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Theses on the Nature of Bennism and the Tasks of the IMG

Adopted by the national conference of the British section of
the Fourth International, December, 1982 .

1. The political line for a revolutionary organisation must
start with the objective needs of the class struggle and the work-
ing class as a whole. Through identifying the fundamental needs
of the working class and oppressed, both historically and im-
mediately, it should indicate the central tasks in the struggle for
socialism and how revolutionary Marxists fight for the leader-
ship of this struggle. It should indicate the forms and means
through which the working class are objectively moving forward
to confront these tasks and therefore what are the correct tactics
for revolutionaries to participate in and seek to lead these de-
velopments.

This 1s the sole way both of confronting the needs of the class
struggle and building a revolutionary party. This latter process is
not simply or primarily a question of voluntarism or subjective
decisions. Building the revolutionary party cannot be ap-
proached outside the framework of an analysis of the objective
situation between and within all classes of society and the strate-
gic line of march for the working class and oppressed as a whole.
It can only develop out of a profound process of differentiation
and struggle within the working class. In a country such as Brit-
ain this means only out of a process of differentiation and strug-
gle within the labour movement.

There are of course specific tactics and organisational ques-
tions of party building but these can only be posed and resolved
within the framework of the line of march of the working class it-
self.

2. The fundamental centre around which the development of
politics in the British working class will be fought out is the poli-
tics of the Labour Party. The Labour Party is the totally dominant
mass party of the British working class. It monopolises political
support for a working class party among the masses and domi-
nates the political concerns of the overwhelming majority of
working class activists. It 1s only through a tremendous process
of internal differentiations and crisis of the Labour Party that a
mass revolutionary party can be built in Britain. That crisis in the
Labour Party in turn 1s totally bound up with, and can only be
created by, the entire dynamic of the class struggle in Britain.

3. The decisive fact for the present dynamics of working class
politics in Britain is that this crisis in the Labour Party has en-
tered its first phases. At first combined with other developments
but increasingly clearly this fact will dominate politics in the
working class in the 1980s. Increasingly other mass struggles in
society will feed into and interrelate with crises in the Labour
Party.

The crisis of British imperialism and the decline of the basis
of classical Labourist social democracy

4. The decline of British imperialism from its psition as the
greatest imperialist world power is the root cause of the develop-
ing instability of the British political system and of its economic
and social crisis. However, the tremendous historical political
and social reserves built up by British imperialism inevitably
mean that the crisis will be a prolonged and complex one.

This decline of British imperialism for a prolonged period de-
veloped far more rapidly on the economic field than the political.
The two party structure, based on the existence of a stable and
completely reformist Labour bureaucracy, contained the

framework of politics. The Labour movement remained firmly
under the grip of social democratic reformism. A chief feature of
the present situation, however, is the speed with which the polit-
ical crisis is now catching up with the depth of the economic de-
cline.

5. The embryonic beginnings of this process of political crisis
may be traced back to 1964, In that year, faced with the first sen-
ous slowdown in the post-war boom, major sections of the Brit-
ish ruling class helped to bring to office the Labour government
under Wilson. Through a direct alliance with the Labour bu-
reaucracy they aimed to rationalise the economy and discipline
the working class.

This government however was both economically and politi-
cally a total failure for the bourgeoisie. It culminated in an un-
successful attempt, defeated by a combination of working class
struggle and intra-bureaucratic opposition, to impose anti-trade
union laws (‘In Place of Strife’). The government fell amid rul-
ing class hostility and a wave of strikes which started to develop
from 1968.

This government was an historic turning point for British poli-
tics because it demonstrated the exhaustion of the historic re-
serves of social democracy to buy off the working class and con-
trol it through the ability to make limited but real concessions.
The long historic process whereby the Labour Party had been
able to form governments with the acquiescence of the
bourgeoisie was brought to an end. The bourgeoisie concluded
under the new economic and social conditions created by the de-
cline of British imperialism a Labour government would no
longer be a reliable instrument for controlling the masses over
any significant period of time.

This has only been confirmed by events since then. While the
Labour bureaucracy did succeed in imposing a significant tem-
porary defeat on the working class in 1975-77 it could not main-
tain this nor maintain its internal stability. At best Labour was a
temporary, and increasingly unstable, stop gap. Furthermore the
proven inability of the Labour bureaucracy to control the situa-
tion of the working class, combined with the deepening econom-
ic crisis, made the very existence of the strength of the labour
movement less and less acceptable for the bourgeoisie. Since
1968 the ruling class has carried out an increasingly serious
series of attacks to break the strength of the Labour movement.

The ruling class offensive

6. The first of these series of assaults was that carried out by
Heath. This did achieve some success on the political field.
Labour’s vote which had stood at 48 percent at the General Elec-
tion of 1966 was reduced to 43 percent in 1970 and then to 37
percent in 1974 — a fall of ten percent of the total electorate in
two elections. On the economic and mass struggle fields how-
ever the Heath government was disastrously defeated — falling
amid the second miners’ strike of 1974 and following four years
of major trade union struggles. The Tory vote was temporarily
shattered by these defeats and despite the sharp fall in Labour’s
vote Britain’s first ‘past the post’-electoral system allowed it to
form a government in February 1974.

The 1974 Labour government duly attempted to carry out its
role of serving the interests of the capitalist class and convincing
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them that it provided a strategic solution for their needs. How-
ever, the 1974-79 Labour government proved no more capable
than its predecessor of controlling the working class. Despite im-
posing sharp defeats on the working class in 1975-77 it was con-
fronted in winter 1978-79 with a major series of trade union
struggles. The bourgeoisie then organized its removal from of-
fice. This experience, and developments within the Labour Party
itself redoubled the ruling class in its determination that, outside
a situation of last ditch defence of its rule, it would attempt to
prevent the Labour Party ever again forming a government by it-
self.

7. The Thatcher government represented the third, and qual-
itatively most severe, bourgeois offensive. Its economic policy
consisted of crashing the economy to a point even beyond that
dictated by the world recession.

At the core of this economic policy however was a political
calculation. Thatcherism believed that it could shatter the resis-
tance of the working class and labour movement. Therefore,
after a short term problem, all sections of the ruling class would
benefit from Thatcherism. Over the corpse of the labour move-
ment the full unity of the ruling class would be achieved and the
fortunes of the Tory Party, which prior to 1979 had only been in
office for three and a half years out of the preceding 15, would be
restored. If on the other hand the working class fought back and
broke the bourgeois offensive then a tremendous crisis in ruling
class politics, of which the SDP/Liberal Alliance and the Tory
wets would be only the precursors, would set 1n.

This offensive undoubtedly imposed serious political setbacks
on the working class. The vote for the Labour Party, already re-
duced in 1979 to a level lower than at any time since 1931, was
pushed down to 30 percent or even lower in partial elections.
Serious setbacks were suffered in trade union disputes such as
the ASLEF strike.

Confronted with this bourgeois assault the majority leadership
of the Labour Party under successively Callaghan and Foot. and
the TUC led by Murray, inevitably capitulated totally. To have
mobilised the Labour movement to fight back would have been
to unleash a tremendous political crisis threatening the stability
not merely of the existing bourgeois political order but also of the
labour bureaucracy itself.

Despite various concessions forced on them, struggles period-
ically imposed by their membership, and occasional demagogy
the dominant Labour Party/TUC leadership were and are totally
opposed to any mobilisation of the labour movement on the scale
that would defeat Thatcher.

It is the struggle of the working class and the as yet not qual-
itatively broken organisational strength of the working class
movement, not the line of Labour and TUC leadership, which
still provides the obstacle to the victory of the bourgeois offen-
sive. It is the collision of this resistance with the policy of class
collaboration of the bureaucracy which provides the motor of the
deepening crisis of the Labour movement and Labour Party in all
its many different forms.

The crisis of the Labour Party

8. The break up of British bourgeois politics ggcessarily
meant the break up of the stability of the Labour Party itself. The
failure and defeat of the 1964-70 Wilson government ensured
that this instability and crisis would spread into the Labour bu-
reaucracy itself.

The conclusion drawn from the failure of the Wilson govern-
ment by those sections of the Labour leadership most closely tied
to and in the ruling class was of the necessity to go even further
to the right. The error was not to have carried through the assault
of ‘In Place of Strife’ even to the point of a total break with the
trade union bureaucracy. Only by a preparedness to do this could

the interests of the ruling class be served. This orientation culmi-
nated in Jenkinsism and the SDP split. Such an orientation how-
ever was only open to peripheral sections of the Labour Party not
tied into the central core of the labour bureaucracy itself.

An important minority of the working class however drew the
conclusion that it was necessary to break with the previous right-
wing course and construct a left Labour alternative. This was re-
flected in the bureaucracy after 1968 in the emergence of the
Bennite trend. This went through its first phase of development
during the 1970-74 struggles against the Heath government and
up to the 1975 EEC referendum. It was checked and setback, but
did not disappear, with the assault on the working class of the
Labour government of 1975-79. It therefore broke out with re-
newed force after the electoral defeat of 1979.

9. The rise of Bennism necessarily profoundly modifies the
pattern of working class politicisation in Britain.

The election of the Labour government in 1964 occurred in
conditions of a labour movement in which there had been a gi-
gantic growth of the trade unions and a qualitative decline of the
number of activists in the Constituency Labour Parties. Under
these conditions the absence of any left-wing alternative inside
the Labour Party in 1964-70 meant that the first eruption of op-
position to the line of Wilson took the form of an elemental trade
union upsurge and rise of mass movements whose centre of grav-
ity was outside the Labour Party. This continued into the wave of
opposition to the Heath government.

A clear distinction must be made however between the organi-
sational arena in which oppositional movements emerge and
their political focus — as well as understanding that over the
longer or intermediate term there will be a relation between the
two. Forces resolutely opposed to Heath, and later Thatcher, and
to the policies of Wilson, Callaghan, and Foot in collaborating
with them. were and still are capable of waging a mass struggle
against them through the trade unions and mass campaigns. Buf
they were and are incapable of providing any political alterna-
tive that is recognised as such by any layer of the masses or the
overwhelming majority of working class activists. In the existing
structure and relation of forces in Britain such an alternative can
only come from inside the Labour Party.

10. This therefore is the significance of ‘Bennism.’ This can-
not be reduced to the movements for constitutional changes in
the Labour Party in 1979-81 — although these were one expres-
sion of it. Nor is it simply a question of the CLPs. It is a current
with a bureaucratic leadership which rests upon a whole series of
oppositional forces and movements in the trade unions, in the
mass campaigns such as CND. in the CLPs, and certain parts of
the movements of the oppressed which are seeking a political
solution to their crises through the working class organisations. It
is this which gives Bennism its force and dynamics. It also
means that such currents are not a temporary phenomenon but,
with inevitable periodic rises and falls, will continue throughout
the whole next period.

The relation of forces in the workers movement

11. The relationship of forces between the different sections
of the Labour Party was dictated not just by the offensive of the
bourgeoisie. It was affected also by the character of the British
working class movement as shaped by its imperialist past which
is only just at the beginning of the process of breaking up.

The distinctive features of the British labour movement com-
pared to that of other countries were shaped by the historical
strength of British imperialism. This imperialism allowed the
British labour movement to build up on a reformist basis an un-
matched organisational strength. This was above all reflected in
the strongest trade union movement of any major imperialist
country and the attachement of the working class to it. This or-




ganisational strength was and is an immense obstacle for the
bourgeoisie to rationalise the economy on a capitalist basis.

Politically, however, this imperialist strength produced one of
the weakest working classes in Europe. This political weakness
has been shown again recently in the Malvinas war and the fact
that a far lower proportion of the working class in Britain now
takes even the elementary step of voting for a party of the work-
ing class than in any other major country in Europe.

12. This political situation of the working class means that
Bennism is not a majority in the working class — which on the
contrary still is dominated by the politics of the Labour and TUC
leadership. Bennism commands the majority support of labour
movement activists but not of the masses. It is also a minority
current within the bureaucracy and will remain so in the next
period. For this reason the oppositional forces in the various di-
verse movements will continue to look to Bennism, and its
accompaniments in the trade unions such as Scargill, as the lead-
ing figures of their left political current. No serious organised
force in the working class to its left will emerge.

Under these conditions, and with periodic rises and falls and
changes of immediate central issues, ‘Bennism’ as a current with
the major political weight among Labour Party and trade union
activists will continue in the next period. It is the framework of
the next phase of politicisation of the working class movement in
Britain.

The line of advance of the working class movement and the
building of the IMG

13. From this objective situation flows the line of advance of
the working class movement and the tasks of revolutionaries.

The working class movement finds itself on the defensive
against the offensive of the ruling class. The majority leadership
of the Labour Party and TUC capitulates before this offensive. It
1s leading the Labour Party to disaster at the next general elec-
tion. The forces which oppose this line, from sections of left so-
cial democracy through to the revolutionaries, find themselves a
minority within the working class movement — although a sec-
tion of this force, the Bennites, has a major weight among work-
ing class activists and a base even among a minority of the mass-
es.

In this situation the decisive task is that of organising, politi-
cally clarifying, and centralising all those minority forces pre-
pared to fight back against the bourgeois offensive and the col-
laboration of the Labour Party and TUC leadership in this.

This line is that of the creation of a class-struggle left wing —
a united front of all those in the fabour movement, and outside it,
prepared to fight against the immediate attacks of the ruling class
and Tory government.

|4. While there is no guarantee that such a class-struggle left
wing will come into existence important elements leading in that
direction exist in the present crisis of the working class move-
ment. They include those forces who campaigned in favour of
ASLEF, who opposed the Malvinas war, in the impact of CND
in the labour movement, in the forces that ensured the election of
Scargill in the NUM, who supported Laurence Scott and other
disputes, who put through the left wing resolutions at the Labour
Party Women’s Conference, who oppose the witch hunt in the
Labour Party, who involve themselves in the struggles of youth,
who participate in the new oppositional reform movements in the
trade unions, who engage in the fight of black people against ra-
cism, who actively backed the Benn campaign for Deputy
Leadership of the Labour Party.

These forces are as yet disparate, they do not all participate in
the different movements, they are not unified, and they look in
overwhelming majority to leadership from Benn and Scargill.
But they constitute, in uneven ways, the beginning of a fight

back against the Tory government and its supporters. They are in
opposition to the line of subordination to the Tory government in
reality pursued by the Labour and TUC leadership. While of
course not endorsing every move and every formation of these
developments we want to be part of them, attempt to clarify their
base politically, and seek to centralise them. In particular it is
through taking mass campaigns and struggles into the Labour
Party, and the Labour Party into the mass campaigns and strug-
gles, that we both advance the class struggle and build the IMG.
This is in line with the orientation to joint trade union and Labour
Party action to bring down the Tories.

In this framework we must give particular attention and prior-
ity in party-building tasks to the LPYS. This will be particularly
at the centre of the fight around the witch-hunt in the next period
and, as always, it will be youth who will be particularly open in
the LP to the perspective of mass campaigning.

5. These developments and divisions in the Labour move-
ment, with inevitable periodic rises and falls, will penetrate
deeper and deeper into the working class and the Labour move-
ment in the whole coming period. The crisis of the Labour Party
which started in 1979 is only the first wave of such developments
which will more and more dominate politics in the working
class.

Whether or not such a class-struggle left wing comes into exis-
tence because it is objectively required by the situation the IMG
will gain from fighting for it. Partial developments leading in the
direction of a class struggle left wing will take place and the IMG
will be able to show the correctness of its line not merely in prop-
aganda but also through real initiatives.

The line of fighting for such a class struggle left wing includes
both support of immediate struggles of the working class and
putting forward the perspective of fighting for ‘A Labour govern-
ment committed to socialist policies’.

16. This process of differentiation and division within the
Labour movement, which is only just beginning, provides also
the framework of the building of the revolutionary party. It
shows in a small embryonic form the great process of splits and
fusions, produced by great class convulsions, out of which alone
a mass revolutionary party will be built. The individual recruits
which the IMG can make today must be educated in that funda-
mental perspective of the building of the revolutionary party as a
real process of development and differentiation in the workers
movement.

Such education means understanding that the building of a
revolutionary nucleus into a mass revolutionary party will take
many different organisational forms in different periods — open
organisation, fraction work in another organisation, full en-
tryism, fusion with other revolutionary or leftward moving cen-
trist forces. It means understanding that such a revolutionary
party will not be homogeneous on questions of ideology or tac-
tics but its unity is based on a common position of the defence of
the interests of the working class in the great class struggles
which take place internationally and nationally. The sole tactical
rule for building such a party is that we must use the means that
will take revolutionaries into the best and closest possible contact
with those forces waging the class struggle and capable of being
won to revolutionary politics.

[n the current situation of class struggle and state of develop-
ment of the working class vanguard in Britain the correct tactic
for building a class-struggle left wing and revolutionary party is
for the supporters of the Fourth International today to have as
their norm membership of the Labour Party, working to increase
their weight in the industrial unions through sending cdes into in-
dustry, and building a revolutionary youth organisation. It is out
of this that the individual recruits will be made that. with a cor-
rect political line, will provide the force to intervene in the dif-



ferentiations, splits and fusions of tomorrow.

The tactical watchwords of revolutionaries in Britain today
should be *‘Deeper into the Labour Party: Deeper into the unions:
Turn towards youth.” Within this framework, of course, periodic
adjustments must be made, in the light of concrete cir-
cumstances, regarding the amount of time and resources allo-
cated to work in the CLPs, particular unions, particular cam-
paigns, etc.

The choice for the IMG

17. The political line presented above is in counterposition to
the others presented to the organisation on two decisive issues.

(1) Neither Clynes, et al nor cde Klein present a line of ad-
vance for the British working class. The sole point on which they
agree is that the conference should allegedly be polarised around
the choice of a line of a “turn to industry’ or a line of ‘entryism’.

In reality neither of these is a line. Cde Klein rightly ridicules
the idea that the “turn to industry’ is a political line but he fails to
note that ‘entryism’ is not one either. Telling the industrial work-
ing class to make a turn to itself, or for the forces in the mass par-
ties to enter themselves, does not take the working class one step
further forward in the actual question of the political line it needs
for the class struggle. Both are simply possible tactics for build-
ing the IMG.

But tactics for a small revolutionary group are not a line for the
class struggle. The idea that the conference must start by polaris-
ing on ‘entryism’ or ‘the turn to industry’ should be thrown out of
the window. The conference should start by deciding its view of
the objective situation of the class struggle and the tasks of the
working class, and political line for revolutionaries, which flow
from this. Then it should decide its tactics.

Both cde Clynes, et al, in a theorised way. and cde Klein, not
in a theorised fashion but in the actual documents presented,
have a wrong starting point for the construction of a political
line.

(2) As regards the dynamics of the working class struggle
cdes Clynes. et al have a totally wrong strategic framework both
as regards the imperialist countries in general and Britain. They
totally fail to understand the nature of the development of politics
— that as the working class moves into struggle it will be in-
creasingly forced to confront politics. To do that it will increas-
ingly turn, first in influence and then increasingly in organisa-
tion, to the only mass political instrument it knows — the mass
reformist working class parties. The dynamic of the working
class over a long period is therefore precisely into these parties
around overtly political 1ssues. This is also why the only perspec-
tive of the building of mass revolutionary parties is out of splits
and fusions with forces of the mass workers parties. The entire
perspective of Clynes, et al, of the revolutionary party basing it-
self on a radicalisation by-passing from below the mass working
class parties and growing by individual recruitment is totally
wrong. It has nothing to do with the real dynamic of working
class radicalisation and would make the IMG an economistic
sect.

(3) Cde Klein has an understanding, linked to a grasp of the
strength of the imperialist ruling classes, to the importance of the
question of the mass parties. But he has a wrong view of the ac-
tual situation of the mass working class organisations in Europe
and Britain. He greatly underestimates the weight of the trade
unions, and also of the mass campaign organisations, and greatly
overestimates the weight of individual membership organisations
such as the Constituency Labour Parties. For this reason he pro-
poses incorrect tactics far too narrowly centred on the CLPs,
makes an illegitimate generalisation regarding the mass parties
from Britain to the whole of Europe, and does not direct the IMG
towards the forces, in particular young people, from which it can

grow.

|8. Finally these overall differences concentrate themselves
at the conference in the decisive tactical question on British per-
spectives — the political attitude to the Benn current and of the
attitude to formations such as the CND, the new reform move-
ments in the trade unions, the opposition to the Malvinas war,
Scargillism in the trade unions etc. In short what attitude to take
to the various opposition and mass united front movements
which have developed.

The position of this document is that Bennism, Scargillism,
and a whole series of other trends are and will remain in the next
phase a minority within the workers movement. They will be in
opposition to a majority Labour/TUC bureaucracy around Foot,
Murray. etc.

These minorities are, however, ones with a base in the masses
and support among labour movement activists which is tremend-
ously strong compared to the IMG. Because they are in opposi-
tion to this right wing leadership there will not be any serious
current moving and organising itself to the left of Benn/Scargill.

- On the contrary the Benn/Scargill current, which itself rests on a

whole series of uneven and different oppositional currents will be
the framework of the next major phase of politicisation of the
working class and oppressed.

The part of the Bennite development which most fundamen-
tally interests the IMG is of course its base. However precisely
because these developments in the base see themselves as part of
a current in the Labour Party, trade unions. and mass movements
whose expression is Benn and Scargill we also want to try to be
a part, the revolutionary Marxist part, of the leadership of these
movements.

From this flows our fundamental attitude to the organised op-
position developments which in general look for political leader-
ship to the Labour left and Benn/Scargill. We do not of course
endorse every single one of these developments, its tactics etc.
But our fundamental attitude is positive. We welcome these de-
velopments, seek to politically clarify them, seek to centralise
them.

This means getting right, as the fundamental task on British
perspectives at this conference, our attitude to Bennism. It is en-
tirely possible to be in the Labour Party and pursuing a
thoroughly sectarian and hopeless course — as can be seen
clearly, together with political opportunism. with the Militant
group. The key issue is what political attitude to take to the Benn
current and to the Benn/Scargill/Broad Left and other groupings
in the trade unions, Labour Party, and mass campaigns.

We propose as a general tactic to participate in these develop-
ments as a major part of the overall work of the IMG and to take
the organisational measures (work in the Labour Party, sending
forces into the industrial unions, orienting to young people) that
will allow us to do so. Cde Clynes et al present a totally de-
magogic line of going essentially over the heads of these move-
ments to work ‘in the masses’ or among supposed ‘revolution-
aries of action’ (in reality left Labourites and centrists), through
a false conception of a turn to industry and ‘talking socialism on
the job’. This is based on a thoroughly wrong view of the class
relation of forces and the relation of forces inside the working
class movement.

Cde Klein fails to see the way in which the crisis of Labour is
a crisis of the whole Labour movement, involving far wider
forces than the CLPs, and fails to project correct tactics for inter-
vening in and linking up with these forces.

In conclusion

The class struggle in Britain is going to be hard, long, and dif-
ficult. It faces a powerful and utterly ruthless enemy. The British
Labour movement is led by reformist forces who are rotten to the
core and who will cling to British imperialism in its decline just




as tightly as they did in its rise. The majority of the British work-
ing class will not rapidly be won from the leadership of these
forces and the power of capital which supports them. The defeats
of the Malvinas war and the ASLEF strike will unfortunately be
very far from the last that will be imposed on the workers move-
ment.

But something exciting is happening in British politics. The
very decline of British imperialism which is propelling the
bourgeois offensive and the decline of Labour reformism is also
pushing forces into opposition to these policies in a way, and
with a perspective, not seen before.

The working class movement in Britain is not smashed. De-
spite the defeats, throughout the 1980s there will continue to be
crises and mass struggles that will increasingly shake British
politics. Those who stood out against the Malvinas war, who
supported ASLEF, who actively fight back against the attacks of
Thatcher and the line of the Labour Party and TUC leadership are
very much a minority. But they are no longer simply a minority
of students or “intellectuals’. They are a minority increasingly
working class in composition and increasingly based in the
labour movement. Their most dynamic part is above all based

among young people. These forces are only going to grow in the
next period.

It is in these real processes of development of the working
class and oppressed that the IMG must base itself so it becomes
increasingly not only an organisation with an international prog-
ramme and affiliation but a growing integral part of the British
labour movement.

To do this means defending, not abandoning, our international
political programme. It means the centrality of politics. But it
does mean abandoning empty rhetoric about the relation of
forces in Britain, about the real weight of different forces in the
labour movement, and the goals which the IMG must set itself.
[t must cease regarding its tactics as in any way a line or the cen-
tral concerns for the working class in Britain.

At this conference this means concretely

(1) Asserting, defending and developing the politics of
Trotskyism and the Fourth International against the attacks made
on it inside our organisation.

(11) Having a correct political attitude towards, and breaking
with sectarianism towards, the Bennite current in the Labour
Party and trade unions.




Proposed Amendments to the Draft Theses on the International Situation

By Pekka Haapakoski
Central Committee member of the Socialist Party, Swedish section of the Fourth International

[The “Theses on the International Situation”, adopted by a
majority of the United Secretariat in October 1983, were pub-
lished in /IDB, Vol. XIX, No. 4, December 1983.]

* * *

Page 3, left column, paragraph 9:

Replace the entire paragraph with:

The emerging revolutionary process in Central America,
which can come to extend the socialist revolution to this area, is
a crucial challenge to imperialism. It demonstrates in practice the
possibility of revolutionary victories at the very moment when
the social and political crisis in southern Latin America is open-
ing quantitatively still more important revolutionary possibilities
in this part of the continent.

* o %

Page 4, right column, paragraph 2:
The sentence beginning “Soviet intervention . .
cut.

. should be

* % +

Page 5, right column, paragraph 5:

The two first sentences should be replaced by the following:

This aggravation of inter-imperialist competition is taking
place when the supremacy of American imperialism has seri-
ously declined. The productivity advantages it enjoyed for sev-
eral decades over its main European or Japanese competitors
have been eroded (cars, steel, machine tools, electrical equip-
ment, robots). Today American imperialists have been widely
bypassed by leading European powers in African markets and by
Japanese capital in important parts of Asia. Moreover, both
Japanese and European imperialists are increasingly beginning to
challenge the hegemony of American capital in parts of Middle
East and Latin America and indeed in American home markets.
In the markets of the European bureaucratized workers’ states the
European imperialists have gained important bridgeheads and
are aggressively interested in keeping these, which increases
their economic and political contradictions with the U.S.

* * *

Page 6, left column, paragraph 4:

Add to the end of the paragraph:

Further factors weakening the position of Japanese im-
perialism in the inter-imperialist competition are its extreme de-
pendence on imported raw materials and its obvious lack of
means to defend its positions by political/military methods in the
style of U.S. or even European imperialists. That is why it may
well be that the Japanese exports will be the main Pictim of the
next wave of protectionism in the emerging inter-imperialist eco-
nomic warfare.

" s %

Page 6, right column, paragraph 7:

Replace entire paragraph with:

On the other hand the reformist electoral victories in France,
Greece, and Spain, and to a lesser degree even Sweden, express
in a deformed way the basic social relationship of forces and the

opposition of the working masses to the growing unemployment
and continuous eroding of their living conditions, which in ab-
sence of any class-struggle alternative is channelled to the elec-
toral level. But the dynamic of these reformist “victories” is even
in most favorable cases limited by the fact that they take place
after a period of setbacks and division of the workers’ movement
and not as a result of mighty workers’ mobilizations demanding
immediate anticapitalist actions. Under these conditions the re-
formist governments are still acceptable — even though not pre-
ferable — alternatives for the bourgeoisies, and revolutionaries
have few if any short term possibilities to bypass the reformists
by mobilizing the masses around their broken promises.

* * *

Page 7, right column, paragraph 2:

The three last sentences should be replaced with:

The nitial fightback, which involves sectors of the black and
white working class and unemployed masses of minority ghet-
toes, will continue to develop. Such struggles could go as far as
raising the question of working class political independence, a
break with the two-party system and emergence of a labor party,
especially because the next Democratic presidential campaign
will on the level of concrete commitments have nothing qualita-
tively different from Reagan austerity to offer. The struggle for
the emergence of a mass multiracial labor party, independent of
the bourgeoisie, is becoming more and more relevant.

* & *

Page 10, right column, paragraphs 3-5:

Replace all three paragraphs with:

In Iran the original mass movement that toppled the Shah’s re-
gime consisted of both reactionary and progressive opponents of
the monarchy, but the capitulation of the left in front of
Khomeiny and its inability to understand what he represented
soon helped him to consolidate his position as the unquestionable
leader of the “Iranian revolution”. With the help of the newly
won state power and his organized mass base among the tradi-
tional petty bourgeoisie and the marginalized unemployed mass-
es he could start beating down every progressive movement and
layer with a fierce repression just a few months after the upris-
ing. Elementary democratic rights were flouted. The organiza-
tions of the workers and progressive movement were declared il-
legal. The labor law denies the workers any possibility to or-
ganize. Women are deprived of their most elementary human
rights. A bloody war is being waged against the Kurds. Even the
extremely limited gains that the peasants made during the Shah’s
land reform are partially lost. The political and social roots of the
Khomeiny movement lay essentially in the pre-capitalist past and
this is the basic reason why it shows such uncompromising hos-
tility to every progressive class and tendency in the Iranian soci-
ety. While it is unable to effectively run and stabilize the modern
capitalist system in Iran or to win social support among any mod-
ern social class, it can only rule with the help of bloody, indis-
criminate repression and by permanent mobilization of its sup-
porters to false campaigns against external enemies (embassy oc-
cupation 1979-81 and the war against Iraq since 1980).

Parallel with its anti-imperialist demagogy the regime has all



the time kept open its channels to various imperialist forces, first
secretly through countries like Israel and Pakistan, but lately
even directly. After gaining the upper hand in its war against Iraq
the regime has been in the position to again increase its oil in-
come and to use it to boost its wavering position. The Shiite
hierarchy has used the oil revenues to build a vast patronage net-
work, based on a multitude of organizations and institutions con-
trolled by the IRP. The pasdarans (guardians of the revolution)
and the army left by the old regime, slowly came to fuse in 1983,
in the course of the war against Iraq.

The Iranian uprising, which mobilized millions of workers,
peasants, and plebeian masses, confirms once again that there is
no mechanical continuity automatically leading even the most
massive mobilization to the road of permanent revolution. Even
in cases where the quantitative weight of the proletariat and of
workers organizations in the mass movement is great the result of
the process 1s in no way given. In absence of workers organiza-
tional and political independence from the very first stages of the
struggle and in absence of a clear revolutionary socialist alterna-
tive confronting all bourgeois, petty bourgeois or even pre-
bourgeois projects inside the mass movements the danger is still
great that workers fall behind these misleaders of the movement,
which can only lead to inevitable defeats.

* * *

Page 11, left column, paragraphs 2-4:

Replace all three paragraphs with:

By contrast, in the present phase, the revolutionary process in
Central America — especially in Nicaragua, El Salvador, and
Guatemala — opens obvious possibilities to advance in the direc-
tion of socialist revolution despite the many hesitations and grave
political shortcomings of the present leaderships of the masses in
these countries. Imperialists have grasped the full significance of
this situation and are using all available means to stop further
revolutionary advances — on one hand by escalating counterrev-
olutionary military offensives (occupation of Grenada and grow-
ing support for “contras” in Nicaragua), on the other hand by try-
ing to pressure the leaderships to maximum concessions at the
negotiating table (the Contadora plan, etc.).

At the same time class struggles in the southern cone of Latin
America are entering a new phase and opening perspectives for
making qualitatively higher revolutionary advances than in Cen-
tral America. In Bolivia the organizations of workers and peas-
ants have forced the bourgeois reformist government of Siles
Suazo to make concession after concession to their demands and
extended their struggle ever more consciously to the terrain of
the control of the basic aspects of the economy. In Argentina the
new civilian regime of Alfonsin is trying to temporarily satisfy
the demands of the masses by prosecuting some of the military
butchers of the previous regime, but without any base in the trade
unions his regime has few means to force his version of austerity
policy to the working class at medium term. In Chile the mass
mobilizations against the isolated and totally discredited
Pinochet-regime are growing month by month and drawing new
support from practically all social classes at the same time as it is
getting obvious that the Christian Democratic attempts to limit
the protest movement to a tool of pressure politics under its
leadership has failed. The time when the masses will definitively
settle accounts with the dictatorship and its butchers is not far
away. In Uruguay a similar mass movement against the military
dictatorship is growing month by month and in Brazil the grow-
ing misery of the masses and mass unemployment are creating
ever more militant forms of mass protest.

¥ * *

Page 12, left column, paragraph 1:

Replace the entire paragraph with:

The bureaucratically deformed and degenerated workers states
in Soviet Union, Eastern Europe, China, Korea, Indochina, and
Cuba have during the last decades in various degrees been ex-
periencing a growing crisis of bureaucratic rule. Its main expres-
sions, especially in the Soviet Union, some Eastern European
countries, and China, have been a direct stagnation of the eco-
nomic growth and growing discontent among the masses. In the
case of Poland this rapidly grew into dimensions of a potentially
revolutionary mass movement 1980-81. This crisis has been en-
hanced by the crisis of the imperialist system, but it is not the
mere extension of the latter. It has its own specific causes and
roots in the dual character of these states as deformed/degener-
ated workers states and in the contradictions inherent in bureau-
cratic management of a planned economy.

* * *

Page 14, left column, paragraph 1:
Strike out the entire paragraph.

* * *

Page 14, left column, last paragraph (continuing on the top of the
right column):

Replace entire paragraph with:

The fatal main weakness of Solidarnosc as the existing leader-
ship of Polish working class can be analyzed on two levels,
which of course have logical connection with each other. On po-
litical-ideological level it was born as a kind of negative mirror
image of the rotten bureaucratic ruling caste and the kind of ‘real
socialism’ this represented. The politics and ideology of Solidar-
nosc was in a high degree developed by putting a minus where
the bureaucracy put a plus. That 1s why the developing opposi-
tion, despite its overwhelmingly proletarian composition sought
many elements of its ideology from bourgeois sources in the pre-
Stalinist Polish past and in the capitalist West: the Catholic ideol-
ogy of the Polish church, the pervading Polish nationalism, the
idealization of the Pilsudski-era and even deep illusions in the
‘democratic and human rights traditions’ of the capitalist West
combined with blindness for the few but real gains that exist even
in the deformed framework of ‘real socialism’.

These elements of non-proletarian ideologies and a spontane-
ous rejection of everything connected with the only form of
‘socialism’ that the Polish workers knew led the Solidarnosc
leadership to many gravely wrong political positions, dangerous
concessions to hostile social forces and to a failure of developing
alternative model for a socialist development — based on demo-
cratic planning and workers democracy on bases of collectivized
property relations. The repeated appeals to bourgeois forces in
the West, the readiness to allow the IMF a say in running the
Polish economy, the uncritical support to privatization demands
of Polish peasants and the projected abolishing of central plan-
ning as the guideline of the economy are the gravest examples of
these political mistakes of the 1980-1981 period.

None of these weaknesses of course in any way motivates a
hesitation in unconditional support for the organizations and
struggles of the Polish proletariat, either before or after the Jarus-
zelski coup. Despite its political weaknesses the leadership of the
Polish proletariat during its struggle developed a long series of
demands that belong to any antibureaucratic political revolution
in workers’ states: abolishing of bureaucratic privileges and cen-
sorship, dissolving of the repressive organs, free trade unions
and full rights to strike, workers’ self management and even
workers’ militia. If the Polish workers had succeeded in taking
the power with this program, it would have been a tremendous
step forward, not only for them, but for all the workers of the
world. Because of the political weaknesses of the leadership it




would not have guaranteed the necessary economic policies for
the advancement towards a classless socialist society and it
would probably even have created new problems on this road.
But it would have created a totally new framework for a political
struggle for a revolutionary marxist alternative and a staging
point for spreading the political revolution to all Eastern Europe
and to the USSR itself.

But the Solidarnosc leadership had another fatal weakness, on
the level of its political strategy: its inability to see the necessity
of fighting for the overthrowing of the bureaucracy and conquer-
ing the power. After more than a year of vulgar reformist illu-
sions of ‘coexistence of state and civil society’ and/or gradual
gaining of the power bit by bit, the most advanced elements of
Solidarnosc began to see the necessity to overthrow the bureauc-
racy by ‘active strikes’, workers’ militias and a revolutionary
general strike, but the Jaruszelski coup came between.

Even after the coup, under the traumatic experiences of the
military dictatorship important parts of Solidarnosc leadership
have been slow in drawing the necessary conclusions of the de-
feat and starting to prepare for an insurrectionary general strike.
Before a sufficiently authoritative underground leadership,
united around this kind of perspective, emerges from the present
disputes, the resistance cannot hope to win any decisive gains in
the struggle against the bureaucratic military dictatorship.

Revolutionary Marxists reject however any defeatism which
consists in subordinating the possibility of political revolution in
Eastern Europe to the breaking out of a vast mass opposition in
the USSR. What the Polish events have demonstrated, confirms
in practice one of the basic lessons of Marxism — the pro-
letariat’s immense potential for mobilization, self-organization,
creativity and capacity to reorganize the society on historically
and objectively socialist bases, once it represents the majority of
the working people. In the future, in the USSR, China, and all
other present workers states there will be similar explosions. The
Polish events verify two theoretical bases of revolutionary marx-
ism: the actuality of proletarian revolution and the necessity of a
revolutionary leadership, equal to the tasks of the period and thus
able to correctly lead it.

The Polish proletariat suffered a real defeat on December 13,
1981. But it did not come away emptyhanded. The bureaucracy
has tactically succeeded, but it is far from having restabilized its
dictatorship. The workers maintain elements of organization
which are more limited and less effective than the legal pos-
sibilities they had 1980-81. A capacity and will of resistance still
exists, even though only sporadically and not on a continual
basis. Above all they have acquired an enormous experience, the
consequences of which in terms of vanguard consciousness and
organization will be fertile — including for stimulating the re-
birth of Marxism among the Polish proletariat itself and in all
Eastern Europe. Revolutionary Marxists will take part in all ef-
forts to organize a broader antibureaucratic and anticapitalist
vanguard. They will do all they can to reanimate any initiatives
of mass self-organization.

At the same time they will comradely but firmly criticize all
the political and ideological weaknesses of the emerging leader-
ships and to raise the full program for political revolution, dem-
ocratic centralist planning, workers democracy dafd uncom-
promising internationalism in their work in these states. They
will continue and extend their efforts to build specifically revolu-
tionary Marxist parties, linked to the Fourth International, and to
create the necessary cadres and publications for winning the
workers to a program that corresponds to their objective interests
and aspirations as a class.

* % *

Page 16

11

Replace points 30 and 31 with:

30) The present crisis of world capitalism is steadily
strengthening its political and economic tendencies to stake on
massive rearmament and thus increasing the danger of war.
Since the late seventies there has been a gradual shift in the im-
perialist strategy from the short-lived ‘detente’ towards a new
cold war, which has come to full bloom during the present
Reagan regime in the USA. This change corresponds to several
parallel needs and objectives:

® The growing arms race is helping to provide a new “replace-
ment market’ that will allow the profit rates to increase. that is
for production to expand, without increasing the standard of liv-
ing of the masses. During the present crisis the arms indusiries
remain one of the few branches increasing their profits from year
to year, and their markets are steadily growing inside the im-

- perialist countries as well as in the ‘third world’.

® After the humiliating defeats in Indochina, Angola, Iran.
and Nicaragua imperialism has a burning need to rebuild a
strong, mobile, and effective strike force to stop any further ad-
vances of revolutionary movements and national liberation
forces in the semicolonial and dependent countries, or as a last
resort even in imperialist countries themselves.

® The ultimate objective of imperialism’s massive arms race
and new cold war is however not limited to stopping new ad-
vances of world revolution. Starting to ‘roll back’ the previous
revolutions 1s one of the goals of the present massive rearmament
cycle. By steadily increasing its military pressure against smaller
workers states like Vietnam, Cambodia, Cuba or even states like
Sandinista Nicaragua, imperialism is trying to weaken and de-
stabilize them both directly and indirectly (indirectly by forcing
them to channel ever growing parts of their resources to military
purposes), and to prepare ground for eliminating their revolu-
tionary gains and reconquering their markets.

® [n the case of the strongest workers states, the Soviet Union
and China, which possess nuclear strike forces, the ultimate aims
of imperialism are the same: eliminating their objective effects
on the international class struggle and reconquering their lost ter-
ritories. Especially in the case of the Soviet Union American im-
perialism has lost its detente illusions of Soviet bureaucrats as ef-
Jfective tools in stopping revolutionary upheavals and is now hec-
tically preparing to confront Soviet by military force wherever it
tries to help forces fighting against imperialism. This is the sig-
nificance of the massive American buildup of an entire new gen-
eration of strategic nuclear weapons and of the speeches of win-
ning a nuclear war. The American ruling class is trying to devel-
op a nuclear “first strike capacity’ because it is coolly calculating
that somewhere on the road of its present counterrevolutionary
offensive it may have to confront the Soviet Union by nuclear
force and in such a situation be able to wipe it out with one
mighty ‘first strike’. Without planning to start a nuclear war
against the Soviet Union the U.S. ruling class is counting on a
probable future ‘necessity’ of it and preparing for this purpose.
In this sense the destruction of the Soviet Union is the ultimate
logic of the present nuclear arms race. The utter irrationality of
this kind of logic is just one more proof of the thoroughly irra-
tional character of capitalism itself.

31) The arms race is not confined to the escalation of nuclear
weapons, far from it. It should be noted in particular that 10 per-
cent of the U.S. military budget are allocated to these weapons,
while 25 percent go towards interventions in so-called third
world countries. The remainder goes to conventional weapons,
chemical weapons, and research. Nevertheless, the specter of the
nuclear holocaust is not the product of some great irrational fear.
It corresponds to the qualitative transformation of the means of
destruction since World War II. Their murderous potential has
advanced more in the last 30 years than in the period stretching



from the age of the sling to World War 1.

The nuclear destruction capacity which already exists at the
threshold of the eighties represents more than one million
Hiroshimas and the possibility of annihilating the entire popula-
tion of the planet 20 times over. The French nuclear arsenal
alone — although it may appear dwarfish — represents 1,000
potential Hiroshimas. A nuclear world war would signal human-
ity’s collapse into barbarism and perhaps the destruction of all
human life from the face of the Earth.

As it is, the risks of accidents and the outbreak of localized nu-
clear conflicts are increasing for political as well as military
reasons as a result of the development of a whole gamut of
sophisticated weaponry, including chemical weapons, which are
beginning to bridge the gap which had existed between conven-
tional and nuclear weapons. The possession of nuclear arms by a
growing number of relatively independent reactionary regimes
(Israel, South Africa, Pakistan?, Argentina?, Brazil?) and the
growing temptation to use them in regional wars (Middle East,
southern Africa) is also rapidly increasing the danger of nuclear
war, as well as the ever bolder counterrevolutionary interven-
tions of U.S. and other main imperialist powers on areas where
the Soviet Union and its allies have important interests at stake.

It would be as irresponsible to deny the possibility of nuclear
war as it is to declare its inevitability. Arguments like ‘war 1s not
possible before capitalists have defeated the working class’ or
‘capitalists are rational beings and do not want to destroy their
own base of wealth’ are not valid in the age of nuclear weapons.
Nuclear wars are not started by armed workers in uniforms nor
stopped by popular demonstrations once started. And capitalism
is not a rational system, but a system full of contradictions and
often forced to situations that are far from wanted or rationally
calculated.

A thermonuclear war would signal humanity’s collapse into
barbarism or its total annihilation. This implies a qualitative dif-
ference with the First and Second World Wars in relation to the
po