICAN POLITICS

Rosario Ibarra’s candidacy has been
the sensation of the Mexican presidential
election campaign. She first came to pro-
minence after her son, Jesus Piedra Ibar-
ra, was kidnapped by Mexican cops and
disappeared in the early 1970s, She
initiated a committee of relatives of poli-
tical activists who had been exiled, im-
prisoned, or “disappeared” by the govern-
ment. Since then, she has waged a vigo-
rous struggle against government repres-
sion, making her the most prominent

woman political figure in Mexico. In the
course of this struggle, Rosario Ibarra
came to revolutionary and socialist con-
clusions,

More than a year ago, the Revolu-
tionary Workers Party, which had
achieved ballot status after a long battle,
proposed that Rosario Ibarra run for
president as the joint candidate of all the
working-class parties, even though she did
not belong to any of them. The other
main workers party, the Communist Par-
ty (now known as the United Socialist
Party of Mexico, or PSUM, following a
fusion with some smaller, reformist
groups) refused, selecting instead long-
time CP leader Arnoldo Martinez Verdu-
go as its candidate,

The PRT’s proposal was neverthe-
less supported by various other organiza-
tions to the left of the Communist Party.
Rosario Ibarra’s personal history, her
dynamic and charismatic speaking style,
and her forthright revolutionary message
helped to transform the PRT’s campaign
into a major event in Mexican politics.
The impact of the campaign was further
magnified by the stepped-up ruling-class
offensive against the Mexican toilers—the
peso was devalued at the beginning of the
year and prices skyrocketed—and by the
repercussions of the revolutionary up-
surge in the Central American region.

The dimensions of the campaign
can be gauged by the fact that the PRT’s
windup rally was front-page news in every
major newspaper in Mexico City, with
stories and photographs of the march. El
Universal carried a lead story and banner
headline reading “The oppressed and dis-
possessed want a change: Rosario,” along
with a picture of the demonstration
across the top half of the page.

To hundreds of thousands, perhaps
millions, of Mexicans, Ibarra has become
the symbol of their aspirations for a
country free of exploitation and oppres-
sion, This explains the explosive response
of the crowd when Rosario made her ap-
pearance at the assembly point,

NOT A SINGLE VOTE FOR
THE PRI

After the PRT leaders had gotten
the contingents back into shape, the
march stepped off, making its way down
the Paseo de la Reforma, one of the city’s
main thoroughfares. The people marched
four lanes across in a sea of red flags that
stretched along the boulevard as far as the
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eye could see, In the front lines, arms
linked, were Rosario Ibarra, accompanied
by her husband, Jesus Piedra, and central
leaders of the PRT and other groups sup-
porting her candidacy.

Next came the Committee of Rela-
tives of Political Prisoners, the Disap-
peared, and Exiled, holding a banner more
than 30 feet long completely covered
with photographs of victims of govern-
mental repression. They were followed
by a contingent of the more than 300
candidates running for seats in the Senate
and Chamber of Deputies on the PRT
slate. Next came a marching band from
the northern state of Zacatecas, loudly
playing the international workers song,
Bandiera Rossa, and popular Mexican fan-
fares along the whole route of the demon-
stration, The enormous banner held aloft
over this first section of the march read:
“Vote PRT—for a workers and peasants
government,”

After scores of contingents of
workers, peasants, and students organized
by the PRT came those of the other,
smaller groups that had joined with it to
form Workers, Peasants, and People’s
Unity, an electoral alliance that sup-
ported Rosario’s campaign: the Union of

Revolutionary Struggle (ULR), the Peo-
ple’s Revolutionary Movement (MRP),
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and the Proletarian Communist Organiza-
tion (OCP).

But the overwhelming majority of
participants marched in the PRT contin-
gents, easily noted by thousands of red
flags bearing a hammer and sickle and the
PRT’s initials. The contingents were
marked off by huge banners identifying
their region, union, or peasant federa-
tion and calling for a workers and pea-
sants government or denouncing gov-
vernment repression, unemployment, and
inflation, or demanding trade-union de-
mocracy or workers democratic rights.

A contingent of hundreds of pea-
sants from the PRT-led Worker-Peasant
Coordinating Committee of the State
of Veracruz on the Gulf of Mexico sang:
“In a golden cage, up on a balcony, Lo-
pez Portillo is screwing the country.”
(En una jaulo de oro, sentado en un
balcon esta Lopez Portillo, chingando
a la nacion.)

A group of workers from Ecatepec,
an industrial suburb of Mexico City,
chanted, “Workers should govern, yes sir;
death to the PRI, yes sir!”

Whole blocks of marchers shouted,
“Not a single vote for the PRI!”

The dominant message of the slo-
gans and banners during the march, and
of the speeches at the rally, was that Me-
xico’s working people need their own
government, a workers and peasants gov-
ernment, to solve the pressing problems
they face.

The single most chanted slogan was
“Struggle, struggle, don’t stop struggling,
for a workers, peasants, and people’s gov-
ernment!” (Lucha, lucha, no deges de
luchar; por un gobierno obrero, campesi-
no, y popular.)

Other slogans were “Forward, for-
ward, companeros, it’s right here that
we’re building the workers movement”
and “Workers, peasants, the entire people
to power!” (In the political language of
Mexico and Central America, “the peo-
ple” includes not only manual workers
and small farmers, but also a large sec-
tion of the masses that are neither exactly
proletarians nor peasants. Unemployed
shantytown dwellers, office workers, tea-
chers, students, street vendors, small mer-
chants, artisans, and so on; it does not in-
clude bankers, industrialists, absentee
landowners, top government function-
aries, or highly privileged professionals.)

Thewrally at Tlatelolco Plaza did not
begin until after nightfall because the
march from the Monument of the Revo-
lution took so long, Chairing the rally

was Margarito Montes, general secretary

of the Independent Revolutionary Pea-
sants Coordinating Committee (CCRI)
and a member of the PRT’s Political
Committee,

SOLIDARITY WITH
PALESTINIAN PEOPLE

“This election campaign has had a
clear internationalist character from the
start,” Montes said. It has been a cam-
paign around the big issues of Mexican
politics, but, Montes noted, “It has also

been a campaign against imperialism, in
solidarity with a!l those struggling around
the world for their liberation. And we
want to dedicate this wind-up rally in 2
special way to expressing our solidarity
with the Palestinian people, a people who
today are being attacked and massacred
by the Zionist troops of Israel, the army
put together by US. imperialism in the
Middle East.”

Montes was interrupted at this
point by shouts of, “Death to Yankee
Imperialism!” He went on:

“We want to express our most
sweeping and deepest solidarity with
the Palestine Liberation Organization,
and with the Palestinian guerillas who
are resisting the massacre in the Middle
East, We want to say that the Pales-
tinian people are not alone, that they
have the solidarity of the Mexican
revolutionaries. And, from this platform,
we demand that the Mexican government
stop sending the 80,000 barrels of oil a
day with which it supports the Zionist
dictatorship in Israel.”

Montes then introduced the various
speakers: Edgar Sanchez of the PRT, and
representatives of the other political or-
ganizations that supported the campaign.
He also read greetings from other politi-
cal and community organizations, and
from Mel Mason, independent candidate
for governor of California.

Edgar Sanchez underlined the sym-
bolism behind the decision to hold the
rally in Tlatelolco Plaza: “We have re-
turned today to Tlatelolco because we
have a historic commitment to a whole
generation of fighters. In Tlatelolco are
our origins, renewed origins following the
defeat of the peasant armies of Villa and
Zapata. Tlatelolco is our source of in-
spiration, our example, and our cry for
vengeance.,”

MASON DENOUNCES
U.S.IMPERIALISM

In his greetings, Mel Mason de-
nounced “the US, govenment’s merci-
less offensive of hunger and war against
the workers and farmers of the United
States, Latin America, and the world.”
Mason, who is also a member of the Na-
tional Committee of the U.S, Socialist
Workers Party, sister organization of the
Mexican PRT, went on to denounce the
Reagan administration’s war policy in
Central America and the Caribbean:

“Through its puppet government,
the Reagan administration is massacring
the Salvadoran people, It is increasing
its aid to the Guatemalan dictatorship.
Mercenaries controlled by Washington are
carrying out a full-scale war against the
Sandinista revolution in Nicaragua. U.S.
Marines shamelessly carry out dress re-
hearsals for an invasion of Grenada,

“And not a single day goes by with-
out the US. rulers expressing once again
their hostility towards Cuba, the first free
territory of the Americas.”

Mason’s statement also denounced
US. corporate domination of Mexico.
“We know that Mexico, like the other
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countries of Latin America, is a victim of
Yankee imperialism.

“Just a few weeks ago in California
and across the United States, we saw la

migra (the U.S. Immigration and Natura-

lization Service) round up thousands of
Mexican workers, whose only crime was
being workers, We join with you in de-
manding : Stop the mistreatment of un-
documented workers in the United
States! Stop the deportation! Full rights
for undocumented workers!”’

“We also want to express here,”
Mason concluded, “our solidarity with
the struggle of the Mexican people and
with Rosario Ibarra’s campaign for a
workers and peasants government and for
the definitive national and social libera-
tion of Mexico.”

After Montes read Mason’s greet-
ings, the crowd broke into applause,
while members of the PRT took up the
chant, “You can feel it, you can feel it,
the Fourth International is present!”
(Se siente, se siente, La Cuarta esta pre-
sente.)

A REVOLUTIONARY
PERSPECTIVE

The final speaker was Rosario
Ibarra de Piedra., Despite the late hour
and intermittent showers, nobody had
left. Throughout the rally, the crowd had
broken out in spontaneous chants of,
“We want Rosario!” and “Rosario, Rosa-
rio, Rosario!” When she was finally in-
troduced, the crowd went wild, shouting
slogans for a workers and peasants gov-

ermment and, “Rosario, for sure, hit the
PRI hard.” The band struck up Bandiera
Rossa. As Rosario walked to the plat-
form, people who had been sitting down
stood up and remained standing through-
out her speech. All small talk in the
crowd stopped. The entire demonstra-
tion of thousands listened in rapt atten-
tion, reporters from major capitalist dai-
lies included.

Rosario began by calling for a mi-
nute of silence for the hundreds of stu-
dents massacred by the government in
this same Tlatelolco Plaza on October 2,
1968. The entire plaza was silent. When
the minute was up, Rosario shouted ang-
rily, her fist in the air, “Remember Octo-
ber 2!” and thousands of voices took up
the chant: “October 2 is not forgotten!”
(2 de Octubre no se olvida!)

Rosario’s 20-minute talk was in-
terrupted contunually by applause and
chants., It reiterated the key themes and
explained the main lessons of the cam-

paign,

“We have learned,” she said, “that
the people of Mexico are learning that it
is not enough to fight for immediate de-
mands, that it is not enough to shout that
we want higher wages, that we want a
plot of land, that we want food, that we
are hungry, that prices are high, that
there is a lot of unemployment, That’s
not enough. The people have understood
that only when they link their struggles
through solidarity, that only when the

Breakthrough!

The Mexican government has not
yet released any official returns of the
elections. It is known, however, that the
slate supported by the Mexican section of
the Fourth International got at least be-
tween 2% and 3% of the vote; that it
gained legal status, and that il will have
representation in parliament.

The Mexican Trotskyists, thus, have
achieved a qualitative breakthrough on
the national political level, becoming
visible to the Mexican masses as a real fac-
tor in national politics and as an alterna-
tive. This was achieved on the basis of a
Trotskyist program that gave a focus to
a broad range of fighting movements in
Mexico. We will take a closer look at the
results in the coming issue.

workers, the peasants, the shantytown
dwellers, men and women, students, all
together, decide to advance hand in hand
and organize, then the scattered econo-
mic struggles become a revolutionary
struggle for radical change in this coun-
try

“Companeros, we spoke with thou-
sands of Mexicans, people who, although
like me they have no party, know that
they are going to build one. Thousands
of them! We can tell you that we felt the
socialism that lies waiting to spring for-
ward from the Mexican people, a people
scorned by the PRI. So much the worse
for them! Because this people is going to
make the socialist revolution in this coun-
tr}r!”‘

Rosario explained that the workers
and peasants she spoke to throughout the
campaign did not want a party that
would settle for mere reforms or crumbs,
but “a party that struggles to overthrow
this system, to turn this country upside-
down....”

AN IMMORAL SYSTEM

The people of Mexico, she said,

“this people that lived through an Octo-
ber 2...that has suffered the sadness of
500 missing, that knows that hundreds of
companeros have died in clandestine jails
under torture, that saw hundreds of com-
paneros fall in guerrilla struggles; this
people that admires the Cuban revolu-
tion, this people that welcomes with joy
and pride the Nicaraguan revolution, and
that hopes for the advance of the revolu-
tion in El Salvador and Guatemala; this
people is looking fear of repression in
the face, and is fighting for that revolu-
tionary struggle to arrive here soon, very
soon,”

“Throughout this campaign, com-
paneros, we haven’t fooled anyone,” she
emphasized. “We never made any pro-
mises. We made commitments. We com-
mitted ourselves to struggle, We commit-
ted ourselves to take ever more rapid and

ever more firm steps to achieve the vie-
tory that we are fighting for.” And, she
added, as a result of the campaign, “there
are now peasant coordinating commit-
tees, there are now workers coordinating
committees, from Palmarillo in Veracruz,
to Apoyac de Alvarez in Guerrero; from
Tijuana to Venustiano Carranza in Chi-
apas.

“All this, companeros, all this that
we dream of, all this that we aspire to, all
this that millions of Mexicans hope for,
is not going to be possible with a system
like that of the PRI, no matter how much
the PRI talks about the ‘moral renewal of
society.” They talk and talk—they have
been talking for years and years. These
gentlemen have been saying the same
thing for years! They are not even ori-
ginall And now they tell us that their
‘moral renewal of society’ will achieve the
transformation of this country.

“No, companeros, no! The people
of Mexico know this very well. It is not
just that the government officials are cor-
rupt. It is not just that. It is bad that
they are corrupt. Of course, they're not
revolutionaries.

“But the worst thing of all—and
that’s why they won’t fool anybody—is
that what is no good, what is rotten, it
the system. And it’s bad, companeros,
because a system that specially designs
everything to squeeze the working people
is immoral. A system that oppresses, that
represses, that exploits, that kills millions
of Mexicans, who leave their lives in the
fields that they till or in the factories
where they work. People who spend
their whole life working and when they
die they don’t even have a plot of land in
the cemetery so that they could be
buried.”

ARISE, YE PRISONERS
OF STARVATION

Rosario Ibarra concluded her
speech by referring to the recent May
Day celebrations in Mexico, which were
dominated by PRI union bureaucrats and
were little more than PRI campaign ral-
lies.

“We announce, companeros, that if
we strengthen our steps, that if we step
widely, soon, companeros, very soon, we
will have the kind of May Day we want, a
jubilant May Day, a May Day in which
the workers will march as brothers with
the peasants, the workers will march hand
in hand with the shantytown dwellers,
the women, and the students, And they
will raise their fists and they will sing
and smile and laugh, joyfully, for on the
balcony of the National Palace will be
the workers and the peasants and the
slum-dwellers—the poor of this country,
its real representatives, Venceremos!
We shall overcome!”

The crowd burst out in shouts of
“Rosario, Rosario, Rosario!” which only
subsided when the band struck up, and
tens of thousands of fists were raised
defiantly in the air and tens of thou-
sands of voices began to sing the Inter-
national, anthem of the working class.
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Dutch military launches attack
on peace movement and
soldiers rights

Holland has been one of the major
centers of the antinuclear and antimili-
tarist movement in West Europe. In No-
vember, half a million persons demonstra-
ted against the stationing of more US.
nuclear missiles in Europe. Draftees in
the Dutch army also have a strong trade-
union organization.

Now, the NATO authorities seem
to have chosen the Netherlands as a
testing ground for an attack on the
peace movement and the democratic
rights of soldiers.

On June 17.18, Dutch military
police arrested three leading activists of
the soldiers union and the antinuclear
movement, One of them was Peter van
Wijk, national action director of the
VVDM (Vereniging voor Dienstpligtige
Militairen—the Draftees Association).
Another, Oscar van Rijswijk, was hauled
in in the early morming hours. The third
was Steef Boot, a soldier activist working
at a NATO installation.

Subsequently, a fourth soldier,
Frans Mass, member of the Soldiers Com-
mittee Against Nuclear Weapons, was ar-
rested. All were charged with “endan-
gering national security,”

The accusation was that the soldiers
arrested were involved in the theft of
documents dealing with the role of the
Cannerberg NATO base in the south of
the country, which is supposed to be the
NATO command center for Northern Eu-
rope in the event of a war with the Soviet
Union. Boot was alleged to have actually
taken the documents.

However, the function of the Can-
nerberg base has long been public know-
ledge. The Belgian military weekly Vox
published an article on this facility a year
and a half ago. And in January 1981, the
Dutch weekly De Tijd published five
pages of documentation about it, includ-
ing maps.

The fact is that “military secrecy”
in Holland has meant the authorities con-
cealing from the Dutch people decisions
that could be fateful ones for their future
and that of their children,

For example, it was only as a result
of a question in parliament in 1978 raised
by the representative of a small left party
that it became known that the Dutch
navy had been given responsibility ten
years before for atomic mines.

These are indications that the
Dutch authorities deliberately organized a
frameup. For example, before this, draf-
tees have not been assigned to the post
that Steef Boot was,
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At the time of the arrests Voiks-
rant, one of the country’s major papers
wrote:

“One gets the impression that this
was a well prepared operation directed
against Oskar van Rijswijk especially. Ac-
tion Coordinator Van Wijk had been in
office just one week.

“Van Rijswijk, on the other hand,
has been deeply involved in the various
actions against nuclear weapons, He is a
member of the Bond voor Dienstpligtigen
(BVD—the Draftees Union), the active
left wing of the VVDM. He also is a
member of the Soldiers Committee
Against Nuclear Weapons, which has
called on soldiers several times to come

out to demonstrations in uniform.”
(June 18,)

Van Rijswijk was held three weeks
incommunicado in the military prison,
before he was released on bail toward the
end of the first week in July, along with
the rest of those held. Van Wijk was re-
leased earlier, In the memory of the
guards at the prison, no prisoner was ever
held incommunicado before more than a
few days. In addition, during his incar-
ceration, van Rijswijk was continually
threatened by the military security per-
sonnel,

’

Under the first impact of the ar-
rests, the VVDM leadership retreated,
suspending the jailed activists, However,
very quickly a broad response developed
against the attack on the peace movement
and the democratic rights of soldiers.

On July 5, a united defense com-
mittee was set up, including the VVDM,
all the peace organizations, left parties, a
number of youth organizations, and the
main national trade-union federation,

On July 8, by a unanimous vote of
the leadership, the VVDM, rescinded the
suspension of the soldier activists and de-
cided to undertake a campaign in their
defense.

The military authorities, however,
are still pressing their charges and a major
test of strength continues to develop in
Holland between the peace movement
and the capitalist warmakers, one that has
a key importance for the international an-
tiwar movements. An international cam-
paign in defense of these soldiers, there-
fore, is essential,

Protest telegrams and petitions
should be sent to Defense Minister van
Mierlo, Plein 4, Den Haag, Netherlands,
with copies to the VVDM, Hojelkazerne,
Croeselaan 39, Utrecht, the Netherlands.l

which the Mauritian Militant Movement
and the Mauritian Socialist Party won the
elections in Mauritius on Friday June 11.
Thus, all the seats in the Mauritian Parlia-
ment have gone to members of the MMM/
MSP alliance, cutting out the rightwing
candidates—former MPs, members of the
government, the Prime Minister included.
Two members of the Rodriguais People’s
Organisation were elected in the small is-
land of Rodriguez,

tion between the National Alliance party,
regrouping the Labour Party, a split from
the Mauritian Social-Democratic party,
the Assembly for Progress and Liberty,
and the Mauritian Social-Democratic
Party of Gaetan Duval. The right comes
out of the election even more weakened
by this result, which was not as unex-
pected as might be imagined. The purple
posters of the MMM covered the whole
island, and in their own way were an indi-
cation of the electoral recomposition in
progress.

Seewoosagur Ramgoolam was not saved
by the propaganda activity of the CIA

election of the very reactionary Jamaican
Labour Party of Edward Seaga.

MMM/MSP and the new government—in

and enthusiasm of the working masses
at the defeat of the right—the New Mili-
tant, the MMM newspaper, headlined on

programme of the new team. Bearing in
mind the politicisation and the combati-

R e s e AL L S e S G S e S R P LR R
B S e T e e s T R——————

Left victory
in Mauritius

Sixty to nil was the final score by

The right was divided in this elec-

The reactionary government of Sir

agents, sent there to fulfill the kind of
mission that they had so successfully
carried out in Jamaica in facilitating the

While the leaders of the alliance

the name of ‘social consensus—struggled
immediately to calm the overflowing joy

June 13: ‘Forgive our enemies, forget
our quarrels™that electoral victory is go-
ing to encourage many workers to de-
mand more than the timid reforms in the

vity of young people that represent more
than 50 per cent of the population, and
the existence of left currents within the
mass movement, that electoral result
opens a new period of class struggles in

this small country in the Indian Ocean.
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Revolution and Counter-revolution in Poland
Resolution of the IEC of the Fourth International, May 1982

I. THE RISE OF
POLITICAL REVOLUTION

1. Of all the political revolutions in
which workers have risen up against the
totalitarian power of the bureaucracy in
the bureaucratized workers states, the
Polish revolution of August 1980-
December 1981 is incontestably the most
advanced. While we should not expect
each new revolutionary rise in the work-
ers states to represent a further step in a
linear progression, it is nevertheless a fact
that the latest one in Poland shows that
they are following an ascending course
and tend to pose in practice the question
of a revolutionary overthrow of the bu-
reaucratic regime.

In none of the previous cases, ex-
cept perhaps that of Hungarv in 1956,
have the workers set themselves the task
of assuming direct economic and politi-
cal power. Never have the workers dis-
cussed the tactics so broadly or so ex-
tensively worked out the means for
achieving this goal as consciously as they
have this time. It is true they only have
reached this stage of maturity in the most
recent months, in the last weeks. Even in
the last hours before the proclamation of
a state of war, the national leadership of
Solidarnosc did not reach the point of
adopting a strategy for the seizure of
power by the workers, Nevertheless, the
workers and the leadership of the mass
movement did openly recognize that the
question of power was posed and opened
a discussion aimed at finding the means
to resolve it. This is an original feature of
the Polish revolution which constitutes an
event of historical importance and re-
flects a qualitative leap forward in the de-
velopment of political revolutions as a
whole. Thus, the Polish mass movement
and its main organization—the indepen-
dent self-managed Solidarnosc union—
went far beyond the most advanced gains
of the mass movements led by strike com-
mittees in East Germany in 1953, by

workers councils in Hungary and Poland

in 1956, or of Czechoslovakia in 1968-69.

The Polish antibureaucratic revolu-
tion of 1980-81 unfolded in a country
characterized by a whole number of fea-
tares some of which are specific and
whose influence on the course of the re-
wlution is undeniable:

a) The high level of industrial de-
wlopment and a correspondingly educa-
wed working class with a leading role and

social weight based on the existence of
several highly concentrated industrial
zones (some firms employing several tens
of thousands of workers). The massive
movement of agricultural workers into in-
dustry has not, however, left the working
class in a state of perpetual political
“adolescence,” contrary to the bureau-
cracy’s intention, since they promoted
this process in the hope that that would
make it possible to neutralize the social
power of the workers. On the contrary,
the working class has not become diluted
in an alien social milieu. Instead, society
has assumed an ever more proletarian
character, thereby digging the grave of
the bureaucratic regime.

b) The traditions and experiences
of the Polish working class in its uprisings
against the bureaucratic regime, The ex-
plosions of workers’ protests in June
1956 (Poznan), December 1970 (Gdansk
and Szczecin), and June 1976 (Radom
and Ursus factory in Warsaw), made it
possible for the Polish workers:

-to lose any confidence they might
have had in the ability of the bureaucratic
regime, or any fraction of the bureaucra-
¢y, to achieve the aspirations of the work-
ing class. The myth of the “providential
man’’, embodied first by Gomulka and
then by Gierek, no longer had any hold.

-to become convinced, on the basis
of their own experience, of the limita-
tions of spontaneous movements and of
the necessity of self-organization.

-to move on to a new form of strug-
gle: the mass strike with occupations.
The experience of the workers self-
management mobilizations of 1944-45
and 1956-57 had created a tradition of

struggle for workers control over produc- .

tion and for workers management of fac-
tories; this legacy made it easier for the
political revolution of 1981 to find the
road to workers power in the factories as
well as in the state,

¢) The relative weakness of the
power of a bureaucracy that had to con-
front not only a powerful and experi-
enced working class, but that also had not
been able to impose its total hegemony
over society as a whole,

In Poland, forced collectivization
did not succeed in cowing the peasantry
into accepting the yoke of the bureau-
cracy. The main sector of agriculture re-
mains in the hands of peasant family
units, which give independent working
farmers a considerable margin of maneu-
ver and facilitate resistance to the state.

Moreover, the strength and influence of
the Catholic church have buttressed a
constant resistance with which the bu-
reaucracy has found itself obliged to seek
a compromise, in the framework of an
unstable but persistent equilibrium. This
position of the Catholic church, which
expressed the interests of the peasantry in
particular, has favoured the existence of a
plurality of conceptions of the world, and
thus the development of more or less cri-
tical and independent thought in wide
sectors of society. Yet, if this breach in
the monolithic control of society fa-
vored the rebirth of an autonomous
mass movement, the fundamental conser-
vative role of the Catholic hierarchy
worked to hold back the revolutionary
process.

d) The closer and closer association
of the bureaucracy with certain capitalist
forces. During the 1970s, the Polish eco-
nomy became much more dependent on
the imperialist countries, both on the fi-
nancial and technological levels, which
led sectors of the bureaucracy to establish
links with foreign monopoly capital and
to let itself be corrupted by it. Also, sec-
tions of the bureaucracy forged links in
Poland with certain sectors of a middle
bourgeoisie that had accumulated sub-
stantial commercial capital from specula-
tion,

The bureaucracy also encouraged
the development of a capitalist sector in
agriculture and built up close ties with it.
It gained the right legally to pass on some
of its privileges (in 1972, guaranteed re-
sources and pension rights, transmittable
to the third generation, were instituted
for “people performing leadership tasks
in the party and state”). It became more
and more under the spell of the values of
bourgeois society.

e) An economic crisis of a severity
unprecedented in the history of bureau-
cratized workers states. This represented
a crisis of the system of bureaucratic
management of the economy that over
several years transformed itself from a re-
lative to an absolute brake on the deve-

lopment of productive forces for. several

years. On the one hand, the social cha-
racter of production has been increasing
uninterruptedly, and huge means of pro-
duction are the property of the state.
But on the other hand, a privileged mi-
nority enjoys a monopoly of power over
the use of the means of production and
the social surplus, and disposes of it in its
own interests. After a period of frenetic
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growth in the early 1970s, these contra-
dictions became explosive. A radical
solution of the problem of economic
management, and therefore of the ques-
tion of power, had become necessary to
save the country from a crisis.

f) The existence of oppositional
groups whose activity within the work-
ing class the bureaucracy was forced to
partly tolerate after the revolts of 1976.
In addition to the KOR, which became
the best known of these groups, we
should mention the role of clandestine
workers papers such as The Worker and
The Baltic Worker, etc,
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First national congress of Solidarnosc (DR)

2. The Polish revolution is character-
ized and qualitatively distinguished from
the beginnings of previous political revo-

lutions in Eastern Europe by the follow-

ing features:

-This was a mass movement of co-
lossal dimension, Nearly 2 million work-
ers directly participated in the strike wave
of July-August 1980. Over 10 million
workers—that is, over one-third of the en-
tire Polish population—participated ac-
tively in the preparations for the general
strike which was cancelled at the last
minute in March 1981. Moreover, in the
fall 1981, the campus strike movement
encompassed the overwhelming majority
of student youth. Although less sizeable
and more dispersed over time and space,
significant mass mobilizations also deve-
loped among the peasantry.

-Despite unavoidable fluctuations,
the revolutionary wave lasted a long time.
The bureaucratic regime only decided to
resort to force and stage its counter-
revolutionary military crackdown in the
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eighteenth month of the revolution. On
December 13, 1981, the revolution was
not defeated and was not in a phase of
retreat. On the contrary, the mass
movement had entered a new phase of
quickening radicalization several weeks
before, and the entire country was in the
throes of a directly revolutionary politi-
cal crisis. What happened in the days fol-
lowing the crackdown showed that the
revolutionary potential of the mass move-
ment was far from being exhausted.
Workers resistance to the military dicta-
torship took on the dimensions of a
near-general strike, despite the dismant-

Al

ling of the Solidarnosc organization
and leadership structures in the wake of a
powerful repressive operation. In many
factories, and especially in the mines, the
police and army had to resort to violence
in order to break the strike.

-The social composition of the mass
movement® was predominantly working
class. The working class was not only the
main driving force of the Polish revolu-
tion: it was its directing force. This is an
undeniable fact recognized by all the
other sectors who participated in the rev-
olution: the students in revolt, the dem-
ocratic intellectuals, the urban petty-
bourgeoisie, and the active sectors of the
peasantry. The highly concentrated in-
dustrial zones were the centers of the
mass movement and the large factories
were the fortresses of the revolution,
They set the tone insofar as forms of
struggle, demands, forms of organiztion,
and pace of mobilization of the workers
were concerned, and thereby put an un-
questionably working-class stamp on the

unfolding revolution. All the nonworking-
class sectors of the movement were aware
that their own chances of gaining success
in the struggle depended entirely on the
support of the large factories.

-The mass movement was distinctly
organized even though it drew great
strength from its spontaneous tendencies.
The wage workers achieved the highest
level of organization: 9.4 million out of
13 million were members of the Solidar-
nosc union. The best organized were the
productive workers in heavy industry. In
the other social layers, the level of organi-
zation was distinctly less, Only a minor-
ity of the peasantry and student youth
were unionized, even though the students
showed their organizational capacities o=
certain occasions, such as during strikes
involving occupation of the universities.

-The mass movement was indepen-
dent of the bureaucracy, whether state or
party apparatus, and it uncompromisingly
defended its independence. Evidence of
this is the determination with which Soli-
darnosc opposed the attempt of the bu-
reaucracy to intervene in the debate over
its statutes by means of the courts. The
high level of working-class independence
was already obvious in the August 1980
strike, Instead of massively leaving their
factories and rallying in front of the
PUWP provincial committee headquar-
ters, as they had done previously, the
workers entrenched themselves in the
factories they occupied, thereby forcing
the representatives of the bureaucratic
regime to come negotiate with them on
their own grounds. This independence
was subsequently confirmed at the time
of the move to organize independent
unions—the first and most important de-
mand of the workers., It is true that for
several months there were still illusions
in the mass movement about the possi-
bility of negotiating with the bureau-
cracy, of achieving a more or less lasting
compromise based on the recognition of a
series of democratic gains of the working
class and society as a whole, It is obvious
that there were still illusions about the
good will of certain figures and factions
in the bureaucracy. But the workers re-
jected any subordination to this or that
sector of the bureaucratic apparatus, and
likewise refused to grant it any kind of
legitimacy.

3. In the course of the revolutionary
rise, various forms of struggle and organi-
zation emerged that brought the workers
closer to the conquest of power. The
first was the movement of workers self-
management that was concretized in the
formation of workers councils in the fac-
tories; these tended to become central-
ized, first on a regional level, and then on
a national level. Solidarnosc’s experiment
with supervising distribution and the sys-
tem of rationing of essential products sig-
nificantly contributed to developing
workers control over the economy, even
though it was limited to only one region.
The challenge to bureaucratic power was
sharpened by the emerging forms of citi-
zens’ self-management on a territorial
basis which corresponded to the mass



movement’s demands for free elections to
the Diet, as well as the provincial and
municipal councils. In the last few days
before December 13, all these movements

were becoming intertwined with the pre-

parations for the active strike. This was
the angle from which the workers in-
tended to challenge the buregicracy’s
power, beginning with its economic
power.

II. WHY WAS THE
COUNTERREVOLUTION
VICTORIOUS?

4. The bureaucracy’s response to the
rise of the mass movement and the politi-
cal radicalization of the workers was the
December 13 crackdown. The political
counterrevolution launched on that day
was intended to shore up the crumbling
power of the bureaucracy and preserve its
privileges as a parasitic caste. The fact
that it had to resort to the army and es-
tablish a military junta—an unprece-
dented move in the so-called “socialist
countries”—reflected both the extent of
the paralysis of the central administrative
apparatus and the depth of the PUWP’s
crisis. The party had been shaken by vio-
lent internal struggles between rival fac-
tions, drained by the departure of 2 mil-
lion members, especially workers, and
become clearly incapable of exercising
its “leading role”. Only the repressive
apparatuses—the police and the army—
were still in a position to reestablish
bureaucratic order. This is the reason for
the resort to tanks and guns. Arrests and
internments by the thousands, the ban on
travel inside the country, the disconnec-
tion of the communications network, the
curfew, the massive firings, and the vari-
ous other measures of intimidation, all
were essential to decapitate the union and
impose silence on a social movement em-
bracing ten million people. The scale of
the Polish proletariat’s defeat was indica-
ted by the loss of democratic and trade-
union rights which the working class had
wrested from the bureaucracy in the
course of its fierce eighteen-month strug-
gle. Overnight, the proletariat was dep-
prived of the right to strike, The brutal
lengthening of the workweek as well as
the militarization of the key productive
enterprises, the suspension of the Solidar-
nosc union—followed by that of the stu-
dents and peasants organizations—and the
abolition of all freedom of expression,
clearly showed the ruling clique’s deter-
mination to press its assault on the mass
movement to the bitter end.

The abolition of the workers’ right
to organize freely in the union of their
own choosing—undoubtedly the most
significant political advance over previous
revolutionary rises in Hungary, Czecho-
slovakia, and Poland itself—interrupted
the development of a situation of dual
power, Thus, it abruptly halted the revo-
lutionary process in which the working
class was demonstrating its capacity to
run its own affairs,.

In this regard, the seriousness of the
blow dealt the Polish working class on

December 13, at a time when the revolu-
tionary nature of the situation that
emerged in the last few months had be-
come clear, should not be underesti-
mated. This was indeed the beginning of
a political counterrevolution—a counter-
revolution designed to crush the move-
ment while there was still time,

5. The August 31, 1980, Gdansk
Agreements that recognized the workers’
right to build their own mass independent
organizations represented a magnificent
victory of the Polish workers. But they
also represented a compromise, because
while the power of the bureaucracy was
weakened, it was not overthrown. The
bureaucrats were able to force a formal
recognition of their monopoly of power
in a clause of the Agreements that stated
that the union to be set up would recog-
nize “the leading role of the party in the
state.”

Nevertheless, this type of formal
recognition could not guarantee the bu-
reaucracy’s continued grip on power at a
time when it was proving incapable of
meeting the social needs of the working

class, and could not even keep production
going at its previous level. The workers
very rapidly moved to demand the re-
moval of incompetent bureaucrats, which
raised the spectre that more of these of-
ficials become “unemployed”, that is
might lose their status and privileges.
Moreover, the fact that the protest move-
ments spread to all layers of society while
conflicts in the factories, both on econo-
mic and social issues, were increasing and
workers councils were spreading through-
out the country and beginning to unite in
coordinating bodies, first on the regional,
and then on the national levels, tended to
bring the scattered struggles together and
turn them into a central confrontation
with the state, A struggle to the death
had begun between the tottering regime
of the bureaucracy and the emerging
power of the workers. A confrontation
was inevitable.

6. Far from ushering in a period of
stability and peaceful coexistence, the
Gdansk Agreements led to an increase in
partial and local conflicts. The moderate
wing of the trade union, backed up by
the majority of the experts and strongly
supported by the Catholic hierarchy,
sought to direct the movement into safe
channels gnd prevent a confrontation. In
the first few months, this sector clearly
had a strong influence on Solidarnosc.
But in a society based on the nationaliza-
tion of the means of production, all eco-
nomic issues immediately take on a politi-
cal dimension, All immediate demands
raise problems involving the reorganiza-
tion of production, revising the plan,
economic reform, ete... The question
posed was: Who runs the economy and
in whose interests? Who rules? The work-
ing class or the bureaucracy?

Faced with its obvious inability to
confine the union to the field of material
demands, the moderate currents put for-
ward the strategy of “self-limitation” of
the revolution. According to this stra-

tegy’s supporters, it was possible to wrest
a series of concessions from the Polish bu-
reaucracy by adopting a set-by-step ap-
proach that would never exceed certain
boundaries and especially not challenge
the ““geopolitical context” in which the
country found itself so as to prevent a
military intervention by the USSR. Ac-
cording to them, the main danger of a
confrontation came from the Soviet bu-
reaucracy and not from the Polish bu-
reaucracy, which was split and weakened.
A guarantee of Soviet interests, tolera-
ting the appearance of bureaucratic
power emptied of all meaningful content
in Poland, would allow the country to
avoid the confrontation. This assess-
ment underestimated the Polish bureau-
cracy as an opponent and underestimated
its fierce determination to defend its own
interests. This was most obvious during
the negotiations for a “National Accord”
that the supporters of “self-limitation”
presented as desirable for its own sake.
Since the bureaucracy no longer had
anything to concede in exchange for a
compromise, it demanded nothing less
than the total subordination of Solidar-
nosc within a body that it would com-
pletely control. Its determination to safe-
guard its privileges by any means neces-
sary was also obvious in the December
13 crackdown, which produced surprise
and disarray among those who expected
the military intervention to come from
the Soviets.

Along with the hope of escaping a
confrontation, another illusion prevailed
in Solidarnosc. It was rooted in the very
history of the eighteen-month struggle in
which the union had always found a way,
despite hesitation, to wrest new conces-
sions from the bureaucracy. Many acti-
vists also believed the movement could
continue indefinitely feeding on its own
victories, that the support it enjoyed
from the overwhelming majority of the
population and its strength—ten million
workers poised for a general strike to
defend their union—would be sufficient
to force the government to retreat.

7.  The illusions kept the movement
from preparing for the confrontation. It
is true that the revolutionary currents
that favored the development of control
over production and distribution, initi-
ated the idea of the active strike and un-
derstood the importance of coordinating
the workers councils’ activity, clearly
perceived the need to create a more fa-
vorable relationship of forces that would
allow for new advances. But they didn’t
have time to set up a national structure
and had few spokespeople in the Solidar-
nosc national leadership chosen by the
first congress of delegates. This is the rea-
son why, in the decisive weeks of fall
1981, Solidarnosc lacked a coherent ap-
proach on the goal to be pursued and the
means to achieve it. For lack of a correct
evaluation of the enemy it confronted,
the union leadership could not in time
formulate an alternative strategy to that
of “self-limitation.” The decisions voted
at the National Commission were often
contradictory and could not be imple-

4 15




mented. Faced with the question of
power and an increasingly radical rank
and file, the leadership hesitated and beat
about the bush. The last meeting of the
National Commission on the eve of the
putsch gave a good picture of the contra-
dictions that beset the organization.
Alongside the programmatic advances
that reflected a revolutionary viewpoint
and were formulated by the Lodz, Cra-
cow, and Warsaw leaders, came the hesita-
tions of Lech Walesa and the Jan Rulew-
ski proposal to hold free elections, which
did not take into account the need to
take the initiative in the confrontation
with the bureaucracy. This is why the
government was able to paralyze the mass
movement without itself suffering paraly-
sis from a general strike, In revolution as
well as in counterrevolution, whichever
side takes the initiative gains a consider-
able advantage because it can use its own
centralization against the scattered resis-
tance of its opponent.

8. The December 13 setback was not
a foregone conclusion. On the one hand,
the bureaucracy had only unreliable
troops at its disposal. The broad masses
of the soldiers were nat ready, of them-
selves, to let themselves be used in a civil
war, while they were not ready either to
go over to the side of the workers just
like that. Fraternization between the
troops and the workers must be p° :

a long time in advance by activities of the
workers movement on behalf of the sol-
diers. It implies a relentless struggle for
the democratic rights of soldiers, their
right to organize independently of the
military hierarchy, the defense of victims
of repression inside the military institu-
tions, and the development of links be-
tween union structures and the barracks.
These are all tasks that, aside for a few
rare exceptions, were not assumed by the
leadership of Solidarnosc because of its
illusions in the Polish army, which it saw
as a natural ally against the Soviet enemy.
Moreover, we should stress that before
they will go over to the side of the work-
ers, soldiers must be convinced that the
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struggle at hand is not a mere skirmish,
that the workers are determined to go all
the way and replace the power of the bu-
reaucracy with their own. A national
strike in which production was resumed
under workers control could have created
such conditions.

While some regional leaderships of
Solidarnosc and the self-management
movement had begun to undertake the
elaboration of emergency plans in the last
period, they were unable to complete
their work before December 13, 1981.

Obviously, their work was obstruc-
ted by the reticence, and sometimes the
fierce opposition, of the moderate cur-
rents in the leadership of Solidarnosc who
correctly thought that the tactic of the
active strike posed the question of power.
Solidarnosc was the only structure on a
national—and often the only one on a re-
gional—level that could have initiated and
led an active strike in the fall of 1981,
Workers councils did not yet exist in all
factories, or were only being set up at the
time. Regional coordination of the coun-
cils did not exist in the whole country
and was only beginning to get organized.
The National Federation of Self-
Management had not yet acquired full le-
gitimacy in the eyes of the masses.
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When it became clear that the ini-
tiative in this field would not come from
the national leadership, some regions de-
cided to begin preparations for the active
strike without further delay (Lodz, Sile-
sia, Warsaw, Stalowa Wola), but they
were unable to carry them through to
completion for lack of time. The debate
only surfaced on a national scale and with
force within the leadership of Solidarnosc
a few hours before the crackdown.

Because they did not understand
what was brewing, in particular when the
School of Firemen Cadets in Warsaw was
forcibly evacuated ten days before De-
cember 13, the leadership of Solidarnosc
did not call for the general strike that the

workers were ready for—in several regions
at least—and that would have allowed the
union to regain the initiative.

III. THE GENERAL POLITICAL
LESSONS ABOUT THE POLITICAL
REVOLUTION THAT EMERGE FROM
THE POLISH EXPERIENCE

9.  The rise of the political revolution
in Poland after the summer of 1980, and
the December 13,1981, counterrevolu-
tionary crackdown, have shed new light
on the postcapitalist nature of the society
dominated by bureaucratic dictatorship
that exists today in the USSR and the
other bureaucratized workers states, The
entire revolutionary dynamic, the nature
of the political, economic, social, and
ideological conflicts that shook Polish
society, were qualitatively different from
those that distinguish the revolutionary
rise of of workers in a capitalist country.
The focus of the strugglewas not the over-
throw of bourgeois rule and the abolition
of the capitalist mode of production. Ra-
ther it was the question of the abolition

....

of the monopoly over the management of
nationalized property and the state ap-
propriated by a privileged bureaucracy
under the ideological cover of the ‘“lead-
ing role of the party.” The central ques-
tion posed by social and political strug-
gles in Poland in 1980-81 was not “capi-
talism or socialism,” but “bureaucratic
power or workers power,”

Neither the nature of the economic
crisis nor the nature of the solutions pro-
posed in various quarters had anything to
do with any sort of capitalism, even be it
some hypothetical “state capitalism.”
There was no crisis of overproduction of
commodities. There was a crisis of under-
production of use-values. There were no
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massive layoffs caused by the unprofita-
bility or bankruptcy of firms. There was
a shortage of raw materials, spare parts,
and consumer goods accompanied by a
relative surplus of means of payment.

All this is the result of an economic
policy designed to satisfy the interests of
a deeply divided parasitic caste whose
internecine struggles for control of the so-
cial wealth were reflected in its anarchic
decisions, catastrophic lack of foresight,
leading to such a thorough breakdown of
the plan that only a caricature of cen-
tralized planning was left standing. The
workers tended more and more not only
to demand the elimination of social injus-
tices arising from the bourgeois norms of
distribution, but also to impose social
controls in order to prevent the bureau-
cracy from utilizing these norms to
strengthen its privileges and divide the
working class. They had understood,
most of them instinctively but many also
consciously, that the problems of distri-
bution were directly connected with the
problems of power and particularly with
problems of organizing, orienting, and
controlling production.

Despite all pressures, whether they
emanated from the regime or from the
technocratic wing of the movement for
self-management, the workers counter-
posed elementary class behavior to the
siren songs offering competition be-
tween firms and between individuals as
the means of resolving the crisis. To the
exaltation of so-called market economy
values, they counterposed the coopera-
ion of producers. To the project of com-
petition between individual enterprises,
they began to counterpose the coopera-
tion of enterprise workers councils
through a plan democratically elaborated
and adopted.

They looked for salvation in soli-
darity, in the takeover by the workers
themselves of the management and
coordination of the enterprises, in the
collective deciding of priorities concern-
ing the use of resources, in challenges to
excessive economic investments which of-
ten meant duplication of efforts, in the
upgrading of social investments in the
struggle against inequality and injustice in
the field of distribution.

All these key values of a radical re-
organization of planning, including its
aims, methods, and organizational frame-

work, are clearly proletarian and socialist
in nature. They confirm the fact that,

had the anti-bureaucratic political revolu-
tion triumphed, the social and economic
foundations of the workers state would
have been consolidated, not weakened,
let alone destroyed.

10. Similarly, the rise of the political
revolution in Poland, as well as the begin-
ning of the counterrevolution of Decem-
ber 13, 1981, have confirmed that the
bureaucracy is not a class like the bour-
geoisie, the feudal nobility, or the slave-
owners. The bureaucracy is not the agent
of a specific mode of production. It
doesn’t have distinctive roots of its own
in the process of production. Today like
yesterday, its rule does not contribute to

a further development of productive
forces. It does not exercise any economi-
cally necessary function, not even in the
process of accumulation. For all these
reasons, it is led to deny its own existence
and to hide its functions behind those of
the proletariat and its vanguard, to con-
tinue to lay claim to Marxism, perverting
it and using this deformed version for its
own ends.

But when the bureaucracy finds it-
self in a permanent situation of open con-
flict with 10 million workers, the absur-
dity of its claims becomes glaring. It be-
comes clear that the management func-
tions that the bureaucracy usurped could
be fulfilled instead by the working class;
that far from insuring the reproduction of
the existing social and economic system,

fluous nature of the bureaucracy as a
ruling layer, and the workers ability to do
without it in the management of the eco-
nomy and the state, were its main fea-
tures.

However, the fact that the burea-
cracy is not a class does not imply that it
has no resources of its own or that it au-
tomatically becomes powerless whenever
the proletariat begins to turn against it.
The power of the bureaucracy lies in its
control over the use of both the means of
production and the social surplus through
its exclusive monopoly of power within
the state apparatus.

Moreover, the bureaucracy is con-
scious of its collective material interests.
It obstinately hangs on to power, display-
ing even desperate courage in the face of

even with its own contradictions, it acts
to undermine the foundations of the sys-
tem and to prevent the full potential of
the system from being realized on accor-
dance with the system’s own internal log-
ic. In none of the previous antibureauec-
ratic revolutions had the essentially para-
sitic nature of the bureaucracy become so

evident to the masses as during the rise of
the political revolution in Poland.

This is reflected not only in the
fierce disputes over the management of
enterprises counterposing the bureau-
cracy and the workers who aspired to

workers self-management. It was reflec-
ted even more clearly in the workers par-
ticipation in the preparations for the ac-
tive strike. ‘“The enterprises will go on
running during the strike. Production
and exchanges will continue; only the
government will have nothing to say,”
warned Stefan Bratkowski in a letter to
the Central Committee of the PUWP in
October 1981. He was voicing the more
and more widespread attitude of the
workers. The understanding of the super-

the worst temporary setbacks. It is capa-
ble of promoting diversions, of backing
off temporarily, of making significant
concessions, of giving in, even formally,
on principles, as long as it continues to
control the centers of power and remains
in a position to prepare a repressive coun-
terattack. :

This is why the idea that the bu-
reaucracy can reform itself in the diree-
tion of democracy is an illusion. Equally
deceptive are the proposals that bureau-
cratic power be subjected to social con-
trol or be forced to accept the participa-
tion of democratically elected workers
representatives in the fundamental
decision-making of the regime. These
ideas—which the Solidarnosc mass move-
ment gradually moved away from as a
result of its own experiences in successive
confrontations with the bureaucracy—
underlay the strategies of self-limitation
and national agreement, seen as a historic
compromise, that were advocated by
many experts of the leadership of Solidar-
nosc, and even, almost until the very end,

17




by the majority tendencies in the leader-
ship of the union.
were alien to the bureaucracy, not for
ideological reasons, but because it could
only preserve its power and privileges if
the proletariat remained atomized and
passive. And, of course, such a situation
ceases to exist as soon as the slightest
genuine workers democracy is instituted.
11. In a transitional society where to-
talitarian power is exercised by the bu-
reaucracy, the repressive machinery of
the state and its different apparatuses are
parasites on the body of society. The es-
sential political task of the working class
in an antibureaucratic political revolution
consists of destroying these apparatuses
of domination. The interests of the
working class, the poor peasantry, and of
all the other layers of society oppressed
by the bureaucracy coincide with this
task. In a transitional society under bu-
reaucratic dictatorship, all these layers are
united by the fact that the bureaucratic
machine oppresses them, crushes them,
exploits them. To smash this machine,
demolish it, is inevitably in the interest of
the majority of the ‘‘people.”

The bureaucracy, unlike the bour-
geoisie, does not have deep roots in the
socio-economic system. But this is pre-
cisely why it clings to the apparatuses
that provide it both with its livelihood
and monopoly over the exercise of
power. During a political revolution, the
bureaucracy is forced to resort to even
more brutal than usual repression against
the workers, and this leads it to reinforce
the state machine.

What Trotsky defined as the tasks
of the political revolution—*‘the violent
overthrow of the political rule of a dege-
nerated bureaucracy’—follows from the
fact that: ““There is no peaceful outcome
for this crisis. No devil ever yet volun-
tarily cut off his own claws. The Soviet
bureaucracy will not give up its positions
without a fight. The development ob-
viously leads to the road of revolution.

“With energetic pressure from the
popular mass, and the disintegration in-
evitable in such circumstances of the
government apparatus, the resistance of
those in power may be much weaker than
now appears. But as to this, only hypo-
theses are possible, In any case, the
bureaucracy can be removed only by a
revolutionary force. And, as always,
there will be fewer victims the more bold
and decisive is the attack.” (The Revolu-
tion Betrayed, Pathfinder Press, p. 287.)

On the other hand, the political re-
volution by itself by no means puts an to
all the problems which arise in the transi-
tion from capitalism to socialism and the
need for a workers state that derives from
them. It must reconstruct the apparatus
of a new type of state, much more inte-
grated into the proletariat and under its
control, notably in the military, juridi-
cial, administrative, economic, etc., fields.
The Polish revolution has given useful
information in both these regards.

For one, the first victory of the Po-
lish workers over the bureaucracy was re-
flected in the destruction of one of the
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However, such ideas™

apparatuses of bureaucratic power, The
strike committees’ winning of the work-
ers right to organize independent unions
in August 1980, later, after the emer-

gence of Solidarnosc, turned into a fight
in which the state trade-union apparatus

was largely dismantled and demolished
(not completely through, since the bu-
reaucracy remained in power). Even
though the power of the bureaucracy was
not challenged as such, the self-
organization of the workers involved the
destruction of one of the apparatuses that
under bureaucratic rule make up the state
machine,

As the movement for economic re-
form based on worker self-management
developed, other state apparatuses—those
that give the bureaucracy its economic
power—were subjected to pressures tend-
ing to destroy them. An often fierce
struggle broke out to prevent the nomi-
nation of enterprise directors on the basis
of the PUWP “nomenklatura,” and to get
the compulsory enterprise associations
and industrial ministries disbanded. The
workers proposed various solutions to
replace the bureaucratic apparatuses that
they sought to destroy, including public
competitons to be organized by the work-
ers councils of the enterprises for the post
of factory manager, restricting of the role
of enterprise management to carrying out
decisions subordinate to organs of work-
ers self-management, and the formation
of voluntary enterprise associations based
on the workers councils.

On the other hand, the fundamen-
tal weakness of the Polish revolution was
that it did not concentrate all its forces
on destroying the repressive apparatus of
bureaucratic rule. It is true that Solidar-
nosc did demand that a part of the police
apparatus—especially its buildings—be re-

turned to society and used to meet the

needs of the majority. It supported the
formation of the independent union of
members of the civil police forces. And
in the last days before December 13, its
revolutionary sectors called for the for-
mation of workers guards. But no stru-
gle was organized, inside or outside the
army, to eliminate the bureaucratic ap-
paratus in the armed forces. This was
precisely the bureaucracy’s last re-
source and the one it relied on to carry
through its political counterrevolution.

12. The Polish revolution is the first
antibureawcratic revolution in which the
mass movement was able to find a solu-
tion to the problem of self-organization
of the workers. In all previous political
revolutions, like that in East Germany in

1953, Hungary in 1956, and Czechoslo-

vakia in 1968, the working class created
organs of power and dual power—workers
councils, or strike committees tending to
convert themselves into workers coun-
cils—but not permanent forms of self-
organization. This is where the superi-
ority of the Polish experience lies,

The interenterprise strike commit-
tees of August 1980 did not turn into
workers councils but into organizing com-
mittees of the union. The overwhelming
majority of wage earners, organized at

the grass roots in enterprise union sec-
tions, joined this union. Solidarnosc
did not organize on the lines of occupa-
tions or industries, but on a territorial
basis (the regions). The horizontal struc-
tures completely outweighed the vertical
structures—although they did exist, the
sections based on industrial lines had a
very small role. This method of organi-
zation insures the unity of all workers,
regardless of their trades or the industry
in which they are employed. The speci-
ficity of Solidarnosc as a trade union or-
ganization lay in the fact that it was not
based on trades or industries., All the
enterprise sections were united in a re-
gional organization, and the regional
organizations in a national organization.

Another particularity of Solidar-
nosc is the fact that its union democracy
had many of the features of the democ-
racy of workers councils.

Because of this, Solidarnosc was an
organization representing the majority of
workers whose leading organs also tended
to assume the role of organs of a counter-
power.

It is not by chance that the Polish
workers are organized in the framework
of a trade union that ensures the protec-
tion of their rights, their dignity, and
their interests—material as much as spiri-
tual—against the state; that they, more-
over, call the state “boss,” This reflects
the situation of workers in a transitional
society during the whole historic period
in which the state and the bureaucracy,
and the dangers bureaucratic deforma-
tion engender continue to exist. In the
USSR and the Eastern European coun-
tries, the bureaucracy manages almost all
the surplus product, thereby feeding its
own privileges. It is naturally against this
form of parasitic exploitation that the
workers revolt, and organize themselves.
Their work is reduced to being only the
source of a wage necessary to procure the
means of subsistance, often a poor one.
From this point of view, trade unions
have tasks similar to those that they have
to assume when labor power is a commo-
dity hired by capitalists—to struggle
against the state-boss in an attempt to
improve the conditions of work and the
remuneration of labor power.

“The transfer of the factories to
the state changed the situation of the
worker only juridically. In reality, he is
compelled to live in want and work a de-
finite number of hours for a definite
wage.” (Revolution Betrayed, Pathfinder
Press, p. 241.) From this fact, “Wage-
labor does not lose its degrading charac-
ter of slavery under the Soviet regime,”
said Trotsky. In a general manner, al-
though there is no longer in these coun-
tries exploitation in the sense of class ex-
ploitation, there is still:

a) use of “forms of exploitation”
(Trotsky) for the extortion of surplus
product and to determine its extent and
use without workers having the right of
control or of veto. ‘“The differences in
income,” said Trotsky about the transi-
tional society under bureaucratic dicta-
torship, “are determined, in other words,
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not only by differences of individual pro-
ductiveness, but also by a masked appro-
priation of the products of the labor of
others.”(Revolution Betrayed, Pathfinder
Press, p. 240.) These forms of exploita-
tion will only disappear with a genera-
ized system of self-management which
allows the working class to decide itself
the extent and the destination of its sacri-
fices.

b) parasitic exploitation in the
sense in which Marx used the term, that
is to say appropriation by the parasitic
bureaucracy of part of the social product
as the foundation of their privileges.

In addition, it is the bureaucracy
which decides on the standard of living of
the workers in the light of its specific
caste interests, and it often brutally
denies the material conditions needed to
assure reproduction of the labor force.

This is the reason, along with the
fact that labor power partially retains
a commodity character, that the workers
need a trade union.

At the same time, labor power no
longer has strictly the status of a commo-
dity. This essential difference is expres-
sed notably in slower rate of work, and in
setting wage rates in accordance with dif-
ferent criteria than those imposed by a
labor market.

The defense of workers in the
framework of new relations of produc-
tion should preserve and reinforce the
fact that they have the right to demand
to be no longer mere wage earners. This
logic should be reflected at the trade-
union level,

-by struggles against all attempts
to reintroduce the right of factory mana-
gers to lay off workers for economic rea-
sons: closure of an enterprise must not be
because of the automatic function of the
market, but the relevant decision of a
competent territorial unit (district, re-
gional, national) and its organs of self-
management. This closure implies the
simultaneous re-employment of all work-
ers in another job at least at the same
level of qualification.

-by demands tied up with the
workers right to decide on the use of the
total social surplus product. A variety of
options could obviously develop with re-
spect to this. Thus, the “wage’” demands
should not be separated from the others.
This precisely reflects the fact that the
functions taken over by the bureaucracy
could be assumed by the workers. The
workers must have the right to make the
decisions after a debate on the following:

-the part of the surplus product
allocated to productive and unproductive
investment funds and the sectors to get
priority.

the share allocated for the collec-
tive consumption and extending free
goods and services.

the part distributable in the form
of wages in accordance with criteria es-
tablished nationally.

Here again, a public debate must
make it possible to produce consistent
criteria (adjusting them in accordance

with experience and degree of develop-
ment reached). At the same time, such
public debate must serve as a means of
combating the following:

effects of the market on the in-
comes that aggravate inequalities with
little regard to the effective work put in.

-income differentials based on the
so-called “quality” of work, which are a
hidden form of appropriating part of the
surplus product to feed social privileges.

Beyond that, the essential effect of
the antibureaucratic political revolution
does not bear on the sphere of distribu-
tion, but on that of production. To
break up the power monopoly of the bu-
reaucracy in the economy does not mean
only denying it the right to decide on the
use of the social surplus product, but also
the right to determine the scope and
limits of the social surplus product. This
is why the need for combative and self-
managing trade unions throughout this
historic period involves the need for such
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trade unions to have the right to share in
determining the organization of work
(tempos, ways of measuring work, etc.).

This does not mean that the trade

union should be responsible for the man-
agement of the economy, which is a
task that belongs to the organs of workers
self-management.
13. One of the essential lessons of the
Polish revolution was the questioning by
the working class of the concept of social
property as it had been presented by the
bureaucraey in power. The Polish work-
ers rejected the identification of state
property with social property. The slo-
gan “Give us back our factories!” which
was raised during the first meeting of de-
legates of the self-management movement
on July 8 in Gdansk, expresses this reac-
tion very concretely, just as did the emer-
gence of the concept of “social property”
counterposed to the concept of state en-
terprise, or the distinction that came to
be made between legal ownership and
social control of the means of produc-
tion.

From this standpoint, revolutionary
Marxists fully support the aspirations of
the Polish workers expressed in their
struggle for self-management, and agree

with all those who say, "We demand a
real socialization of the means of produc-
tion; that is socialism.”

The transformation into state pro-

" perty of the means of production expro-

priated from the bourgeoisie is evidently
a formal juridical act that has major im-
portance for the socialization of the
means of production. But in the same
way that in the workers state power can
be exercised either by the workers or the
bureaucracy, the power to control the
means of production may be in the hands
of the working class or in those of the
bureaucratic apparatus of the state. That
is what decides the real socio-economic
content of the property forms.

The bureaucratic caste profits from
the state-owned means of production as if
it actually owned them, but it does not
take on any of the responsibilities of
ownership. This double nature is the
basis for the very widespread feeling in
the transitional societies under bureau-
cratic domination that state property
does not in fact belong to anyone.

Revolutionary Marxists defend
state property in the workers states
against internal tendencies and external
threats that seek to restore the system of
private ownership of the major means of
production. But, at the same time, they
advocate the transformation of state pro-
perty into social property. Undoubtedly,
the complete socialization of the means
of production will only be possible when
social classes, commodity production,
and the state have completely disap-
peared. But the experience of the Polish
revolution, especially that of the self-
management movement which developed
under the leadership of Solidarnosc, helps
to clarify the point at which the socializa-
tion of the major means of production
begins. In his criticisms of the totalitari-
an regime of the bureaucracy, Trotsky
clearly indicates that the socialization of
the means of production can begin and
advances only as the state begins to
wither away, that is, begins to be ab-
sorbed by a self-managed society. He
states that social property begins not at
the point where private property stops,
but where state property stops. This is
precisely the view which gained currency
in the Solidarnosc mass movement.

Certainly, the diversity of projects
defended in Poland under the single name
of seif-management, as in the Yugoslav
experience, indicates the dangers of a re-
ductionist self-management orientation,
according to which each work collective
would manage its own means of work,
with the market unifying the whole. In
order for the process of socialization of
the means of production to progress, a
fight has to be waged from the start to
keep it from being diverted by the state
or by the market. We should not think
that such an understanding is obvious.

In fact, the historic experience of
Stalinism leads to rejecting all centraliza-
tion and all mandatory planning. But
practice proves that indicative plans, or
social funds designed to reinforce great
principles of solidarity are by no means
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sufficient to counter the growth of so-
cial and regional inequalities when it is
the logic of decentralization and the
market that essentially determine in-
comes and, above all, investments.

-The market seems to offer a gua-
rantee both for a certain economic ra-
tionality and for liberties that are tram-
pled underfoot in the framework of hy-
percentralized bureaucratic planning,
These ideas represent not only illusions
but projects to which we counterpose the
possibility of another kind of rationality:
that of workers democracy based on the
power of workers councils, So long as
this alternative has not been put into
practice somewhere, pro-market concep-
tions will retain considerable force.

—the resistance by the workers to
the workings of the market laws has been
and will remain very great. But the idea
that they can better control what they
know better (their factory, their work-
place) conflicts to a certain extent with
integrated and  coordinated  self-
management, and leads some to fall back
on reliance on the market, experts, and
other “competent” managers, Then,
when there is real decentralization, not
even thousands of strikes can rebuild the
unity of the working class.

However, the close connection be-
tween the process of socialization of the
means of production and the process of
the withering away of the state unveiled
by revolutionary Marxism, began to be
perceived by wide sections of the Polish
workers who struggled at once to social-
ize the state sector of the economy and
to socialize the state itself. The struggle
for workers self-management of the en-
terprises rapidly took on a broader di-
mension. The mass movement wanted to
replace the bureaucratic state institutions
with different institutions that would in-
sure the existence and the expansion of a
genuine democracy of workers and citi-
zens. The construction of a “self-
managed republic,” as advocated in Sol-
idarnosc’s program, would have tended to
set up apparatuses suitable for a state in
the process of socialization, that is to say
that would be withering away as they
merged with the masses, submitted to
their direct control, and associating them
to the direct exercise of power. The
bureaucratic caricature of planning would
have been replaced by a democratic ela-
boration of the plan through the broad
participation of the organs representing
the workers and the citizens and the pos-
sibility of submitting and discussing al-
ternative proposals.

14. The Polish revolution once again
confirms that in all workers revolutions,
whether anticapitalist social revolutions
or antibureaucratic political revolutions,
the working class seeks to concretize its
power in its own institutions of council
democracy that combine the advantages
of mass direct democracy with the advan-
tages of representatiave democracy. The
organs of struggle for power (or dual
power organs) thrown up by the mass
movements when they are led by the
working class naturally tend to adopt the
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form of workers councils in the enter-
prises and the form of councils of work-
ers delegates on the territorial level—two
institutions whose historical precedents
are the 1917 Russian revolution’s factory
committees and the soviets.

As previously stated, the leading or-
gans of Solidarnosc in the enterprises, at
the regional level, and at the national
level, were in fact nascent organs of a
democratic counterpower of the workers.
The union democracy whose norms gov-
erned the functioning of these organs had
the features of a council-type democracy.
The workers councils, organs of workers
control over production and of struggle
for workers self-management of the enter-
prises, based on general assemblies of the
workers (or of the delegates in the larger
enterprises), corresponded exactly to this
new type of institution. The regional co-
ordinating bodies of workers councils
pointed the way to workers power on a
territorial basis, and the emergence of the
organizing committee of the National
Federation of Self-Management bodies
(which was preparing to hold the first
congress of delegates of councils) dem-
onstrated the tendency toward centrali-
zation on a national scale, The indepen-
dent peasant movement organized in the
Solidarnosc private farmers union also
called for the setting up of new forms of
power in the rural zones, based on town-
ship general assemblies. The new organs
of democrratic management that ap-
peared in the universities struggling for
their autonomy also were close to the
form of councils.

It is the working class that is the
historic bearer of the tendency toward
council democracy. The Polish revolu-
tion demonstrated that when the working
class exercises its hegemony in the mass
movement, the model of democracy and
democratic institutions that it puts for-
ward is also followed very closely—with
some unavoidable variations—by the
other oppressed social sectors involved in
the revolution. This was the case in many
other revolutions—think of the poor-
peasant councils in the Russian revolu-

onstration or ised by Solidarno

tion, of soldiers councils in the Russian,
German, and Spanish revolutions.

This doesn’t mean that the advance
or even the triumph of the antibureas-
cratic revolution leads to the immediais
disappearance of the institutions of pas-
liamentary democracy and the compiets
rule of council democracy.

The traumatizing experiences of
Stalinism and the bureaucratic dictatos-
ship have unquestionably refurbished the
image of parliaments in Eastern Europe.
as tarnished as it had become. The ides
of electing a parliament by universa
suffrage, with several slates, the citizens
having a genuine right to present candi-
dates and choose among them, was very
popular during the revolutionary rise in
Poland. It is improper for revolutionary
Marxists to oppose what emerges as 2
legitimate democratic demand of the
broad masses. But they cannot therefore
abandon their criticisms of parliamentary
democracy; they must clearly indicate
its limitations. The essential thing is
to define the competence of parliamen-
tary-type institutions in a workers state
so that they do not undermine the power
of the workers councils, whose democrat-
ic legitimacy is based on one decisive
point—Those who produce the material
wealth must have the primary right to
decide how it will be used. This ideais a
basic one in the history of the interna-
tional working-class movement ans was al-
ready put forward in Poland in 1956 by
Oskar Lange, and later picked up by Soli-
darnosc as a means of resolving the pro-
blem at hand, It was the origin of the idea
of a second chamber of the Diet, the So-
cial and Economic or Self-Management
Chamber which, according to the most
advanced projects of Solidarnosc, was to
be elected exclusively by the direct pro-
ducers and to concentrate in its hands all
the economic power of the state. Such
an institution could be considered as a
transitional form toward council democ-
racy in a situation where the institutions
of parliamentary democracy continued to
exist. At the same time, it is no substi-
tute for—and is not in contradiction
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to—a national congress of delegates of
workers councils, or a permanent body
originating in such a congress. In a transi-
tional society in which various forms of
ownership of the means of production
survive, the system of workers self-
management represents the power not of
all the direct producers, but anly the pro-
ducers in the nationalized sectcr of the
economy. The working -class, even
though hegemonic, must guarantee the
democratic expression in the organs of
economic power of all the direct pro-
ducers, including the peasants and the
other layers of small owners of the means
or production.

In both capitalist society and the
transitional society between capitalism
and socialism, the working class is the
most consistent bearer of the tendency
toward political democracy. This is so
because it is the representative of a new
mode of production that, in its highest
phase, will institute unrestricted democ-
racy, that is, a democratic workers state
in the process of withering away.

In attacking bureaucratic power,
the working class does not aspire to re-
place the existing bureaucratic dictator-
ship by workers democracy, but to assure
also democracy for all citizens. Workers
democracy rests on the cooperation of
producers, and is founded essentially on
the workers councils formed in the fac-
tories. The experience of the Polish revo-
lution confirms that citizens democracy,
as it emerges in the framework of a revo-
lution led by the working class, is pro-
foundly different from the distinctive
forms of bourgeois democracy. Although
it is not completely synonymous with
workers democracy, it borrows the lat-
ter’s features. This was obvious in the
embryos of territorial self-management

that appeared in Poland in the last phase

of the revolutionary rise under the impe-
tus of workers self-management,
newly emerging territorial self-
management was a citizens. democracy

and becomes the main form of struggle, is
much more important than appears at
first sight. Here is what Trotsky says
about it:

“Independently of the demands of
the strikers, the temporary occupation of
the factories deals a blow to the idol of
capitalist property. All strikes with oc-
cupation raise in practice the question of
who rules in the factory: the capitalist
or the worker? While the strike with oc-
cupation raises this question episodically,
the factory committee gives it an orga-
nized expression.” '

Something very similar takes place
under the rule of the bureaucracy. A
strike involving occupations poses in prac-
tice the question of who should control
the factories and their product—the work-
ing class or the bureaucracy? The form of
the strike movements in Poland demon-
strated that the workers were capable of
putting the factories they occupied, as
well as all the means of production con-
centrated in them, to work for society as

-a whole and in the interest of all, Trots-

ky also noted that the emergence of
factory committees as a result of strikes
involving occupation created a situation
of dual power in the factory. The enter-
prise committees, the regional leader-
ships, and the national leadership of Sol-
idarnosc de facto have created dual power
at all these levels, not only because they
developed out of this type of strike, but
because they also have taken the lead in
carrying out new occupation strikes,
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based not on the market but on coopera- Simes

tion and on mutual help of consumers,
neighbors, or the solidarity of families.

15. Even during a revolution, the sub-.
jective maturing of workers is the out-
come of a complex process, indeed a con-
tradictory one in which the stages can be
relatively prolonged. In the Polish poli-
tical revolution, the workers had to go
through almost a year and a half of
sharp struggles in which they lost their
illusions before they decided to take their
destiny into their own hands. But this
moment was preceded by an objective
maturation which was reflected in their
activity, and particularly in the forms of
struggle. This is one of the great lessons
of the Polish revolution.

Since August 1980, that is, since
the very beginning of the revolutionary
rise, the main form of struggle of the Po-
lish workers, adopted as such by Solidar-
nosc in its subsequent struggles, was the
mass (passive) strike combined with fac-
tory occupations. The significance of this
form of struggle when it is generalized

Warsaw region Solidarnosc offices (DR)

The transition from objective
maturity to subjective maturity for the
seizure of power is marked by an ever
broader involvement of the working
class in the preparation of a higher form
of occupation strikes. We are referring ‘o
the active strike that was called for by the
most revolutionary currents in Solidar
nosc. According to the conception that
evolved inside Solidarnosc, the active
strike does not confine itself to raising
the question of economic power in prac-
tice, but it must also move to resolve it
through revolutionary mass action.
Moving beyond the proclamation of occu-
pation strikes, the workers were to
resume production under the leadership
of the strike committees, according to al-
ternative plans drawn up by these com-
mittees. Such plans were to reflect the
genuine social needs and priorities. The

strike committees had to extend workers
control to encompass distribution,

At the same time, they had to form work-
ers self-defense guards. Through active
strikes of regional scope, and then of na-
tional scope, coordinated and centralized
by the leading organs of Solidarnosc, eco-
nomic power was to be wrested from the
bureaucracy. Once firmly in the hands of
the workers, it would be turned over by
the strike committees of Solidarnosc to
the organs of workers self-management
consolidated during the active strike, and
centralized on a national scale. The vic-
tory of the active strike would mean that
the workers had succeeded in accumula-
ting sufficient forces to wrest from the
bureaucracy the remainder of its political
power. Rooted in the natural tendencies
of the workers movement and its own
forms of struggle, the tactic of the active
strike constitutes one of the most impor-
tant contributions of Solidarnosc to the
general strategy of the political revolu-
tion,

16. The subsequent development of the
revolution, and especially its culmination
in the seizure of power by the proletariat
as a whole, inevitably would have sharp-
ened differentiations based on social in-
terests and conflicting political orienta-
tions that were already latent in the
months before the December 13, 1981,
crackdown, The material interests of the
majority of the proletariat and those of
the independent peasantry, the urban
petty-bourgeoisie, and the materially pri-
vileged intelligentsia (especially its tech-
nocratic wing), are not identical, either
in the immediate sense or in a historical
sense. The debate on economic reform
by itself was enough to bring out differ-
ences clearly rooted in different social in-
terests. But all these layers had an inter-
est in freeing themselves from the unbear-
able tutelage of the bureaucracy.

The working class cannot dilute its
own historic interests nor the power that
it conquers for the sake of some illusory
general interest of a society in which the
division into classes and the division be-
tween manual and intellectual labor sur-
vives. Being the builder of socialism, it
must insure its supremacy through the
democratic exercise of power. But at the
same time, it must win over to this revo-
lutionary undertaking the broadest pos-
sible layers, beginning with the peasantry
and the other groups of independent pro-
ducers, and maintain an alliance with
them; this is the only way to advance
toward socialism. The very broad social
alliance forged around the working class
in the heat of the common struggle
against bureaucratic power in the course
of the political revolution, is a solid start-
ing point to move in this direction.

The hegemony of the working class
within self-managed postcapitalist society
will remain assured so long as, beyond
these basic institutions of state power,

the following factors exist:

the overall predominance of collec-
tive ownership of the means of produc-
tion, which does not exclude the exis-
tence, or even the prevalence, of private
property in agriculture and petty trade,
but which obviously excludes any dyna-
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mic of progressive expansion of private
property to other economic sectors;

-the progressive limitation, on a
strictly voluntary basis, of what remains
of private property and of commodity
production;

-the shielding—fundamentally by
state monopoly of foreign trade—of the
national economy from the pressures of
the world capitalist market and growing
coordination with other workers states
free of bureaucratic oppression;

-the existence of other political and
economic mechanisms that can keep a
symbiosis from developing between the
private commodity sector and interna-
tional capital leading to a subordination
of planning to market laws;

-the systematic limitation and rever-
sal of all phenomena of social inequality;

-the predominance of the principle
of solidarity over that of material interest
in social investments, the functioning of
the state, official education, and—progres-
sively—in everyday economic life;

-the teaching and practice of genu-
ine international workers solidarity with-
out subordination of any nation or na-
tionality to another, and with a systema-
tic struggle against all xenophobic and
racist prejudices to overcome the exalta-
tion of an unhealthy nationalism.

For the antibureaucratic political
revolution to be victorious in an Eastern
European country that is a satellite of the
Soviet bureaucracy, the following are re-
quired:

self-defense against pressures and
threats of military intervention, or against
aggression, whether it emanates from the
ruling bureaucracies of other workers
states or from imperialist powers;

-the protection of the national eco-
nomy from the world capitalist market
and increasing coordination with the eco-
nomy of other workers states freed from
bureaucratic oppression;

-internationalist aid to all the sec-
tors of the world revolution, and in the
first place to the most immediate ally of
such a political revolution—the workers
movement in workers states where the
bureaucratic dictatorship still rules.

IV. THE INTERNATIONAL IMPACT
OF THE POLISH EVENTS

17.  The proclamation of the state of
war dealt a severe blow not only to the
Polish proletariat but also the interna-
tional proletariat as a whole. The fight of
the millions of workers of Solidarnosec
had been one of the most advanced
points of the struggle of the proletariat
on a world scale, representing an experi-
ence without precedent in the history of
the struggle against bureaucratic dictator-
ship and of the workers aspirations for
the real socialization of the means of pro-
duction and social wealth.

In this fight between a bureaucratic
government and the masses, revolutionary
Marxists were one hundred percent on
the side of the masses. The workers state
was not the target of any imperialist
assault designed to restore capitalism. No
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coherent social force in Poland itself
wished to, or could, reintroduce private
appropriation of the means of produc-
tion. What was under attack was the bu-
reaucracy and its dictatorship, which had
usurped power within the workers state.
The proletariat tended to radically ques-
tion the power of the privileged minority
backed up by an entire repressive appa-
ratus. The elimination of the bureaucra-
tic caste could only strengthen the work-
ing class on the international level, not
weaken it.

The liquidation of bureaucratic
power would have demonstrated, in prac-
tice, in the eyes of the masses of the
whole world, that the economy and soci-
ety can be led by the workers as a whole.
A giant step toward socialism would have
been accomplished. It would have deeply
influenced the behavior of workers both
in the USSR and Eastern Europe, and in
the imperialist countries, and given a huge
boost to both the antibureaucratic politi-
cal revolution and the proletarian revolu-
tion. This is what explains the emergence
of the Holy Alliance against the Polish
revolution, from Wall Street to the Krem-
lin,

The Kremlin could rejoice that its
“advice” was diligently applied without
it being forced to participate directly and
massively in the repression. The price of
such involvement would have been very
costly, both in political and material
terms. General Jaruzelski and his group,
when they tried to break the back of Soli-
darnosc, were not only defending their
interests as a Polish bureaucracy; they
were also defending those of all the bu-
reaucratic regimes. The bureaucracy’s
self-defense reflex worked with a ven-
geance. Caste solidarity was complete:
This is what they call *“proletarian in-
ternationalism.”

Those who, for whatever reason,
aligned themselves with the position of
Jaruzelski, were in fact defending the in-
terests of these bureaucracies against
those of the proletariat. On this score,
the motives of the Cuban and Nicaraguan
leaders were obviously quite different
from those of the PCF leaders, not to
mention the leaders of the DKP or the
American CP. But the objective signifi-
cance of the position they adopted was
the same.

True proletarian internationalism
called for active support and active soli-
darity with the Polish workers against the
Polish and Soviet bureaucracies.

18. The fundamental interest of the in-
ternational bourgeoisie was a halt to the
alarming rise of the antibureaucratic poli-
tical revolution in Poland. This interest
was all the stronger since the problem was
not only the threat that the experiences
of workers self-management might spread
toward capitalist countries, but involved
the settlement of the 27 billion dollar
debt, and the on-going servicing of this
debt. This is why the most representative
spokespeople of imperialism had taken a
stand, before General Jaruzelski’s crack-
down, in favor of “restoring order’” and
“the workers returning to work” in Po-

land, as a condition for rescheduling the
debt. On the day after the crackdown,
newspapers that speak for big business
such as The Wall Street Journal, the
Washington Post, and Le Figaro, as well
as the official spokespeople from the
West German and British governments,
again adopted similar stances: “Most
bankers believe an authoritarian govern-
ment is a good thing because it will im-
pose discipline.”

The cynicism of the imperialist
bourgeoisie shows up glaringly in the way
that it decided to link this basic orienta-
tion—which is in keeping with the anti-
union and antiworking class stance of the
imperialist bourgeoisie all over the
world—to a demagogic propaganda cam-
paign that pretends to condemn the
crackdown and defend Solidarnose. It is
in fact a completely crooked operation
undertaken to try to cash in on the natu-
ral revulsion aroused by the repression of
trade unionists in Poland among broad
layers of the international working class
and to try to channel it in a procapitalist
and anticommunist direction. This con-
fusionist operation is designed to achieve
specific ideological and political goals:

-On the pretext that it is necessary
to resist “Soviet intervention” and “to-
talitarianism,” Washington took advan-
tage of this international situation to step
up its aid to the bloody dictatorships in
Central America, and to call for an end to
all restrictions on its military aid to the
Turkish dictatorship, a bastion of NATO.

-A campaign was launched by vari-
ous imperialist governments to justify
their remilitarization effort and the cut-
backs of social expenditures this implies.
The Polish generals, the PUWP, and the
Kremlin, have given reaction the ideal op-
portunity to try to beat back the anti-
military mobilizations.

-Finally, trying to turn everything
to its advantage, with the priceless help of
the union bureaucracies and reformist
and Stalinist forces, the imperialist bour-
geoisie tried to lock the workers of capi-
talist countries into the dilemma: either
austerity under “democracy,” or the risk
of a “totalitarian society” that would also
impose austerity. The bourgeoisie used
this latter argument to step up its general
antisocialist and anti-Communist propa-
ganda,

Imperialist forces harmonized their
voices in an antiworking-class concert.
But in a context characterized by econo-
mic crisis and new advances of the colo-
nial revolution, the Polish crisis brought
on a new worsening of interimperialist
contradictions. The West German bour-
geoisie took the lead of the European im-
perialist powers, resisting any escalation
of retaliatory measures that would have
imperiled its outlets in the Soviet Union
and Eastern Europe. American imperial-
ism, being less involved in East-West trade
(except for agrobusiness), could afford
the luxury of brandishing the threat of an
economic embargo. Each partner of the
imperialist alliance thereby combined its
general defense of the system with the
pursuit of its own particular interests.



19. The reactions of the Social Demo-
cratic and Communist parties to the de-
feat suffered by the Polish proletariat can
only be understood in the context of the
combined crisis of imperialism and Stalin-
ism. Over and above the very different
positions they took toward the imposi-
tion of the state of war, the reformist ap-
paratuses always displayed either extreme
reserve or more or less open hostility
toward the fight of the workers. What
type of ideological camouflage they used
to disguise their opposition, primitive an-
ticlericalism for some, simplistic “camp-
ism” for others, was not very important.
The fact is the material, social basis of
their position lay in the threat that the
dynamic of the struggle and self-organiza-
tion of the Polish workers would, at least
eventually, have an impact on and weak-
en the bureaucratic control that all these
apparatuses exercise over their own orga-
nizations, especially at a time when they
are involved in a policy of compromise
and even systematic capitulation with re-
spect to the austerity demands of the
bourgeoisie. What has frightened these
bureaucratic apparatuses in the rise of the
Polish proletariat was first of all its fight
for a self-managed union movement, that
is for trade union democracy. In fact,
their reserve and hostility toward Solidar-
nosc reflected an international solidarity
of bureaucrats. Moreover, the reformist
apparatuses used the Polish workers’ de-
feat to warn against any central confron-
tation with the class enemy which, accor-
ding to them, could only lead to a
crackdown of the Jaruzelski type in the
West too, that is to the establishment of a
“strong state.” They therefore took ad-
vantage of it to justify a collaborationist
and capitulationist policy toward the
bourgeoisie.

The Social Democratic parties of
the German Federal Republic, Great Bri-
tain, and Austria fundamentally lined up
behind the interests of their own imperi-
alist bourgeoisies. While they rejected
any cold war-type policy, they also re-
jected any mobilization of the workers
on a class basis to defend the rights and
liberties of the Polish workers that were
trampled on by Jaruzelski. Their motives
were the same as those of their bourgeoi-
sies—holding onto the profits of the East-
West trade. Even the official Social Dem-
ocratic left (like the Benn tendency in
Great Britain and the left of the German
SPD) was most often silent and accepted
the political framework imposed by the
leading apparatuses.

In France, the pressure of the
workers, the far left’s capacity for initia-
tive, the rivalry between the SP and the
CP, and the impetus given by the leader-
ships of the SP and CFDT who had their
own specific goals in mind, led the pro-
test movement to assume more massive-
ly the character of a class mobilization in
support of the Polish working people.

The rise of the political revolution
in Poland, as well as the launching of the
bureaucratic counterrevolution, have led
to a new stage in the crisis of the commu-
nist parties, a crisis already fueled by in-

ternal developments of the class struggle
in most countries. The centrifugal ten-
dencies at work in all the CPs of capital-
ist countries redoubled. The contradic-
tion between the identifications of these
parties with the USSR and their insertion
in the reality of their own country was
exacerbated. The interplay of these
various factors—in particular circum-
stances of each country, of each CP’s his-
torical trajectory, and each CP’s relation
to its respective Social Democratic
party—was reflected in the adoption of a
whole gamut of different positions by the
various CPs.

At one end of the spectrum stood
the positions of the French CP, the Por-
tuguese CP, the CP of the German Feder-
al Republic (DKP), and that of Denmark,
Fundamentally, these parties supported
the institution of the state of war which
allegedly ‘“‘made it possible for socialist
Poland to escape the mortal danger of
counterrevolution.” Paradoxically, but in
fact as a result of the convergence of their
own interests with those of the Kremlin,
some of these CPs presented the crack-
down as a lesser evil compared to....
a Soviet intervention. According to
them, any mobilization in favor of Soli-
darnosc could only ‘“add salt to the
wound” and prevent the Military Council
of National Salvation from keeping its
promises to proceed toward a “liberali-
zation”....by stages.

At the other end of the gamut were
the positions of the Italian CP and the
Spanish CP who condemned Jaruzelski’s
crackdown and demanded the release of
the prisoners and the reestablishment of
trade union freedoms. They went very
far in their conflict with Moscow; the
PCI even went so far as to state that “the
phase of development of socialism that
was inaugurated by the October revolu-
tion has exhausted its potential.” But the
position on Poland advocated by the PCI
implied a call for closer collaboration
with the Church and petty-bourgeois
forces, and not an orientation toward the
democratic power of the workers. It was
therefore a reflection of the class-
collaborationist strategy pursued by this
party in Italy itself. This position led to
a quest for a more systematic rapproche-
ment with French, German, and Scandi-
navian social democracy. This is the rea-
son why a significant section of comba-
tive worker militants did not approve of
the orientation of their leadership on
Poland. It was not a question of mili-
tants nostalgic for Stalinism, but an in-
stinctive reaction against what appeared
as a new concession to the class enemy.

The positions of the British, Bel-
gian, Dutch, and Swedish CPs fell in be-
tween these two poles, although they did
include an explicit condemnation, at least
on paper, of the December 13 crack-
down.

The form and character of the rise
of the masses in Poland, as well as the
contradictions between the CPs and with-
in the CPs, impelled similar differentia-
tions within the trade union movement of
several European countries.

Contrary to what occurred during
the crushing of the East German workers
revolt in 1953, the Hungarian revolution
of 1956, and the “Prague spring” of
1968-69, opposition to bureaucratic re-
pression within the international workers
movement was not confined, this time, to
the imperialist countries alone. For the
first time, in a series of semicolonial
countries, especially in Latin America
(Mexico, Brazil, Peru, Colombia, etc.),
not unimportant sectors of the workers
movement demonstrated their solidarity
with the victims of this repression and
sometimes even called street demonstra-
tions. The attempt by the lawyers of
the bureaucracy to label all those who
oppose the bureaucratic dictatorship,
even when they are the majority of the
working class of a country, as *“objec-
tively proimperialist” forces, is beginning
to lose ground within the anti-imperialist
movement, Each new rise of the world
revolution can only deepen this pro-
found resurgence of true proletarian in-
ternationalism.

To the militants of the CPs and na-
tional revolutionary movements critical
of support for Solidarnosc, the Fourth
International should explain that a streng-
thening of the anti-imperialist and anti-
capitalist forces in the West demands the
application of a united front policy, in-
cluding Catholic and socialist workers and
their mass organizations. The realization
of such a united front is gravely handi-
capped by the rejection of a campaign of
solidarity with Solidarnosc for reasons of
purely ideological opposition to the anti-
Communism of the reformists. Evidently,
the systematic campaign for the united
front in solidarity with Solidarnosc, as in
solidarity with the Central American
revolution, etc., is always combined with
defense of the revolutionary Marxist pro-
gram, including the struggle against false
and counterrevolutionary socialist ideas.
20. The repercussions of the Polish
events on the rest of the bureaucratized
workers states are still difficult to assess.
Clearly, the rise of the Polish proletariat
found no immediate mass response in any
of these countries. This is not surprising
in view of the uneven development of the
economic and social crisis in the different
countries and in view of the fact that van-
guard sectors of the working class lagged
behind the Poles in renewing their ex-
perience of waging a sustained struggle of
their own,

Nevertheless, in several such coun-
tries, like Rumania and the USSR, a cri-
sis in the supply of basic goods is ripening
and causing broad discontent among the
masses, not unlike what happened in Po-
land during the 1976-80 period. More-
over, in other countries, such as Hungary
and the GDR, political opposition ten-
dencies are emerging among the youth
and intellectuals and will gradually search
out a way to link up with the workers.
The bureaucrats are perfectly aware of
these facts and are frightened by them.
In all these countries, they are panic-
stricken by the thought that the “Polish
example,” that is an explosion of anger
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Solidarnosc leaders in press conference (DR)

by the workers leading to mass strikes
and workers self-organization, could be
repeated in their own country. This even
applies to the People’s Republic of China,
There the leading faction of the bureau-
cracy did first extend discreet support to
Solidarnosc in the belief the Soviets
might intervene and a “national liberation
struggle” against this superpower would
ensue, But later, under the pressure of
discontent and strikes in China itself, it
decided to redirect its fire, accepting de
facto Jaruzelski’s coup.

The bureaucracy’s reaction to this
threat displays its lack of a clear orienta-
tion, a reflection of its disarray and crisis.
While it very naturally leans toward har-
sher repression of “political dissidents,” it
hesitates to launch an all-out attack
against workers actions, stating, not with-
out good cause, that the blood spilled in
the ports of the Baltic in 1970 was the
origin of all that followed in Poland. Se-
lective repression on the one hand, and an
attempt to give the trade union organiza-
tion new weight by granting it some el-
bow room in pursuing economic de-
mands on the other—these seem to be the
tactical lessons drawn from the Polish
events by the bureaucracy of several bu-
reaucratized workers states.

As for the better informed and
more experienced section of the working
class in these states, it followed the ac-
tions of its brothers and sisters in Poland
with sympathy, even though it most of-
ten has not yet found a way to translate
that sympathy into action. But the “Po-
lish model”will undoubtedly have a pro-
found influence on the development of
the antibureaucratic political revolution
in many bureaucratized workers states.

V. THE TASKS OF
REVOLUTIONARY MARXISTS

21. While the rise of the Polish revolu-
tion demonstrated once again the pro-
letariat’s capacity for initiative, action,
and self-organization on a colossal scale
once it moves in a collective and united
mobilization, it also confirmed this other
lesson of the history of the workers
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movement: the unsurmountable limita-
tions of the spontaneous activity of the
masses. Neither when what was needed
was to define exactly the goals to be

achieved by Solidarnosc—the economic
reform project; that is, reorganization of

the economy on a different basis than
that proposed by the various factions of
the bureaucracy and petty-bourgeoisie—
nor especially when the need was to ela-
borate a strategy and a precise tactic for
defending Solidarnosc against the stalling
maneuvers of the bureaucratic dictator-
ship which finally led to the December
13, 1981, crackdown (that is, a strategy
for the seizure of power), did the sponta-
neous reactions of the rank and file, more
or less expressed in the local and regional
structures, suffice to bring out a clear, let
alone a correct line. Thus, grave errors
were committed that seem decisive after
the fact, like the lack of an orientation
toward the soldiers based on calling for
democratic rights and the right to self-
organization in the army.

More generally, in every revolution,
the ability to seize the initiative in a cen-
tralized fashion is an essential advantage,
an advantage which precisely can only be
secured by a leadership acting as a van-
guard. The lack of such an organized
vanguard was cruelly felt in Poland.

Of course, the official bureaucratic
propaganda’s use ad nauseum of a voca-
bulary drawn from the revolutionary tra-
ditions of the workers—and the reinforce-
ment of this identification of the bureau-
cratic rulers with Marxism and Leninism
by Western bourgeois propaganda—led to
a visceral rejection of concepts such as
“revolutionary vanguard party” by a very
large number of Polish union activists.
This called, and still calls, for a great deal
of careful educational work by revolu-
tionary Marxists to convince these acti-
vists of the need to build such a party.
But this need can be demonstrated very
concretely and very clearly by an analysis
of the very events that shook Poland
since the summer of 1980, or even since
the workers revolt of 1976.

We are speaking of course of a
party which clearly formulates its own

role and its own goals in relation to those
of the mass organization of the workers.
The revolutionary vanguard party which
revolutionary Marxists seek to build in
Poland is not a substitute for the pro-
letariat in the exercise of power. Power
must be exercised by the institutions
created by the workers at the state level
after the overthrow of the bureaucratic
dictatorship: workers councils democra-
tically elected and federated on the local,
regional, and national level.

Within these councils as well as

within the organs of self-organization of
the masses such as Solidarnosc, party mi-
litants will defend their political positions
by political and not administrative means.
They will try to win and hold the confi-
dence of the workers solely on the basis
of their dedication to the class and its
movement, and of their spirit of class
solidarity and sacrifice for the common
cause, as well as the correctness of their
program and political line. They will re-
ject all material benefits, all economic
privileges of any kind. But they will be
a vanguard force insofar as they embody
the collective memory of the Polish and
international working class, all the lessons
that emerged from the 150-years experi-
ence of struggle of the Polish and interna-
tional proletariat. The existence of such
a party corresponds also to the interests
of the whole of the working class. Before
December 13, 1981, it would have facili-
tated the accomplishment of many con-
crete tasks facing the mass movement.
22. To the fear expressed by some that
a relatively small initial nucleus of revo-
lutionary Marxist activists could do less
effective work than the activists not set
apart organizationally in any way whatso-
ever from the structures of Solidarnosc,
we must answer that Polish history has
already demonstrated the efficacy of
small nuclei acting in a favorable context.
The intervention of a few hundred acti-
vists, mainly from the KOR, beginning in
1976, played a decisive role in forging the
links that connected activists of the
various factories, links that greatly contri-
buted to the success of the summer 1980
strikes, and to the emergence of Solidar-
nosc as a mass organization.

Moreover, by no means is the point
to counterpose in mechanical fashion the
formation of a revolutionary Marxist van-
guard party to the emergence of a natural
leadership of the class within the enter-
prises and organs of self-organization.
The activists who first come together on a
mainly programmatic and political basis
are merely the initial nucleus of a party,
They do not proclaim themselves the
“leadership of the working class” by a
voluntarist exercise lacking in any prac-
tical meaning. They attempt to win the
confidence of the working class by their
intervention, and in so doing, attract the
best workers emerging from the very pro-
cess of self-organization. They become
the actual leadership (that is they earn
this distinction in the eyes of the masses)
only insofar as they succeed in fusing
with the natural leaders of the class in the
workplaces.



To the fear, likewise formulated by
some, that the emergence of a party
would divide the working class and deep-
en political cleavages within the organs of
self-organization, we answer that such
cleavages are inevitable among ten million
workers, given the tremendous economic,
social, political, cultural, and ideological
problems which they must face, and the
difficulty of finding correct answers.

In fact, such a differentiation did
arise within Solidarnosc in the 17 months
of its open existence. Moreover, it con-
tinues today in the resistance. The ap-
pearance of a vanguard party—one re-
specting the norms of workers democ-
racy within the mass movement—would
only mean that the fight would be waged
more effectively to assure the adoption of
positions best suited to the class as a
whole from among a welter of contending
positions. Building the revolutionary van-
guard party does not conflict with the
struggle for unity in action and the
broadest and most democratic united or-
ganization of workers. To the contrary:
This is one of the central goals the party
fights for, under all circumstances, as
dictated by its program.

To the fear, likewise formulated by
some, that the building of a revolutionary
vanguard party would allow a minority to
manipulate the masses, we answer that
the absence of such a party allows for far
worse manipulations. Insofar as differen-
tiations are inevitable within the bodies
of self-rule over the answers that have to
be provided at every stage of the struggle,
the choice is not between an impossible
unanimity and majorities “manipulated”
by “active minorities.” The choice is be-
tween, on the one hand, majorities mani-
pulated by minorities which do not come
out in the open—act behind closed doors,
in the form of cliques without clear plat-
forms or under the pressure of charisma-
tic leaders or experts offering “scientific”
credentials or simple demogogues—and
on the other hand, majorities which are
constituted on the basis of clear votes for
coherent platforms, representing different
orientations among which the mass of
delegates can choose with a clear under-
standing of what is involved, on the basis
of honest information circulated widely
and democratically.

This is why the second solution is
by far the more democratic and the less
manipulative, the one which best keeps
actual decision-making power in the
hands of the working masses as a whole,
This holds true on condition that the
position of a revolutionary vanguard
party not involve any privileges, and that
the right to constitute parties, associa-
tions, currents, and tendencies of all
kinds, be guaranteed to all workers within
the institutions and bodies of self-
organization. This is why revolutionary
Marxists resolutely fight for the multi-
party principle in the construction of so-
cialism and have written this principle
into their program.

23. A victorious struggle against the
bureaucracy calls—at least as much as the
anticapitalist revolution—for a clear un-

derstanding of who are your enemies and
your allies, both on the national and in-
ternational fields. The Polish bureau-
cracy did demonstrate a clear sightedness

- about this, Despite its contradictions and

the mediocrity of its functionaries, it al-
ways placed any compromises it was
forced to accept in a clear strategic per-
spective, The accumulated experience of
the international workers movement is an
essential part of developing this sort of
understanding. In order to be useful, this
experience must be all inclusive; that is, it
must reflect at once the struggles for the
overthrow of capitalism and for the over-
throw of bureaucratic dictatorships. The
Fourth International is the only organi-
zation that embodies this dual struggle.
With respect to Poland, in accordance
with its resources, the Fourth Interna-
tional carried out the following work:

a) in the bureaucratized workers
states, attempts to get out the truth
about Poland;

b) in the advanced capitalist coun-

tries, giving impetus to the solidarity of -

the working class;

¢) in the underdeveloped countries,
while remaining at its post in the front
ranks of the defense of the Cuban and
Central American revolutions against US
imperialism, it did not hesitate to take a
stand in favor of solidarity with the Po-
lish workers against the leaders of these
same revolutions.

In Poland itself, the circulation of
the Polish Inprecor showed the great po-
tential for the development of revolu-
tionary Marxism as the revolution ad-
vanced,

We are aware that compared to
what is needed to insure a victory, what
the Fourth International did was small.
But all those who agree that the tasks
that we undertook are essential ones
should join us,

Our international organization had
something to contribute to the Polish rey-
olution, but it also had a lot to learn, Its
role is also to make sure that in future
eruptions of the political revolution, the
lessons of the extraordinary struggle of
the Polish workers will in turn become a
source of education, In this respect, the
organization of Polish revolutionary
Marxists has an importance far beyond
Poland itself. The struggle for the
overthrow of the bureaucracy will be a
long one, Eor these comrades to succeed
in maintaining ongoing activity regardless
of the ups and downs of the mass mobili-
zations, would be a giant step forward for
the next phase,

For revolutionary Marxists, the rey-
olution and counterrevolution in Poland,
besides reconfirming the validity of the
program of the Fourth International on
the nature of the bureaucratized workers
states and the inevitability of an anti-
bureaucratic political revolution, demon-
strate the following:

—the growing centrality of the
working class in the three sectors of the
world revolution, and the increasing pre-
valence of classical proletarian forms of
struggle and organization within it;

—the unity of the world revolu-
tion and the importance of the political
revolution within it;

—the need, for historic as well as
strategic and immediate reasons, to pro-
mote a turn of the organized workers
movement and the daily practice of the
class struggle back to the road of true
proletarian internationalism, which de-
fends unconditionally the rights and liber-
ties of the working class everywhere in
the world against whatever social force is
attacking or suppressing them, and with-
out subordinating the interests of the pro-
letariat anywhere to the alleged ‘“higher”
or “priority”’ interests of any “bastion”
or “camp” wherever it may be. Only on
the basis of practicing such international
class solidarity can the international pro-
letariat succeed in accomplishing its his-
toric tasks, including, in the case of an
imperialist aggression, that of defending
the USSR and all workers states;

—the need to build a revolutionary
International and revolutionary Marxist
parties, which are indispensable not only
to give impetus to such international soli-
darity campaigns and such a return to
true proletarian internationalism, but also
and especially to insure the victory of the
antibureaucratic political revolution it-
self,

The Fourth International will strive
to intervene in the international debate
around the Polish events by propagating
all these key ideas that provide a political
and organizational way forward to acti-
vists of the CPs, SPs, revolutionary na-
tionalist organizations, trade unions, and
centrist organizations who are worried,
shaken, or disoriented by the Polish rev-
olution and counterrevolution. But it
holds that such a propaganda intervention
can only be carried out in close connec-
tion with an action orientation aimed at
organizing a broad class solidarity cam-
paign with the Polish workers and union-
ists who are the victims of bureaucratic
repression, In fact, revolutionary Marx-
ists propaganda can be fully effective
only if it is carried on in this framework.

24. While the December 13 crackdown
can be said to have succeeded insofar as
its immediate objectives are concerned,
the bureaucracy has by no means
achieved its goal. The breadth and the
forms of the resistance movement testify
that the Polish proletariat is refusing to
accept a situation that deprives it of
the freedoms won over sixteen months
of struggle. The existence and regular
publication of thousands of underground
bulletins and newspapers show that
Solidarnosc continues its activities, in
clandestinity, in most enterprises and
that some initial successes have been
achieved in setting up regional coordina-
tions and even leaderships.

The failure of the many attempts of
the powers that be to establish a “dia-
logue” with intellectuals is patent. The
unity that developed between the intel-
lectuals and the working class has not yet
been broken, despite the Junta’s policy of
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creating divisions by granting preferential
treatment to many of the imprisoned
union leaders and experts,

Nevertheless, the government is
doing everything it can to bring some Sol-
idarnosc leaders to accept a rotten com-
promise with the Junta, in the knowledge
that this can only discredit them in the
eyes of the masses. Moreover, its pro-
posals for a “national agreement” have
struck a receptive chord in the Catholic
hierarchy, which has an interest in seeing
“order” restored.

Given the situation, the active sol-
idarity of the workers of other countries
will be decisive in convincing the Polish
proletariat that it does not stand alone in
its struggle. :

The Fourth International will put
all its strength into pushing the solidarity
campaign with the Polish proletarian
masses inside the international workers
movement, All those inside the workers
movement who today refuse to advance
this mobilization are dividing the working
masses—in their own country and interna-
tionally,

To mobilize against the banning of
Solidarnosc means to simultanously sup-
port the Polish workers and to defend the
political and trade-union rights of all
workers—of Turkey, Brazil, El Salvador,
the Spanish state, or Rumania, To call
for the lifting of martial law, immediate
freedom for all prisoners, the elimination
of all restrictions on democratic rights,
for the right to meet and organize is to
defend these liberties against the attacks
of imperialism and the totalitarian bu-
reaucrats, To organize active solidarity
with the Polish workers today is to facili-
tate and prepare the same active support
of the international workers movement
with the mighty struggle being fought
by the Salvadoran people against the
Military-Christian Democratic junta and
US. imperialism! These are the most
elementary lessons ¢ proletarian interna-
tionalism!

All the links that have been forged
over the past months between the inde-
pendent and self-managed trade-union of
the Polish workers and the workers move-
ment of the capitalist countries must be
“used to break the isolation in which Gen-
eral Jaruzelski wants to confine the Po-
lish masses. To send material food and
medical aid remains an immediate task.
That should make it possible to renew
links, to pass on information, and to

26

let the Polish workers know that their
class brothers and sisters are their best
supporters and not the imperialist bank-
ers who welcomed the military crack-
down with such relief!

This aid, if it is channeled through
bodies independent of the Polish state
(the church is the only legal independent
institution of that type) can facilitate the
rebuilding of links between Solidarity mi-
litants and sectors of the population. By
doing everything possible to send trade-
union commissions of inquiry to find out
about the repression meted out to Soli-
darnosc militants, the workers movement
can unmask the hypocrisy of both the
bureaucrats who speak of ‘“‘respect for
liberty”’ and the spokespersons of im-
perialism who shut their eyes to the fate
of trade-union militants in Poland..just
as they do for Turkey,

Within the workers movement it-
self, revolutionary Marxists must sys-
tematically explain the aims and actions
of Solidarnose. The democratic way in
which the trade union functioned, the
broad and public way in which its main
political positions were discussed, its de-
bates on self-management, and the ex-
periences of workers and social control
must become the property of the inter-
national workers movement. This is the
most effective way to undermine the
sort of “bureaucratic solidarity” that
we have seen operate so often since 1980,
either in the form of calculated indif-
ference from the trade-union leaderships,
of open hostility, or in a way that de-
forms the workers objectives, The lat-
ter are presented as fitting into the frame-
work of the class-collaborationist projects
defended by these reformist apparatuses
(co-management, “historic  compro-
mise’’),

By doing everything to build this
working-class solidarity on the basis of
class unity and independence, it will be
possible to partly defeat the attempts ot
imperialism to use Polish events to rein-
force its ideological and political posi-
tions,

Revolutionary Marxists are opposed
to all proposals for an economic boycott
by the governments or even the trade
unions of the imperialist countries of
Poland or the Soviet Union. Such a cam-
paign can only play into the hands of the
ambitious  anti-Communist  political
maneuvers of Ronald Reagan, who is

trying to camouflage his criminal policy
in Central America and elsewhere,

Supporting a campaign of effective
“sanctions,” means in practice calling on
the big banks and imperialist powers to
squeeze Poland even more, with all the
consequences of this for the Polish
masses. A boycott does not affect the
privileges of the bureaucracy. How can
anyone believe that the rebelliousness of
the workers necessarily increases when
they experience even greater poverty?

Worse, such a campaign of “sanc-
tions”” ends up sowing the worst illusions
on the nature and role of the imperialist
banks, spreading the idea that it is the
task of the workers movement to pres-
sure the banks to “help” the Polish
workers, In addition, its effect in Poland
would be to push Polish industry into
even closer integration with Soviet in-
dustry.

Finally, any perspective of this type
will facilitate, in the last analysis, the po-
licy of the CP leaderships and make it
easier for the Soviet bureaucracy fto
mount a nationalist campaign and play
the card of the “beseiged fortress.” It
will produce the isolation of the Polish
people, which is precisely what General
Jaruzelski wants. History has proven that
the development of Stalinism has been
favored by the isolation of the Soviet
Union.

The Fourth International closely
links its solidarity campaign with Soli-
darnosc with its efforts to stimulate mo-
bilizations against the remilitarization
drive, against NATO’s policy of aggres-
sion, and against the criminal initiatives
of US, imperialism, the real warmonger,
in Central America and the Caribbean.

Within this perspective, the unity
of interest of the working class on a
world scale is crystal clear. Any reti-
cence in giving support to the Polish
workers can only hold back and divide
the mobilization against nuclear rearma-
ment in Europe, for a ‘“Nuclear-Free
Europe from Portugal to Poland” and
against imperialist aggression in Central
America. In the same way, any absten-
tion or opposition—as we see among the
Social Democratic parties—with regard
to the mobilization against NATO or in
support of the revolutionary struggle of
the people of Nicaragua, Guatemala, or
El Salvador can only weaken the unity
and breadth of support for the resistance
of the Polish masses. '

Solidarity with Solidarnosc!

Down with the bureaucracy’s
military dictatorship!

Freedom for all political prisoners,
release all trade unionists,
intellectuals, and students!

Reestablish all political,
union, and civil rights!

Long live the international -
solidarity of the workers of all
countries with all liberation
struggles, in defense of all the
exploited and oppressed, which
form a single, united struggle for
the socialist world of tomorrow!

trade-
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