


I. INTRODUCTION

Since October, 1975, there have developed serious differences
betweenn the ISUS and the ISGB in alalysing the events of the Port-
uguese revolutiorn, and in relating to the leading revolutionary
group in Portugal, the PRP. -

The positiong of the ISGB have been put forward inh numerous
articles in their newspaper, Socialist Worker, in 11 articles in
their magazine, International Socialism, and in ‘two pamphlets,
Portugal at the Crossroads, and The Lessons gﬁéthe 25th November.

The purpose of this document is not to recount this material.
It is readily available to all IS members. The point instead is to
defend several of the positions taken by the ISGB, in light of various
charges made against them, including in the EC document, "In Defense
of the PRP -‘a Reply to the British I18."

The main points of the British IS position on Portugal are neérly
all to be found in two pamphlets: Portugal 'at the Crossro§q§ , by
Tony Cliff, and alsoc by Tony Cliff and Chris Harmon, An Ope1 Letter
to the Portuguese Revolution. These pamphlets deal with all the -
chief questions of the Portuguese revolution - the army, the
relationship to Africa, the political parties and so on. The main
purpose of the pamphlets was to argue for building a mass revolutionary
workers party.

Cliff clearly identifies the PRP as the best of the Portuguese
left, and the group in the best pesition to build such a party. He
also recognizes, however, theé dangers facing the Portuguese left,
including the weaknesses shared by the PRP. These are a tendency
to adapt to the prevailing 'apartyism', that is the hostility to
political organizations in Portugal.. Also, the tendency to rely on'*
and look to the left military, in the absence of a mass workers party.

Cliff argues that above all else the PRP must redouble its
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efforts to build the party, and that whatever the past benefits of
'apartyism’', it has now outlived its usefulness. He argues that
the PRP must root itself in the working class, in the factories and
workers commissions.

Further, Cliff warns against the dangers of a right wing coup,
and he argues against agitating for insurrection prematurely, that
is, in advance of the construction of a revolutionary workers party
and workers soviets. He writes that the immediate task of the PRP the
working class to defend itself in the event of such a coup, and that
a successful defense can move the revolution forward, and provide the
basis for building a mass revolutionary workers party. h PR

SRR,

In fact, exactly what Cliff predicted happened, though it took
both the PRP and the ISUS by surprise (See Workers Power #137). N
Nevertheless, the precise meaning of the. events of November 25_?L “
is now contested. In particular, the ISUS EC argued that the pam-
phlet The Lessons of the 25th November: is. wrong, though now it Seems
that the EC finds fault in Portugal at the Crossroads as well.

. .Since November 25, new disputes have ariséﬁ”cOnCerning‘ the’
strategy for building .the revolutionary party in Portugal, ‘but we
_believe the heart of the dispute is still to be found in the analysis
of the 25th November. We believe that the lessons of the 25th
November is that the PRP showed serious weakness in its strategy for
‘building the party, the very weaknesses warned of in portugal ‘at

the crossroads. We believe that the ISUS EC, in"failing to face up
to. these lessons, has adapted to the politics 6f the PRP, and
consequently, has continued to misunderstand thé course of the Port-
uguese revolution. o '

v Since November .25, of course, the situation in Portugal has
drastically changed. The Portugquese working class, until this
point, was on the offensive. The right wing coup put it on the
defensive.  The ISGB, then, argued that there was still time to build
a .revolutionary party, that the working class was still strong and
undefeated. The PRP, however, would have to drastically change ité}
course. . It would have to recognize that, with the class now on the
defensive, the struggles for partial; economic demands would take
precedence, including fighting in the unions. And, the PRP, if it
was to build itself, would have to use its paper, and begin by vast-
ly improving it. It should run candidates in the parliamentary
elections.. And, it would have to recruit large numbers of workers.

The EC document, "In Defense of the PRP - A Reply to the
British IS" argues each of these points. It also makes charges
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ranging from the ISGB'sLaliéged failure-to do its international work
properly to attempting to start a faction fight in the PRP. It
imagines UDP supporters in the closets. The EC also makes various
charges that are only spoken, or reserved for the heat of conventions.

We will try to stick to the main points, however especially those
that relate to the question of party and class, building the revolu---
tionary party. These are 1) the question of the insurrection, 2) the
PRP's strategy on the party ( and its paper), 3) the struggle for
economic and partial demands, and 4) the elections.

II. THE ARMED INSURRECTION

The period, in Portugaliffom August through November, 1275, was
one ofpermanent crisis. The Sixth Provisional Government was in full
retreat. The masses were increasingly inSurrectionafy,  The army was
in disarray; the rank and flle soldiers and sailors were on the verge
of a full scale revolt. Yet there existed no revolutionary party.

It was agalnst ‘this background that the gquestions of the party,
the insurrection, and Blanquism were raised.

In Portugal at the Crossroads, Cliff wrote:

'of the urgent need to organize workers and soldiers
councils. The councils must be widespread, organi:zed
across the whole working class and not only its vanguard.
The PRP-BR deserves real credit for urging the formatioch
of REvolutlonary Councxls of Workers, Soldiers and Sailors
(CRTSMs). The CRTSMs demonstration of June 17 of some
40,000 people was very fine. But this was only the van-
guard - ie workers, soldiers, and sailors who should be in
the revolutionary party. The real councils must organize
for more people with far greater uneveness in their levels
of consciousness. (p. 44)

Cliff also argued for arming the workers and creating workers
militias. He made the case for building a united front to "defend
workers organizations from reaction." Most importantly, he repeated
the central role of the revolutionary party:

n"Fd;'the working class to take:and hold power a revolutionary
party is necessary.” -
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».,.many non-party institutions can play a part in the
revolutionary process, workers councils in particular can
play an almost indispensible part, but without a revolution-
ary workers party, the working class, as a class, cannot ;

rule."

It was in this context that Cllff warned of the dangers of
Blanqulsm, or of substituting a mllltary force for the worklng class, "

in the absence of a revolutionary party.

In Lenin's words:

."military conspiracy is Blanquism is it is organized nmnot

by a party of a definate class, if the organizers have not
analysed the political moment in general and the internation-
al situation in particular, and if the party has not on 1ts g
side the sympathy of the majority of the people, as

proved by objective facts..."

Why raise the danger? First, the military was clearly a leading
force in Portugal. On numerous occasions sections of the military
moved the revolution forward. Second, in the months before November,
the rank and file of the army was increasingly insurrectionary. The
revolutionary soldiers and sailors had moved far to the left of the

advanced workers.

And finally, in the PRP itself, there was confusion on the
question of the party, on the role of the military and on other
important related questions. The PRP's program read:

"The existence of a large party organization is not

a necessary condition for socialist revolution. Nor

is it necessary for the mass organizations of the working
class. Historical experience has shown that neither the
Soviet revolution nor the Cuban revolution needed large
parties in order to organize people and seize power. In
the case of Cuba, neither a large nor small party was
needed. The Bolshevik party had three thousand members
when the October revolution took place." / It had
240,000. BW_/ (From the Draft Program of the PRP-BR
published in Revolucao, September 9, 1975. Translated by
the People's Translation Service.)

There was clearly confusion in the PRP-BR, and it was in part
in response to this confusion that the ISUS EC itself was forced
to write in January, 1976, "Soviets and a revoluticnary party
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(are the)essential ingredients for prolétarian rule...without a
revolutionary party to lead the insurrection to smash the state,
the:counterrevolution will triumph." (NC document January 1976)

gtill the ISUS EC insists that no such confusion existed, that
it has no differences on the question of the party with the PRP
“4nd that it is "ridiculous" to warn revolutionaries not to moblize
for armed insurrection wihtout a mass party. (EC document p. 13).

Of course it was not'ridiculous" at all, and Cliff was ‘quite
correct to warn the.PRP not to agitate for an armed insurrection
when there was no mass revolutionary workers party and'whén there
were no soviets to defend the insurrection. Furthermore, 'Cliff
warned that since soviets did not exist, and since the greéat mass of
the working ¢las had not yet clearly been broken from reformism -
that is the Communist Party ~ that the right;ﬁihg would attempt to
provoke a coup to smash the revolution.

"The right will do its utmost to provoke a premature
rising without workers councils. It would welcome a
revolutionary coup based on the actions of the left wing
regiments - if the workers did not move and build councils."

(Socialist Worker 10/11/75) -

And again:-

"With the massive power of the SUV and FUR, and with
the right ..doing its best to provoke the proletariat, it
may be very tempting to launch a proletarian revolution
without the two key weapons for the seizure of power -
the Soviet and a mass revolutionary party." (draft' of’ -
open letter). BT PR
Here we should once again refer to what actually happened on
November 25. The right wing did in fact provoke several left wing
regiments. The CP acted as an accomplice, first moving troops into
action, then holding others back, but using ali’iﬁgfgbwéf“and in-
fluence to keep the workers from moving. The soldiers that-did
go out, looked behind them, and they saw no workers, and as pre-
dicted (and as might be expected) they returnedﬁtb_thé‘barracks.

The right wing then moved to build and ﬁhén‘CQnSOIidate a
successful coup.

Naturally, this resulted in the complete defeat of the left
wing movement in the army, but this too had been predicted. On'
October 25, Cliff wrote, "The unevenness (between the workers and
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the soldiers) cannot go on forever. If the workers will not rise

to the level of the revolutionary soldiers, there is a great danger
that the soldiers level of consciousness will go down to the level
of the workers."({(10/25/75 SW). '

There is another point that should be introduced here. The PRP
did not understand the strength of reformism in the Portuguese work-
ing class, and consequently vastly underestimated the ability of the
CP to hold back the masses of workers and soldiers. In fact, the
PRP's position that the CP was weak and incapable of decisively
influencing the masses was well known. It was because of this that
Cliff, once again, wrote:

"The revolutionary left will find that it is impossible
to solve the crisis because the CP, however much it has
Jost its ability to mobilize, is still strong enough to
de prevent workers from moving in a revolutionary direction."
. . N(SW 10/25/75).

, The PRP and’ the ISUS, apparently, disagreed, and still disagree
on. thls. " In fact, the EC document states that Cliff's warnings on
these subjects were’ "worthless," and no doubt some EC supporters
will think that this whole discussion is worthless. That's certainly
their right. But for the Portuguese revolution, these distinctions
(including these warnings) were important: the mistakes proved very
costly indeed.

"FinaIle'we'repeat all this is not brought up for nothing. Nc,
the PRP was not Blanquist; it did not attempt a military coup in
November. But that is not the point. The problem is that confusion
on the role of the'party, plus not undergtanding the distinction
between propagandizing for insurrection and agitating for it,
prevented the PRP from adopting a strategy that could have any chance
of success. That means a strategy based on organizing to defend the
revolution in the event of a.right wing coup, or warning the workers
of the CPs strength and duplicity, and so on.

One last point. ‘The ISUS EC continues to protest that there was,
and is, no such €onfusion. .Yet, how can we help but suspect that the
Wworkers' Powér’headlinea“%Nov.%Qa;:1975) "aAll pPower to the Portuguese
Workers" not only reflected the #onfusion of the PRP, but was a clear
indigation that thi¢ ‘confu g§ﬁfhad infected the ISUS.

III. THE PRP, THE UNIONS, AND-: WORKERS' COMMISSIONS

“JThe EC document argﬁe5=that,the_PRb consistently works in the
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unions, that it contests for power in the workers' commissions, and
that it does not ignore economic demands, etc. In addition, it says
that any criticism of the PRP in this regard is "factually ridiculous."”

in ISJ #87, "Portugal, the Last Three Months," Cliff writes
that “the PRP has not shown "any clear radical change or direction
towards the industrial struggle towards active participation in
trade union affairs, and towards fighting for the leadership of the
workers!' commissions."

He offered the following as evidence of this:

1) In five issues of the PRP paper, Revolucao, out of 72 pages,
only 6% dealt with industrial struggles, covering six strikes in all.
This was assopposed to 15 pages devoted to the military.

2) Setnave was once strongly influenced by the PRP. On: December
16, 1975, voting took place on a program of action for the workers'
commission. Proposal A., put forward by the CRTSM (backed by the PRP
and others¥. got only 142 votes. This was against 862 votes for the CP,
240 votes for the PS/MRPP program, 240 votes for the UDP program, and
18 votes for the LCI.

3) When a new workers' commission was elected for Setnave on
January 7, 1976, the CP .gained 32 seats, the PRP 1, FEC-ML 1, and
UDP 1. This was a.crushing defeat for the PRP. The main cause was
simples the PRP called on the workers to vote for the best militants
without paying attention to party affiliation, while the CP, in its
plant newsletter put forward an unofficial slate. The PRP did not
even present a list of whom it thought the best mllltants were.

.These examples are but a few among many. There are also the
reports of the ISUS members, including Joan's account of the November
construction workers' strike where "...the PRP stood helplessly by
watching the mobilizations, doing little, in an obvious way, to
intervene."

?here is Diane's report that the PRP's strategy was "to bypass
the tZade union leadership and structure."”

Milt commentélon returning for a visit to Portugal in January,
1976; ' -

“The unions which the PRP refuses to work in either because
they are suPpﬂséorto be uselessror :because they are controlled by
other partles, are, acting on the issue of the cost of living.'



8

The EC also attempts to denigrate the ISGB's strategy of in-
volvement in ecomomic struggles as unsuited to revolutionary periods:
"It is true(and the ISGB does not seem to recognize) that in a
revolution, the *partial' demands of an economic struggle often grow
rapldly into more advanced general or political demands.” v, ¢

Yet, in The Lessons-of the 25th November, the ISGB p051t10n was
clearly stated: ,

"If revolutlonarles ‘know how to relate to these economic
u&”“   struggles, it will be easy to push them to the point at
: ‘J, wh1ch the political issues are raised - the role of the
"police, the role of the purged army, the role of the
government...the need for class action agalnst it and for
corresponding actions of struggle and power.

The EC document says that it is "nonsense" to claim that when
the PRP is in fact involved in economlc struggles, all it does is
raise state power, rather than calllng for united responses around

partial demands .
But Diane reports:

"Demands ralsed in different workplaces. Sorofame(Feb. 24).
' End Capitalist Exploitation.' 'End Neo-Colonlallsm, Discuss
'in Order to Unite.' "

And:

"Lisnave (in regard to the elections): 'Against Capitalism -
Agalnst the Bourgeoisie - Unity of Revolutionaries, Against
the Elections - 8001allstuRevolut10n, Unite, Organize, and
Arm for the Socialist Revolution.' "

And Wendy reports:

"The guestion of struggle around economic demands is
' clearly one they have little political concepticn of but
_ they relate to in a spontaneous manner. Everyone agreed
that it was important to fight the wage freeze, but it
does not seem they have gotten any national direction.™

"The most political respdhsé was 'if we fight around

eco nomic demands we are flghtlng for a better life for the
workers, yet Portugal is a poor country. ‘Would it not

be creating illusions among the workers to say that
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socialist revolution will bring a better life.''

Candy:

"Everyone saw eCOnomic_struggles'as critical but more as
agreement with me‘when I -would initiate a discussion on it"

The ISGB made the p01nt that the way to recoup the losses of
November was for the PRP to '"propel /the fight for wage improvements /
to unite the strength of the workers around partial - economic demands
in order to ‘raise the combat1v1ty of the working class" ( Lessons
of the 25th November, 5

The point is that despite the EC clalms to the contrary, there
is ‘much evidence, from both the ISGB and in the flles of the ISUS,
that the PRP did not fully’ apprec1ate the 1mportence of the economlc
struggle. This is e8pe01ally true in £he " new c1rcumstances follow—
~ ing the defeat in November.' And, it certalnly dld not understand
”the urgency of turnlng to those struggles.

“vi‘In “conclusion, it should be repeated that even in a revolution,
there is and can be no wall between economic and political struggles.
Here are.the words oerosa“Luxemburg:

"The movement does not go in one dlrectlon, from an
economic to a’ polltlcal struggle, but also in the
opposite dlrectlon. Every important pOlltlcal mass
action, after reaching its peak, results in a series of

‘" economic mass strikes. And this rule applies not only to
the individual mass, strlke, but to the revolut1on as
a whole...

In a word, the economic struggle is the. factor that
advances the movement from one polltlcal focal point to
another. The political struggle periodically fertilises
the group for the economic struggle. Cause and effect
interchange every second." (Rosa Luxemburg, Ausegewahlte
und Schrlfte, as quoted in Portugal at the Crossroads, p.8)

Iv. THE ELECTIONS

‘ Electlons can be an important arena for revolutionary soc1allsts
They prov1de a platform, and a place for revolutionary propaganda.l
They can be one’ way of pointing to an alternative to the reformlst
leadership in the working class. The Bolshevik Party often stood
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candidates in elections, and Lenin was clear in opposing abstention
in elections as a principle.

The ISUS and the ISGB, of course, both start from Lenin's posi--
tion on elections. And it was from this vantage, that the ISGB
raised its criticism of the PRP, when last spring it became clear
that the PRP lntended to advocate abstentlon in the parllamentary
.electlons. - :

The PRP, as far as well know, has no principled p031t10n on . .
elections. But, according to Workers Power #159, May 10, 1976, and
Diane E (in conversations with PRP members) said the decision not to
xun.in the parliamentary elections was based on the following reasons:
1) The PRP did not have the resources to launch a campaign; 2) in

vany event, the electiocns, with the advances of the right, would be
the mechanism for re-establishing fascism; 3) standing .candidates
would indeed increase sectarianism in the workers movement; 4) the
PRP would be banned once it criticised the government; 6) it needed
more time to devote to leading economic struggles and 7) since the
PRP was small, the electoral intervention would simply have exposed
its weakness.

Various other explanations have been advanced as well. Neverthe-
less, the ISGB chose to criticise the PRP's decision and in"Portugal:
the Last Three Months," IS #87, Cliff writes: '

"parliament can be used as a platform without falling

into parliamentary illusions. Right now it is wvital for
revolutionaries to part1c1pate actively in the election
campaign. Abstentionism is the last thing. the workers

will fall for. The higher the left vote,. the more confident
the workers will be in the next battle, beyond their
~electoral one. If the revolutionaries do not put their
candidates forward, the reformist CP will have a c¢lear

field for the workers' attention.”

The PRP stood no candidates and appealed to the workers to
boycott the elections They put out anti-electoral. propaganda,
including- the now famous stickers of the man pissing in the wind.

In the elections, however, some 90% of the working class
population turned out to vote, in what was a near record turnout
for an election --- outside the ‘workers states'anyway. The workers
clearly rejected abstentionism, and this should hardly.seem sur-
prising. After all, there ‘had been little opportunity to-vote in
any form_ln the preseeding forty years. And unﬁortunately, the
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the Maocist UDP was the only revolutlonary alternatlve on the ballot,
received 2% or. so of the vote '

It seems 1mp0551ble to say that the PRP had not severely mis-
judged the mood of the workers. It also seems difficult to imagine
that:no resources were avaible. Diane reports that the PRP was not
in fact. 1nvolved in any economi¢’ issues at the time. Anyway, hadn't
we been told that the PRP had been "shaped from a small underground
revolutlonary group to a. revolutlonary workers party?" (Workers
Power, April 26, .1976. Certalnly a revolutionary workers party
would have the resources.

The Carvalho campaign, it will be said, was altogether different.
And, in most was it was. In this campaign, the PRP actually took the
lead. It began organizing before the other groups were even involved.
In fact, the PRP seems to have a special relationship with Carvalho.

This effort was an important shift outward for the PRP, and more
1mportantly, its success provided a great boost for the morale of the
Portuguese workers ‘'movement. Carvalho got 16% of the total vote,
reducing the CP's vote to just under 8%. The right wing victor, Eanes
of course, polled 61%.

How then, could anyone find fault with this intervention? And
how could the ISGB suggest as an alternatlve a campaign for the PRP
leader, Isabel do Carmo?

The answer is simple: it comes down to a matter of perspective, and
and how bulldlng the party fits into that perspective. To begin with,
it is w1dely known that Otelo has his shortcomings, political and
otherwise. Yet the PRP had nearly no criticisms of him in their
press. Andthis was despite the fact that he had played virtually
no role in the . key events of November. 1975, Needless to say, it
is a hallmark of revolutionaries that no political bonds can be built i~
with uncritical support. ' : g om

It also must be remelbered that in the end, popular support is no
substitute for revolutionary organization. Yes, it was important to.,
win large numbers of CP votes. It will be another thing, however,
to break those workers from their organlzatlon. The truth is that
CP members will only change their political allegiences when they.
can see a credible alternative, that is another E art LY, that fights

in the factorles ‘and unlons '

Therefore, despite the success of the carvalho campaign
it is 1m90551b1e for revolutlonarles not to feel a certaln ambivilence.
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Perhaps it is true that a do Carmo campaign would have gone for
nothing. Still the Carvalho campaign seems to be just another
example (no matter how successful) of the tendency rwof the PRP to
subordinate itself to the'mass movement"

The electlon showed that there remains in Portugal something of
a mass base for the revolutionary left. Aand, it has given rise:to
the GDUPs, a movement which the EC seems to place great hopes. These
organizations, however, seem at best murky (Joel compares them
to the Students for a Democratic Society,SDS), and little is known
about their programs and leadership.’ '

The conclusion that must be drawn is that there is no evidence
that the Carvalho campaign strengthened the organization of the PRP.

Finally, it should be noted that the EC document claims that a
"propagandistic electoral campaign in the midst of a revolution,
where everything you do is immediately measured as you ability to
organize mass forces and show real power, would be a disaster."™ (g 15)
This statement would preclude revolutionaries from taking part in
elections altogether. For no party of the extreme left could use a

campaign to "show real power.

The most important point is that the EC séems to completely mis-
understand the situation in Portugal last Epril, in fact it seems un-~
able to distinguish one situation from the next. e

Yes, abstractly, Portugal is still in the midst of ‘a revolution.
But the point is that in April, the right wing was firmly in control
of events, and grow1ng stronger. The working class was c¢learly on
the defensive. TaCthS that might have been commonplace in October,
would be unheard of 1n'Apr11 Insurrection, for example, '-was nct on.
What then, is the meaning of the EC'S use of the words "in the midst
of a revclution?" Of course, a propagandlstlc campaign has its place
even "in the midst of a revolution"!if, it is used to bUlld the party.

V. BUILDING THE PARTY

‘The EC document describes the PRP's strategy for building the
revolutionary party as follows:

The PRP has shown in practise, a clear and definite

strategy for the creation of such a party. It is unlikely
that this strategy was fully worked out, written down in a
document at the beginning of the revclution, etc. The PRP
was not born with developed views on the need for .workers'
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councils as the basis for proletarian state power.
"The PRP as a ‘party in the. process of formation has been shaped
by the working class in the course of revelution. But the
‘PRP's strategy for building a party has nonetheless developed
" quite clearly at the same time it has struggles to ad-
vanceuthe interests of the mass workers movement.

"The role -of the PRP in successive phases of this revolution
‘has been to provide leadership to the vanguard of workers,
primarily non-party workers, through broad formations, fronts
and non-party formations. It was only these independent
initiatives that could eventually reach and win over
revolutlonary CP workers. " ' ‘ '

There are - réally two questions here: First is .the PRP strategy
to build a genulne mass revolutionary workers party,.and.ig this -,
in fact "qlear and definite?"  And second, is this strategy successful7

It is“of courcse-clear that the PRP works;to develop broad move-
ments, and there have been many examples of these from the CRTSMs to
the Carvalho ¢ampaign: ‘It  is ‘not at all clear, however, that in these
broad movements the PRP works to build the party, at least not in the
sense that we understand the party. ;

7 »f.

I have shown in the sections deallng w1th the 1nsurrect10ns,
the unions, and the elections that the PRP does not understand either
why it is necessary to build a mass revolutionary workers,party, nor
how to do it. There are many other examples at which I could have
looked - the PRP's work in the CRTSMs, which the PRP "dropped" in favor
of the MFA/popular power alliance, and in its approach to the CLARP.

There is one last point, however, that v must be ! rzised. It .is
the question of the PRP's paper, Revolucao. On this, of course, the
EC document reports’ agreement with the ISGB criticisms. I do not be-
lieve this, however. 1In fact, the EC document 51mply dismisses the
issue of the paper as a secondary point.

. Therefore o repeat what Cllff wrote flrst in Portugal at the
Crossroads» ‘ ‘ : ‘
wmal S wpm, R Twpres nod 9 ‘
' nThe party and its  leadership must keep in continuous
" touch with the:i'masses: The only real revolutionary
politics “id the principled open politics that avoids
falling for"tricks" that dupe the masses. - So the party
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press must play a central role in the party's work, by

giving local committee members of the party and the mass

of its supporters a clear idea of the politics of the

party. It was so with the Bolsheviks. At the beginning

of July, 1917, 41 newspapers and journals were published

by the Bolshevik party, 27 in Russian, and the remainder

in the 1anguages of the various minorities...The worgd, in-

cluding the written word is of such central importance

in a revolution. There was no better period in: Lenin's life
TR § which he wrote more or: better than the months -of February

©° " October. (p. 47) ‘

And again, in the Qpen tetter to pPortuguese REvolutdonaries:

"Wwithin the class itself, the levels of the reformist'ideas
have to be fought every day. Within the advanced layer :
of the workers, the- -ideas of ‘the half reformist parties
‘(including the half reformist parties within the FUR) and of
the Maoist sects have to be fought. They cannot be- fought
without an organization of all those who are willing to
~-fight. They cannot be fought if the relteratlon of  ideas
of the revolutionary party always takes second place to the
more "immediate" and "practical" probelms. That -is why
at the height of the German revolution of 1918-1919 Rosa
Luxenburg devoted herself to work on the paper Die Rote
Fahne. She knew that without a paper there could not :be.:a
fight agalnst reformism where it really mattered,. in the
-depths of the class.”

The revolutlonary paper must be central to building. a. revolution-
ary party. It is dlfflcult to imagine a revolutionary party which does
not have such a paper. This is doubly true of a small party, in.
particular a small party whose strategy is to build and work in broad °
formations. Working in broad . formations must never be counter-
posed to building the party. And without a paper, how daeszaz small
group recruit as well as influence larger numbers of workers . Also’
how does a small group go into these broader formations without 1051ng
its politics and principles?

The fact that the PRP does not take its paper seriously, is tied
to their failure to fully understand the importnce of the paper in
building the party. And, this too, is an adaption to 'aprtyism.' The
other parties, have their newspapers, especially the CP. . How does
the PRP expect to win over the best CP militants .without using its
paper to combat the ideas of the CP? . o ‘

Apartyism cannot be used as an excuse of not to-push the party
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paper in the larger formations and to aggressively push the:party
program forward. _Apértyism cannot be that strong in the Portuguese
working class for how does one explain the fact that the CP is growing?

I can only conclude byfagreeing with Cliff when he wrote in
an open letter to the Portuguese revolution that "building the revolu-
tionary partytilnot at some indefinite point in the future - but
now 'is a life & death question." T: do not believe the EC document
iniany way provés that this has been, or is being done. We have seen
no evidence of serious growth either in terms of size or influence
by “the PRP.

I do hope that the situation will improve, that the EC will be proved

1Uicorrect in its predictions that the party can be built from the GDUPs,

and that this November will be decisive. I am not optimisgic. I have
heard these promises before.

CONCLUSION

Finally, theré are several things which must be added to these:
points. The EC db?ument'says that the PRP "...has established a .
degree of “influence and leadership among revolutionary workers
which no section of the extreme left in Europe has approached." .~
addition to other similarly high blown asstertions. To back this up,
however, the EC offers no evidence , no .membership figures, no
lists of trade union posts held, no positions in workers commissions.

_There}is‘nothing on strikes led, factory bulletins produced, Nothing
“on copies of Revolucao sold and sold to whom. Needless to say, there
are no comparisons with any actual groups made. L - ~

(Another example is on page 3 of the EC document which charges .
that "up to now our opportunity to influence the revolutionary left
in FEurope on the question in Portugal, to expand the influence of
IS politics through the lessons of the Portuguese revolution has been
lost. And we believe this failure is largely due to the wrong pol-
itical attitude adopted by the British IS towards the Portuguese
revolution in the last year." Again, the EC offers no proof. However,
we do know the Organization of the Communist Left in Spain thoughtt
the Lessons of the 25th of November was the finest analysis of the
events of last November, had it translated into Spanish and distrib-
uted.)

This method, unfortunately, runs through the entire document,
in fact through the ISUS Portugal work as a whole, top to bottom.
It serves no purpose either to members of the ISUS or to the PRP.
The truth is that the PRP remains a small party, indeed a very
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small party. Nd.amouﬁt 6f1émpty praisé;willnﬁélp the PRP through these
these difficulties. Neither will it train the members- of the ISUS ‘in
the real lessons of the Portuguese revolution. - : ‘

At the same timé, the EQ*doeumentpcrit;cizes'thoseAwhOfwould
criticise the PRP. The EC even criticises those who are skeptical
about what the EC says about the.PRP. In fact, the document uses
the word criticise itself in quotation marks. What is the meaning
of this? Is the EC operating under some new priﬁéiple of . inter- .
national solidarity, or fraternal relations? If so, this principle
should b elaborated, for we know of no example in the history'of‘the'.f
movement, when revolutionaries took up. the position of uncritical
support . of other revolutionaries, ' whether in the midst of a.revolution
or not. Certainly Lenin didn't do this. And neither did Luxemburg =
or Trotsky. ' AR , o

Finally the EC document boasts that because of its views (as
opposed to the ISGB's) "...we have been well informed about the
events in Portugal_gna'the'actual dynamics of the revolution."
Surely, the-EC,misunderétands the feelings of the membership on this
question, and the meaning of the vote at the convention which demanded
discussion and. debate on Portugal. . ' ' S

The truth is that the ISUS (and in any event the membership) .
has been poorly informed. Until this NC there has not been one .
single serious document produced by the EC despite its many claims, .
and its warious charges against the ISGB. The ISGB, on the‘other;handﬂ:
has consistantly produced a thorough account of events in Portugal as ‘i
they have unfolded. They have presented a clear, often detailed,aﬁal—
ysis of the primary guestions. And overwhelmingly they have been
proven correct. ' :



