b,

i’



DOGUMENTS

+

In Defense of the Portuguese Revolution

By Pierre Frank, Livio Maitan, and Ernest Mandel

We would like to lodge a strong protest againgt the line
Intercontinental Press has seen fit to follow in covering the events
in Portugal since the evuption of ihe Bepiblice affair, especmlly i
the issues Vol. 13, Nos. 21-30. This kne has been mmos@:d on the
magazine without consultation with us, three of the four
contributing editors, and without taking into consideration the
resclutions that have been adopted by the majority of the
democratically elected leadership bodies of the Fourth Interna
tional, of which we are members. It has been adopted without
taking intc consideration the unanimous opinion of the Portu
guese Trotskyists and of the sympathizing organization of the
Fourth Infernational in Portugal, the Liga Comunista Interna
cionalista (LCI—Internationalist Communist [eague). In our
view, the line that has heen taken by Interconiinente! Press
repregents a sevious political mistake, a departure from the
traditional position revolutionary Marxists have taken in similar
circumstances of revolutionary upsurge in imperialist countries; if
persisted in, it could seriously discredit Trotskyism in the eyes of
advanced workers not only in Portugal itself, but throughout
capitalist Europe.

The position taken by Comrade Gerry Foley in the above
mentioned articles, obviously with the approval of Comrade
doseph Hansen, editor of Intercontinenial Press, can be summa-
rized as follows: There exists in Portugal today an autheritarian
military regime that upholds and defends capitaliem, albe;t. with
leftist-sounding phrases. This regime, on the road to an outright
bourgeois military dictatorship, regards the existence of a
powerful Social Democratic party with a relatively free press as
an obstacle that must be eliminated. Thus, both in the conflict
around the Repiéblica affair and in the political conflict that arose
from it and led to the resignation of the SP and FPD! ministers
from the government, we have to give full support to the Social
Democrats (and their bourgecis allies of the PPD? On this
Comrade Foley has been silent) against the MFA in fact,
according to the views expressed in Comrade Foley's articles, the
only realistic choice in Portugal today is between a bourgeois
military regime moving in the direction of eLtdEht military
dietatorship and the Constituent Assembly, which is seen as the
embodiment of bourgeois democrscy and as the legitimate
expression of popular will. In a conflict between a bourgeois
military regime (supported by the Stalinist Communist party) and
bourgeois demoeracy (supported by the Secialist pariy), we must
stand foursquare on the side of bourgeois democracy (the
Constituent Assembly), while criticizing the SP for its class
collaboration with the military. So-called organe of dual pewer are
either fake (that is, creatures manipulated by the bourgeois army)
or irrelevant. This general outlook can be seen in the following
few quotations from Comrade Foley's article in the July 21
Intercontinental Press dealing with the MFA's plan for “popular
power” (pp. 1010 and 1011): ‘

“The July 8 plan shows with erystal clarity that the MFA is the
political apparatus of the bourgecisie and the most lmmed:ate
enemy of the workers and the revolutionary movement! || “The
move in reality represents sn escalation of the offengive by the
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military to roll back the democratic freedoms won by the masses
lowing the overturn of the Caetano government.” . “The
damental principle of the plan is the institutionalization and
ner _a“i uation of a military dictatorship.” “Unlike the
; CP, the .ie ialisi party, despite its egually class.
eollaborationist and opportunist line, was unreliable from the
titary’s point of view . .. Its selling point was to offer ‘socialism
¢ liberty. Thus, the SP stocd in the way of the objectives of
: the military and the CP. The attempts of the SP to play an
autonomons yole had to be ended.”

This ideological censtruction, which bears little relation to
ent social, political, and sconomic reality in Portugsl, can be
iestroyed, so many are its glaring contradictions. Comrade
contende that fhe MFA wanis to restrict the Social
rats in Portugal in order better to defend capitalism, How,
does he explain the fact that the entire Portuguese
dgie and the whole international big bourgeoisie support
cial Democrats in this conflict? Is this support simply a
aimed at throwing the “ultraleftists” off the track? Has there
been a2 case in which indigenous and international capital
aprimously defended refor r';vi mass parties of the working class
at the armed forces of capital itself? It is sufficient simply to

his guestion for € t)\ﬂ"‘-cs‘i{‘ Foley's schema to collapse.
the real political conflict in Portugal teday were one pitting
wrafie rights agamnst a bourgeols military dictatorship, one
4 expect the Social Demecrsatic leaders to center their attack
ned the charge that the MFA regime is authoritarian. But
jor charge against the government has not been that it is
heritarian but rather that it exercises no authority at all.
r main war ory is not against authoritarianism but against
chy.” This happens also to be the war cry of international
Portuguese capital today. How does this undeniable fact fit
omrade Foley hema? It doesn’t, so it has been
ntly forgotten. a8 become an “unfact.”
on the other hmm believe that the political struggle in
upal today centers essentially not around the counterporition
itary dictatorship versus haargmi;‘s democracy,” but instead
. the issue “‘for ov against socialist revolution.” Since the
- months of 3‘9?4 ;swaiiy since the defeat of the
utsch of § 2, 1978, the revolutionary mass
nt, based 1:-nc§ar ity on the worlting class, has gained
; ntuin snd has begun to escape the conirel of the
surgeoisie and its military and reformist stooges. It is beginning
eyond limife that are compatible with the maintenance of
property relations and the bourgesis state apparatus.
created universal fear, even near panic, among the
iuege and international bourgeocisie. Hence the unanimous
of all bourgeois, peity-hourgeois, and reformist forces:
The revolution has gone too far; stop the revolutionary process;

ore the suthority of the (bourgecis) government and of the
geoig) state,” combined with the assisting slogen “Down
Commaunist dictatorship!” It is arcund these issues that the
es tn Portugal (and throughout capitalist Burope) are
- and realigning, 1! is on these issues that revelutionary

have to take an unaumnbiguous stand.

ade Foley could i neelf from the contradictions
schema only by erecting
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one that denies that there is a genuine revolutionary process
unfolding in Portugal teday, that denies that there has been a
serious weakening of the bourgeois army. The truth is, in fact,
that the very peculiar way in which readers of Intercontinental
Press have been informed about Portugal might indeed raise sgme
doubts in their minds about these guesfions. Let us therefore
briefly remind them of some basic {acts.

Under the mounting pressure of the workers, all the Pormgut-se
banks and about 80 percent of the country’s indusiry have been
nationalized; the last remaining large Purtuguese financial group,
the CUF, is also threatened with nationalization, for there have
been many workers strikes and demonstrations demanding this.
Dozens and dozens of {actories are occupied by the workers.
Various forms of workers control are being applied in at least 100
factories. Many large estaies in the South have been taken over
by agricultural workers. Many empty buildings, luxury hotels,
etc., have been taken over by squatiers and tenants commitiees.

On the other hand, in a period of less than eighteen months the
Portuguese officer corps has been successively splil between
supporters and opponents of the Caetano dictatorship, supporters
and opponents of Spinola, supporters and opponents of the MFA,
supporters of the Gongalves faction and of the Melo Antunes
faction within the MFA, and among supporters of a number of
pelitical parties. Because of these many divisions, the so-called
military dictatorship has gone through nec less than five
governments in less than a vear and a half, and hardly has the
fifth been installed (described by President Costa Gomes himself
as a transitional or caretaker government) but a sixth one is said
to be in preparation for the autumyp,

In addition to these horizontal splits, the soidiers themselves
are increasingly politicized and politically crganized. More and
more, they question the orders of the officers. In fact, one of the
immediate causes of the failure of the March 11 military coup was
the refusal by several key regiments in Lisbon to execute the
orders they had been given, saying thai they had first to meet,
discuss, and gather information before they could take to the field.
There have already been several cases of reactionary officers’
being dismissed by soldiers’ assemablies. In some half dozen
barracks, soldiers and revolutionary officers have bezun giving
military training {o hundreds of workers in the neighboring
working-class districts; the hasis is thus being laid for the nucleus
of a mass workers militia and for close collaboration between
armed workers and soldiers agsinst the counterrevolution.

Under such conditions, it is iliogical to believe that it ig in the
interest of the bourgeocisie to provoke a2 headon confrontation
between the shaky state apparatus and the moderate Social
Democratic mass party. The course of all proletarian revolutions
and bourgeois counterrevolutions teaches us that the bourgesisie
first tries to isolate and crush the most advanced seciors of the
working class. In so doing, it iries fo construct an effective
repressive apparatus and to demoralize and divide the working
class. Only after succeeding in this does the bourgenisic take on
the heavy battalions of the working class in a head-on confronta-
tion.

Comrade Foley's schema is unrelated to the basie clasy interests
and fundamental movement of the antagonistic class forces in
Portugal today. His approach is wrong from fop to botiom. He
does not start from the questions: What is the basic relationship of
forces between capital and labor? How is this relationship of
forces evolving? What are the key areas of class conflict at present
and what are they likely to be in the foreseeable future? Instead,
he turns the Marxist method on its head and subordinates
everything to the question, How do various political forces and
currents relate to the MFA, which “intends” to establish a
military dictatorsh#o? It is not surprising that by approaching the
analysis with such a subjectivist and arbitrary criterion he comes
to conclusiong that ﬁy in the face of reality and seriously harm
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Again on the Repiblica Afiair and s Aftermath

Fourth International and its Portuguese sympathizing
ion approach the current situation in Portugal from a
rically opposed position. We say that since the end of 1974,
& "mh,r g and radicalizing mass struggles have increasingly
ienged basic bourgeois ’ m‘/ and order.” Concurrently, there
a constant weakening and the bepginning of a
decomposition of the majur pillars of the bourgeois state
ratus, especially the army. This explains the sharp politieal
in the countiry, the constant government overtirns, and the
ing street confrontations.
same time, the working class, although it 15 radicalizing
does not yet possess the organs (workers councils), level
sciousness, or revoiutionary leadership needed to place the
st of power on the agenda immediately. This implies that
wili be a rather prolonged pericd o*" revolutionary ;mci
teyrevolutionary convulsions until one of the basic ¢ i
ble to w:ht the unstable equilibrium in its favor decisively: exi:hur
dist class by recresting an effective instrument of rule
ually of mass repression) or the working class by
g workers councils. gathering the majority of the

ipport of the concept of workers
uate revolutionary leadership to
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goal.
hacmi;,g of these diametrically opposed interpreta-
g On in I’{;r&ug&! today, two completely
it interpretations of the political significance and repercus.
s of the Repiblica affsir arise, as Comrade Mandel has
indicated in an articie ;w‘h, hed in the June 23 issue of
tinental Press. Since the end of the affair, events in the
e printshop, in the Portuguese press, and in the field of
,s%.mggle permit easy verification of which of these
ations was covrect and what eclass forces were actually

of subsequent events, it becomes simply ludicrous to
inue to say that the Social Democrats in Portugal were or are
democratic righte that are denied them. As the main
m leader, Mério Scares speaks on television to miilions of

- i able to organize teny of thousands of pecple in street
sirations. So is the CP and so are the independent left-wing
reiags organizations. in fact, so 18 right-wing reaction.

1's journalists are publ s‘xmg their own weekiy paper,
are preparing an: laily paper, which is to appear
SP controls one of the most widely read papers in the
Jornal Nouvo. . the most widely circulated
but cutspoken antigovernment
it or member of any left-wing
n liberated the militants of the
n ihirty trade unions have heen

o

country,

om CP control
uple who have !

etely mystified by bourgeois
Stalinophobia can speak of
"i mocratic rights have been
lity, Portugal is the freest
v in which all political forces
king out and making their
cal and social activities of the
1lers is less restric than anywhere else. Anybody who
country today has only to look at the graffiti on the
: the array of material avaih‘ ble at all newsstanstds, or
one of the innumer hiic meetings that take place

g

inn the world today, ¢
atest pos

aown, in which the
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every day to note this obvious fact.

This feature of the Portuguese situation is not at all a result of
the benevolence of the MEFA, nor does it mean that these freedoms
will be enjoyed for very leng. Rather, it reflects the profound
revolutionary process that is now unfolding in t}.e country, the
massive mobilization and politicization of antagonistic class
forces, and the emergence of a situation of dual power, which, as
Trotsky pointed out, inevitably leads fo civil war. But whatever
the threat of future mass repression (which is very real), to denv
the preseni freedoms enjoyed by the Portuguese workers is to lose
sight of what has been won and what must be defended tooth and
natl.

Readers of Inéercontinental Press, after having seen the

photographs on the first pages of the June 9 and June 30 issues of
Intercontinental Press, might believe that if the journalists of

Repiiblica are no longer aediting the Socialist party paper in their
former printshop, it is because the brutal paratroopers, armed to
the teeth, are preventing them from exercising their elementary
democratic rights, Nothing is further from the iruth. The MF&

had decided thie conflict in favor of Mr. Régo. the owner of

Republica, and the SP leadership. Indeed, Mr. Régo happily wen:
back to his pnm;shup on June 18, 1975. But he was met by an
unpleasant surprise: The printshop had been cecupied by the
workers. 8o he immediately left the printshop and told the Lisben

correspondent of the London Times “that he and the members of

the management had stipulated that all those who had been
allowed previously into the building should be evacuated by the
military forces. This stipulation had been rejecied, he said.” (The
Times, June 19, 1975, our emphasis.} Soares snd his fellow Social
Democratic ministers left the coalition government with the same
stipulation: They would not remain in a cabinet that was unable
to exercise authority and weuld return only if the military threw
the workers out of the printshop.

This does not exactly fit into Comrade Foleg’s schema. To urge
the intervention of a bourgeois army against workers QeeuUpyIng ¢
factory is not exectly to defend democratic rights against «
military dictatorship. Comrade Foley has maintained a shame-
faced and shameful silence aboui Soares’s demand. Does he
approve of it or not? This clear outcome of the Repablica affair,
which completely upsets Comrade Foley's interpretation of the
political crisis in Portugal,” perfectly confirms what was our
analysis from the beginning: What was involved was not the issue
of freedom of the press (which in any case nobody is in position to
deny the powerful Secial Democratic party in Portugal today), bu:
rather the question of an offensive to restore both “law and order”
in the facteries and the authority of the bourgeois state in society
That is the key issue of the class struggle in Portugal today. The:
is the key demand international capital is making hefore giving
the Portuguese military government the two thousand million
dollars it desperately needs to avoid bankruptey. That is the key
demand Portuguese capital is making before it halts the
investment strike and general economic sabotage through which
it is trying to break the militancy of the workers by stimulating
mass unemployment and even starvation. The Feptblica affair
relates to this issue much more concretely and logically than 3¢
does to the issue of “freedom of the press.” '

The “crime” committed by the MFA in this particular case is
not that it suppressed “freedom of the press,” bui rather that it
refused to use force to eviet workers from an occupied printshop.
And the reasone why it refused to do se were correctly
summarized in an editorial of the London Times of June 24, 1975
“Its (the Supreme Revolutionary Council’s) desire to crack down
on the extreme leftists who have been trying o set up soldiers’
sailors’, and airmen’s councils within military units is no doub:
sincere. But the breakdewn of military discipline may already
have gone too far %o be easily reversed.”

In other wordls, the MFA refused to use force against the
workers not out of the goodness of its heart, but becaunse it feare!
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that the soldiers !hems:ws:b would refuse to use force against
workers occupying faciories. This is not exactly evidence that a
repressive military dictatorship exists in Portugal. Nor does it
: titute any reazon for dissatisfaction among revoluti(mary
Marxists. But it does perfectly explain the MFA’s hesitations and
gvrations around the Repiblica affair, as well as the class content
of the issue involved.

Dlemocratic rights are so abridged in Portugal today that the

Re vuémm printing workers, after defying the government’s
ions and the reformists’ injunctions, sent a delegation to
W Europe to put their case before the trade unions and
working-class organizations of these countries. Anybody interest-
ed in listening to their case couid do so easily and could hear from
the workers themselves that they are highly critical not only of
P leadership (many of them are actually members of the SP!),
iso of the CP and the MFA. In fact, in a television debate
was forced to admit that these workers, far from being
oulated” by the CP (as Comrade Foley contends), greeted a
it from Cunhal with shouts of “Down with Soares, down with
wnhall” In fact, the 8P leadership soon dropped the accusation
t the Reptblica sffair had been engineered by the CP (as
continentel Press has continuously claimed) and instead
“anarchist provoeateurs” of having been responsible.
imes, June 19, 1875.)
Repablica affair has been adroitly exploited to initiate and
repressive actions against factory cceupations and “lack of
pline” in the army. This has bean done quite cleverly, for it
divided the working eclass. If, for'example, the first blow in
a campaign had bee uck against an occupied steel plant,
i nercent of the Portuguese workers would have supported the
lwarkers. But the class is ocbviously divided in the case of the
aation of the Eepédblice printshop, which may appear as a
re to the right of the Socialist party to publish its own
newspaper. Political preiudices and wrong political judgment
ariy play an important role on both sides. In that sense, as we
have stated unambiguously, the Repablica workers fell into a
trap. They made a serious political mistake in the way they
ered Hégo's and Scaves’'s provocations. The ultraleftist
sings and the CP compounded the mistake tenfold by their
trously sectarian and unprincipled reaction, which was
» to proletarian democracy.

*

ould have been very easy for the Repiblica workers to turn
bies on the Sccial Democratic fakers, by answering the SP
the lines suggesied by the Trotskyists: “We are perfectly
ig to publish Repablica under the old Social Democraiic
;, provided: 1. You give us the right to print cur own
vinions and the opinions of the various political groups to which
we belong as well, either in the columna of your own newwpaper or
nther newspaper printed on the presses vou own. 2. You give
power over any layoffs in the plant.” ka*ng~ Jass and
zatic public opinion would then have been able {o see very
iv whose “freedom of the press” was being denied and what
ers control is ali about.

Jut such a struxgie against the reformist fakers is possible only
the principled standpoint of workers democracy, which
or the Stzlinist nor the uliralefiists are defending. Only the
vists adopted a position in this affair that combined

bourgeois stete with defense of full and unrestricted freedom of
the press. OUnly on such a principled basis can the unity of the
he restored under conditions of revolutionary crisis in the
¥.

made by falling into Soares’s trap and by thus
‘aeilitating o revressive maneuver against the working class. But

iz guite another thing to become so hypnotized by this aspect of
iz, wh is secondary, as to lose sight of the
al role of the affair in the present political situation in
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Portugal, to be prepared to cross picket lines, and to come close to
demanding the intervention of the military against workers—in
the name of defending “freedom of the press.”

We say that the Repiblica affair has been deliberately blown up
out of ail proportion in order to serve the cause of Portuguese and
international capital. To demonstrate this, letyus examine the
practical aspect of the alleged denial of freedom of the press to the
Social Democratic party in Portugal. This party has a strong
mass following. It can bring tens of thousands of people into the
streets. It has extensive financial resources and can receive even
larger amounts of money from its rich allies in West Germany,
Britain, the Scandinavian countries, Austria, and the Benelux
countries. Under such conditions, who prevents the Partuguese SP
from bringing the most modern printing press to Lisbon, staffing
it with itz own members and volunieers, and publishing a big
daily paper? A veto by the MFA? There has been no such veto, A
veto by the printers union? On the contrary, the urion has
proposed that Sosres do just that! Isu't there something strange
about the fact that the Social Democrats did not take this simple
step if all they wanted was a big daily paper of their own? But
their action becomes perfectly understandable if their rcal purpose
was not to defend their right to have a newspaper of their own,
but rather fo force the MFA to seitle in their faver a cenflict with
workers occupying a factory and o conflict with the CP, which
was giving lukewarm support to these workers. And if that was
the SP’s real purpose, we have only to ask the guestion, cué
prodest? In whose class interest could such a step be taken in
Portugal today? It is then easy to understand the background and
aftermath of the Repiblica affair.

Joining a Political Bloc With the Bourgeoisie?

Revolutions, especially proletarian ones, are acid tests in
revealing the ability or inahility of political forces to orient
themselves under conditions of rapid changs. From that stand-
point, the Healy-Lambert sects in Britain and France, each of
which claims adherence to “orthodox Trotskyiem,” miserably
failed the test in the case of the Cuban revolution. Now, in the
case of Portugal, after various hesitations and gyrations,
sometimes effected from one day to the next, they have failed even
more abysmally. When the reformist leaders organized the mass
demonstrations of July 17 and 18, Healy had this to say: “The
Socialist party's belated call for a break with the military
dictatorship {l] is a reflection of the growing pressure on the
Socialist leaders from the working class, now being hammered by
the capitalist crisis.” (Workers Press, July 18, 1975.)

As for the Lambertists of Informations Quurieres lissue of duly
23, 1975), they regarded the SP’s demonstration in Lishon with
such “open eyes” that the only thing they noticed were shouts and
demands of the type: “Socialist government” and “Socizhst party,
Marxist party.”

It so happens, however, that the SP mass demonsirations to
which Healy and Lambert refer were not at all directed against
“military dictatorship.” If shouts were heard sgainst “dictator
ship,” they were against “Communist dictatorship” ¥ the
military officers were attacked, it was because they were allegedly
“supporting the Communists.” It alsc happens that the SP leaders
violently opposed any attacks on the military at these demonstra-
tions. And it must be stressed that these demonstrations touched
off the systematic attacks on the headquarters of the CP, trade
unions, and other leftist organizations that have been going on
since—not only through the anticommunist hysteria whipped up
by Soares, but also through the actual burning of CP and other
left-wing literature during the meeting in Porto.

In its July 21 issue, Workers Fress made this comment: *Civil
war is beginning in Portugal. Right-wingers attacked Communist
Party headquart.ers in many northern towns while the Stalinists
were provoking ﬁghts with the Socialist Party in Lisbon.” A few
days later the light had dawned more intensely in Clapham High
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I‘he m*'iy wav m‘ for the bourgeoisie is to reim
3a&s The ‘Financial Times’
up with names of ;
who may need tc he &rre”‘f‘d‘ the accompanying political
- reinstalling authority is also said to contain potentially
sive measures. People close to a number of Mimdsters and
cretaries in the fourth coalition, both military and
civilian, say some are no longer spending the night in their
homes, as a precaution against arrest.’
at the real attack will have to be made on the working class,
with mars repression of cccupaiions, strikes, political groups,
fe unions, publications and demonstrations.
o this end, right-wing reactionaries are being ellowed to
Iy orgonize in the north and trein new forces in savage
i tsolated St@.’éna ¢t headguarters and other sections of
rs’ movement.” {(Workers Press, July 25, 1975, our

office

:

o, on July 25 the attacks on CP headquarters are seen as
ration for a general assauit on weorking-class rights and
stions. On July 18, however, demonsirations organized
o glogan “Down with Communist dictatorship” were
as having been vndertaken “under the pressure of the
workfrﬂ " Were the headquariers of the trade unions also burnsd
“under the preasw» of the workers”? Was there no relation
‘waww:} the arwtxmmmu.usz hvsteria whipped up by Soares and
subs s in the North?
; §}& .? too will l'-aw some trouble explaining how the “biggest
lags demeonstration since May 1, 1975,” a demonastration
osedly calling for a “socialist government,” could mysierious-
?-,u:: off a powerful rightist offensive against the elementary
iass organizations (including the
3 e burning of trade-union headquarters.
Ve do not doubt that many Social Democratic workers
gwn!zz,zew in favor of socialism have heen incensed by the
" bureaucratic manipulations in the trade-union move-
nd in some mass media, especially television. Many of the
're genuinely (though incorrectly) believed that the cccupa-
the Repubiica puntmop was a “Communist plot” to
e Socialist party of a newspaper. But it is one thing to
d the motivation @t these workers and quite another to
confused about the class significance and thrust of the
nmunist demonstrations. Portugal is a capitalist country,
lsgenerated workers state. The social foree in power is the
not the Soviet bureaucracy. Under such social and
nditions, ¢ support demonsirations that raise the
wn with Communist dictatorship” is to capitulate to
cal pressure of the class enemy, whether out of blind
sia or cut of political confusion or misjudgment ~f the
gnment of class forces. ’

it

L
5 L

iatest events deal the finzl blow to Comrade Foley's
f “what is reaﬂx gmﬁng on in Porfugal.” According to this
nflict pits the “military dictators”
ocralic rights against the Socialist
ant and halthearted but nevertheless
E star;d in support of democratic rights and “popular
Y But it so }mppem that the real frontal attack on
nched not against the SP, but against
% far as we know, no SP headgquarters has been burned;
local has been prevenled from functioning. Moreover, this
attack has been launched not by the sinister MFA but by
reactionaries in the North. It could be argued,
veakly, that the MFA “permits” these attacks. But this
lv a halftruth; many CP headguarters in the North have in
been protected by MFA armed detachments. Should we have
the “military dictatorship” to mow down reactionary
1 mackine guns? O it the other way around? Should
reproach the N brutally (f ineffectively)
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‘style capitalism having been overthrown by the “state bourgeo:

suppressing the democratic right of the masses to burn down €+
and trade-union headguarters?

The SP's campaign during the Repiblica affair was enthusiasti-
cally and fully supported by Portuguese and internstional capitsl.
It was likewise supported by international Social Democracy, a
was {cauticusly) supported by the Italian and Spanish Comm:
nist parties as well. What was constituted was a ‘politieal bloe of
the bourgeoisie, the Social Demacracy, and a few CPs. Both Heals
and Lambert joined this political bloc, at least for a few days.
Healy later left it, although without offering any self-criticism
What about Comrade Foley and the editor of ‘ntercontinenizi
Press? Did they join toc? Have they since left?

Some Maoists, like the Portuguese Communisi party (Marxis:
Leninist) and the MRPP, taks a stand similar ¢ that of Heal:
Lambert and Comrade Foley, bul on the basis of a slightlv
different analysis. Portugal, they claim, is on the eve of a tak>
over by the Communist party. Better still, it has already becon:
“a colony of socialdmperialism.” In accordance with their theory
of “revolution by stages,” they believe that what is on the agend:
in Portugal today is not a socialist revolution bui a “national-
demoecratic revolution,” the “sirvggle for national independence .
The workers are thus rising up against “Communist diciator
ship,” which in reality is the rule of “state capitalism,” Wester: -

gie, lackeys of Moscow imperialism.” The MFA is Moscow =
second most important tool, the first being Cunhal’'s CP; the MFA
thus becomes, after the CP, the “main enemy of the Portugues
people.” It then follows with unavoidable logic that one mu
support the Social Democracy (the “liberal national bourgeoisie
against the “agents of foreign socislimperislism.” The mos!
extrerme Maoists even applaud the burning of CP headquariers
arguing that “ail foreigr agents and spies will die through th
wrath of the people.” With such an analysis, orie can easily so
the “primary contradiction” as one between bourgeois democrscy
and “dictatorship” (Communist dictatorship, that is). This
schema, while weird enough, is not particularly original. The
Macists have simply copied it from the more conservative arn
demagogic bourgeois newspapers throughout the capitalist world.

A more sophisticated variant of the same theory would be that
what we are seeing in FPortugal today is the beginning of an
antibureaucratic political revolution of the workers againsi =
process of bureaucratization in a proletarian state. That wou!
explain bath the “pressure uf the workers” so dear to Healy &
Lambert and the support of the international bourgeoisie, whic
extends verbal sympathy to mass movements sgainst ruling
bureaucracies, while carefully avoiding any step that wounld
actually help to replace & bureaucratic dictatorshipz with a system
of democratically elected workers counciis. Bul Comrade Foley
would not touch that theory with a ten-foot pole, for it would
imply that the Portuguese CF (with the aid of the MFA), far from
propping up capitalism, had actually overthrown it already.

Both these theories at least have the merit of internal coherenc.
They are simply at variance with reality. Comrade Foley's
schema, however, combines the defect of dissociation from reslity
vrith the additional flaw of lack of intermal ccherence. Just
examine the elements: The MFA is the major prop of Portuguess
capitalism. The SP, while not extremely anticapitalist, is on o
collision course with the MFA. Thiz is aliegedly the main conflict
in Portugal today, in the midst of & revolutionary crisis, Capital,
which presumably dislikes being propped up, fully supports the
SP against its own main prop. Who can make sense of such an
ideological construction?

The puzzle disappears, however, once Comrade Foley's false
premises are abandoned. Once it is understood that the fundamer:-
tal political conflict in Portugal today is not between military ruic
and bourgeois demberacy but between the spontaneous atiempts
of the Portuguese magses to go bevond eny form of bourgeois rui-
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surgeois atwie and the attempis of the bourgeoisie, firet by
and : io press them back -intc channels
tible with : iaw and order, then it is po ssxxble o
tand .what the wide political bloc against the
iguese revolutic about. The viclence of ?he class
ict and the ard of the Portuguese and internation-
al bourgeoisie for the Sociad Democracy likewise becomes perfectly
andable.
¢ can then Ll"i
imice, one of the
“The most obvic
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i why, as early as May 1, 1975, Tempo
organs of the Portuguese l\ou*gomsw
ategic perspective is the one that
v character of the SP and the PPD
" The Paris daily Le Monde noted in
gitation unleashed by the SP has
foverish anticipation in General
m Rio de Janeire: “In their view,
§ ainly been ‘belated” Fven so, they
ve that : demonstrations organized by Mr. Mario
5 may jead 05 sreal of *}"e. prospects. In any case, that is
th weral’s opinion as expressed in his statements to Le Monde
today. . . 2 'l am not linked to any political party, although my
about how to reconstruct the country coincide with Socialist
on several st5. That means that I do not eriticize the
ion that has now heen taken by the Socialist party and the

“ szar of the democracy and liberty of the Portuguese

‘s “ﬁ course, not & BUrpx ciging that the international political
nst the thus successful struggle of the “anarcho-
E‘f}wmg seen workers to prevent any stabilization of the
ipuese capitalist e v and any restoration of s strong
vis state should include General Spinela. But should it not
Healy and Lambert, as well as Comrades Foley and

n, think twice about the sirange company they wsre
keeping during these fateful weeks?

i

#ragent Stage of the Porduguese Revolution

The unfolding of the SP offensive, which began with the
ftepihlica affair and was fouow»d up by the resignation of the SP
minisierg from the coalition vabinet, illustrates another aspect of
ihe current political struggie in Ponuggl ane that delivers yet
er blow to Comrade Foley’s schema. With the epening of the

isions within the MFA fmal!v came into the
b T’he Social Democratic leadérs did not vefrain from taking
in these divisions. In fact they fook a very clear stand. It is
interesting 30 see with whom and why.
the eve of the MF A meeting that elected the “revolutionary
virate,” General Cosis Gomes, president of the republic,
an impasgioned appeal to the officers (see Le Monde, July
: 1975) saying that the revelution had gone too far, that it
wae time to eall 8 hall, It was {ime to prevent the “internal and
il isoistion” of the revolution. The Social Demoeratic
immediately came cut in enthusiastic support of Costa
Speaking is followers in Figueira de Foz, Sosres
ained that Costs Comes had taken the correct position, but
t the exiremist officers were on anocther line. He used a
ar,mxiatioﬁ that speau:b volumes about the class csmp he
11118 m)‘e@nve}. ; upon Costa Gomes fo “restrain
vap na wh 1 their generals’ stars a bit toe
iokiy.” (Le Bfﬂ wde, 1875).
Soares’s hero, { eg, was army chief of staff during
roody colonial wars under the Salazar-Caetano dictatorship.
5 is an intelligent and well informed politician. He knows
ore. Who could be s¢ nalve as to believe that Soare
waicders this old buicher a mﬂb hful defender of "ci:‘nsocmc"
st -niliiiary dicts ip? As a faathful servant of bourgeois
lzw snd order” agai cho-populist extremisis,” however,
an idesl symb
nge became

* durng the early days of August



The Portuguese opposition press published a document, suppesed-
ly written by former Foreign Minister Major Melo Antanes and
supported by eleven mermbers of the MFA’s revolutionary council,
It expended on Costa Gomes’s call. It said explicitly:

“Instead, we have witnessed the dismantlement of half ¢ dozen
great financial and monopolistic groups; furtheﬁmarr parallsl o
this, the more the nationalizations succeeded each other {al & pace
impossibie to absorb, however dyvnamic the procass was and
however broad the suppert of the pecple may be, without a grave
threat of the breakup of the preexisting sccial and eulivral {abric,
which is now occurring}, we witnessed the very rapid digintegra-
tion of the forms of social sud economic organizalion that served
as support to broad layers of the petly and middle hourgeoigie,
without new structures being formed capable of guar.mteemg the
administration of the productive units and the mainichance of an
indispensable normality in the social relations amonz all Portu-
guese.

“In the meantime, there was a progressive decomposition of the
state structures. Wildeat and anarchistic forms of the exercise of
power began fo occur everywhere fincluding inside the armed
forces).” (Expresso, August 9, 1975.)

Can there be any doubt aboul the class nature and thrust of
such an analysis, whatever its leftist phraseology ahout "irrever.
sible moves toward socialism” and “democratic socialism’?
Especially when we once again find the fateful words repeated by
all opponenis of a victorious socialist revolution in Portugal: "It is
necessary to energetically reject anarchism and pepuliem, which
inevitably lead to a catastrophic dissolution of the siate in a
phase of social devempmcnt during which no political project is
viable without a state™

In the chapter on dual power in his History of the Russian
Revolution Trotsky notea that the formulation “the snarchy of
dual power” was constantly used by ohservers during 1817, That
ia indeed one of the major characteristics of even an embryonic
situation of dual power. This “anarchy” can be eliminated either
in the direction of workers power or in the direction of the
restoration of a strong bourgeois state. It is clear what Melo
Antunes's intentions are in this respect. Yet the leadership of the
Portuguese Socialist party enthusisstically endorsed the Melo
Antunes document in its meeting of August 10, 1975. (O Seculo,
August 11, 1975) It simultaneously showed grest coneern for
democracy hy suspending three members of the party's nationai
secretariat both from the day-to-day leadership and from the
“council” (equivalent of the central commities) becsuse they
dissented from Soares’s right-wing course.

Soares, of course, is playing with fire—and he knows it, When
some militants of the SP iiself began to organize the burning of
CP headquarters in a northern town, he suspended them from the
party. If Costa Gomes or any other figure acting with Soares’s
help succeeds in restoring “democratic legality” and the “authori-
ty of the (bourgeois) siate” by firet crushing the advanced
workers, he could well turn againet the Social Demecorats as a
next step. The Reichswehr, which the German Social Demecracy
used to cruch the radical workers in 1819, organized 5 military
coup against the Social Demosoratic government 48 early as 1990,
thus laying the basis for what would eventually become the
fascist dictatorship that would destroy Social Democracy, This
shouid be recalled again and again. By unleashing a reactionary
wave against the “anarcho-populisis,” the CP, and the revolution
[itself, Soares is helping to create the noovse with which he could
easily be hanged himself” But this is no reason te play down or
dismiss his responsibility for supporting Costa Gomes’s eall to
halt the revelution. Nor is it any reason to conceal the class
character of that call: It serves the counterrevolutionary purposes
of Portuguese and international eapital. That is what is involved
in the offengive, and not the defense of the democratic rights of
the working class,

The political developments of the last several weeks indicate
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leadership, the Russian revsiution was not able to eliminate the
rrevolution’s mass base among the propertied petty
>, The Russian revolution of 1905 was defeated because
of the peasantry did not even enter the revolutionary
To forget these objective facts of life, to deny that in an
iist country hike Poertugal the majority of the landowning
v 18 not and cannot be favorable to socialist revolution
it the best of cases only be neutralized, is to fall victim to
inist t’xeiie that the class struggle can be reduced to the
! tm*aé%ui of monopelists” and the “overwhelming
};EO}):&
he division of the working class has enabled bourgeois
s 4o go over W the counteroffensive. The major opening for
provided by the SP leadership, which played the role of
directly transmitiing the pressure of the European
rgecivie, as mediated by Wilson, Helmut Schmidt, and
company. The reversal of the trend was then picked up by the
ving of the MFA within the army, by the urban and rural
: classes, and by the church hisrarchy; organized reaction-
v thugs then hegan assaulting the headquarters of the CP and
working-class organizations. The battle cry of all these
3 15 the same: Stop the rewéur.ir)zx, it has gone too far.

cn the altered relationship of forces and the temporary lull
g-class siruggles, the most likely immediate cutcome is a
for the Melo Antunes wing of the MFA, that is, a
ctions of the MFA the 8P, and
around some variety of the “national unity” solution
by Soares. This will mean attempts to constrain,
and discipline the militaney of the advanced sectors of
1g class, attempts to introduce sharper discipline
oldiers’ initiatives in the army, and attempts to “restore
rity” of the bourgeois siate against challenges by the far
the cover of promising similar repression against the

ipromise between the various fa
tho D

hift 1o the right will not at all imply a grave defeat for
ion. The fundamertal relationship of forces has not
erturned. The bourgecisie is still weak. The army is stili
. The state apparatus is still shaky. There is not yet any
instrument adequate to crush the proletariat. The
ciass has nol been defsated or demoralized, just
y disoriented,

% ve af strikes and radical workers struggles is possible,
probable, in the autumn, when the workers feel the full
2 economic crisis and of the “austerity” measures of
vernment. All the bodies of workers contral are satill
¥ ?,m,, it will not be easy io suppress them. In past months
uguese workers have shown that they can take to the
in numbers more massive than the conservative petty
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bourgeoisie in the North. They will de so again, The Portuguvess
revolutiun has not come to a#n end, nor has its impetus been
broken. The major test of sirength, which will be a viclent sne, is
yet to come. Nobody cin predict with precision when it will come

While the main initiative in temporerily reversing the revolu
tionary trend was taken by the reformist leadens of the 8P, the CF
leadership shares equal responsibility with Soares and company
for the bourgenis countercffensive now unfolding on all key fields

During the first several months after the overthrow of the
Caetano dictatorship, the CP leaders actively participated in
bolstering the tottering bourgecis state apparatus. They did
nothing to radically eliminate the remnants of fascist legislation,
penal laws, siate institutions, and personnel, which were kept in

place by the military leaders. At that time we reminded them of

Saint-Just’'s warning: Woe to revolutionists who make revolutions
halfway; they dig their own graves. Obviously, it was not possible
to eradicate the remnants of fascism without crushing the
bourgeois state apparatus. Through its policy of class collabore-

tion and participation in the government, the CP protected the

state apparatue instead of fighting to destroy it. Today, importan:

sections of that very apparatus are showing their gratitude-—bv

trving to destroy the CP.

For nearly one year {cllowing the overthrow of the Caetano
regime, the CP did everything it could to resirzin and break
working-ciass militancy in the factories, closely following the
Stalinist line the CPs applied in France, Italy, Belgium, Holland,
and elsewhere at the end of the second world war. It attempted to
prevent or break all strikes, with considerably less success, let it
be noted, than in 1844-47. This was one of the reasons that the 8P
won such a large electoral victory on April 25, 1875, for at the time
the 8P was behaving more flexibly toward working-class
struggles,

But then, under the pressure of the March il events, the
strengthening of the far left among the workers, and the electora’
defeat of April 25, 1975 (the CP lost nearly one-fourth of its
potential electoral suppert to groupings on its left and probably
another one-fourth to the SP, for the sbove-mentioned reasons).
the CP leadership made = left turn. Ironicallv, Soares now
reproaches the CP leaders for this, reversing his ewn previous
more “liberal” attitude toward the radicalized workers. The SF
leadership's document of Juiy 28, 1975, expresses astonishment
about the fact that the CP is now frying to collaborate with
“ultraleftists.” In the “Proposta de Ac¢io Imediata™ (Proposal for
Immediate Action), submitted to a July 28, 1975, press conference
by Mdrio Soares, an explicit appeal is made for “austerity” and
“sacrifices,” which must be imposed on the working class. In the
same document, we find the following:

“As a result, a wave of absolutely irresponsible demagogy has
been introduced into Portuguese society. The country lives
enmeshed in ideclogy night and day. . . . Extremsly agegressive
groups of activisis try to peddle their vtopian elixir at all levels
and to impose ever more extremist and radical ‘solutions.” The
acceleration of our process meems very dangerous even to those
who already live in ‘people’s democracies’ and who therefore know
the difficulties and obstacles that must be overcome. There has
been a succession of usurpations of houses and Janded property.
Insecurity, disorder, and fear are heing progressively instilled
under the cover of the ‘improvised’ formation of achools, child-care
centers, hospitals, popular universities, agricditural cooperatives,
etc. Few of thege initintives of occupations are vieble. Frequently,
the cccupation is followed by destruction, and then abandonment.

. Nobody seems to be interested any longer in opposing purely
anarchistic acts, which are sometimes pure vandalism and
contribute nothmg to solving any resl problem but lead instead to
a general worsenmg of the situation. The authority of the state is
being lost inexorgbly . . . and the way is open to successive waves

September 8, 1975

of dizcontent that inevitably provide grist for the mill of the
counterrevolution.. |

“In its policy of progressive destruction of the staie apparatus,
the CP uses anarcho-populism as its driving lance. Thig is a
t«msrﬂms and conflici-ridden, but no less effective, alliance. .. . The
mittees of Defense of the Revolution and the Revolutionary
Councils of Workers, Scldiers, and Sailors—initiatives taken by
thie CF and the PRP-BR*—provoke identical reservations. Funda-
me ntmh they tend to create armed groups of civilians that exert
ire on the MFA or even want eventually to substitute
:.hr:,m‘elves for the MFA.” (Jornael Nove, July 29, 1975.)

And the conclusions are obvious:

“Reaffirm the principle that the tenants and workers commis-
stons ave forms of popular power that are int.eres‘ting to develop
provided that they do not claim to be a ‘parallel power’ to the siate
apparatus. . . .

“Introdnce severe punitive legislation against ‘armed militias,’
1 should be suppressed within one month at the most, along
with the ‘popular vigilance committees’ or others that have arisen.
The SP thinks that no compromise ig possible on this question:
The formation of armed militias of a party type will lead to a
digintegration of the unily of the MFA ami will inevitably lead the
rwmtw toward tragic confrontations. . . .” (Jorna! Novo, July 29

cialism with liberty” thus stands revealed as & call for the
sion of the “anarchistic” masses and for a monopoly of
arms in the hands of the bourgeois army. The lessons of
Genmany, Spain, and Chile are lost on these gentlemen.

The CP's left turn was expresased through united-front proposals
nd actions with the far-lefi organizations (including the LCI), the
acceptance, albeit reluctantly and with many resirictions, of the
slogan cailing for the generslization of workers control and
irtiatives of factory occupations, and the prudent reversal of the .
previous opposition to the strengthening of the organs of self
srganization of the working class, while maintaining many
tions and trying to contrel these organs through the trade-
non bureaucracy and the MEA,

But this left turn soon tock the form of bureaucratic adventur-
ism and sectarianism, culminating in the accusations of “social-

fascism” againsi the Socialist party. (It should be noted that the
SF replies in kind, taking up the Maoist slogan that calls Cunhal
a “social-fascist lackey of Moscow.”) The CP leadership has
become increasingly isolated from both the radicalized and the
more moderate sections of the working class, a result of iis
aitempts to maintain conirel of trade unions and mass media
through bureaucratic machinations, to impede the development of
workera democracy, and to prevent the 8P from organizing street
demonstrations,

Consaquent to that isolation, the CP has increasingly attempted
desperate maneuvers aimed at “conquering” the bourgeois state
apparatus from within as a substitute for trying to broaden its
s base and mass appeal. The CP has miserably failed to offer
«al answers and perspectives to the masses along the lines of
an organized and democratic united front with the SP and the
revolutionary left, Instead, it has concentrated sil its hopes on
maneuvers with the MFA, But the MFA iiself has incressingly
divided as a function of the class lineup and the '“ﬂatmnshxp of
‘bm forces rather than on the basis of “loyalty” to collaboration
the CP. Despite iis leftist phraseology, the Kremlin is not
sated in provoking a big clash with imperislism over the

&

bold in no uncertain terms fo resirain Cunhal or the “détente”
id be finished. The CPs new turn (its second sc far),
ied” on the basiz of the anticommunist pogroms in the
Morth, was made on Augusi 10, when Cunhal, following Soares,

ie Revoluciondrioc do 1 m‘s?afiathrﬁ-'israc‘ax Revoluciondrias-—
Hevolutiongry perty of the Proletariat-Revolutionary Brigades.
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called for a “halt” to the revolutionary process, thereby laving the
basis for a compromise around the Melo Antunes document.

Is It Enough o Base Yoursell on the Constituent Assembly?

Just how far Comrade Foley has departed from the revolution-
ary Marxist tradition of anslyzing class smxgglesﬁir prevevolu.
tionary and revolutionary situations like that of Portugal today is
strikingly revealed by the following passage of his article in the
July 21, 1975, Intercontinental Press: “If the CP had been
interested in establishing s government representative of the
workers, it had only to base itself on the Constituent Apsembly
and call on the delegates there to act in accordance with the clear
mandate given them by the voters.” (p. 1011.)

For a workers government to come to power it i3 sutficient to
“call on the delegates” of the Constituent Assembly to aet,
presumably by constituting & SP-CP government. Cunhal does
not do so. All the Portuguese “uliralefiists” {including, we assums,
the Portuguese Trotskyists) Hkewise refrain from making such a
call. They are therefore all guilty of “antiparliamentary cretin.
ism.”

Trotsky used the expression “antiparliamentary cretinism’ to
refer to the Spanish anarchists, wha in a country in which there
were still powerful bourgecis-democratic and elsctoral illusions
refused to pariicipate in parliamentary elections, under the
pretext of not wanting to strengthen these illusions. So far as we
recall, the Portuguese CP participated in the elections, 2s did the
“centrists” and many of the “ultraleftists” to whom Comrade
Foley refers, including the Trotskyists of the LCI Obviously,
then, Comrade Foley uses the expression “antiparliamentary
cretinism” in guite another sense than did Trotsky.

Since the experience of the Russian revolution of 1217, and
especially since the publication of Lenin's “Left-Wing Commun-
ism, An Infantile Disorder,” it has been commoniy accepted
among revolutionary Marxists that it is tactically correct to call
upon the mass parties claiming to represent the organized labor
movement to take all power. The purpose of such = tactic is
essentially a dual pedagogical one: On the one hand, to teach the
workers to pose ali the key questions of the class struggle as
questions of power; on the other hand, to expose the misleaders of
the working class as unwilling or {in the unlikely event that they
do take power) unable to satisfy the burnicg needs of the workers.

But Comrade Foley has now come up with an entirely new
variant of that propaganda slogan. It is actually “sufficient.” you
see, for Cunhal to call upon Soares to form a workers government
for that government to actually come inte being and to receive the
enthusiastic approval of the bourgeois Constituens Assembly, in
which there is a majority of delegates from working-class parties.
What began as a propaganda device aimed at exbposing the
reformist misleaders of the working class has now become an
illusion among revolutionaries sbout the willingness and ability
of these misleaders to actually carry cut s socialist revelution. The
Portuguese workers today are facing issues of life-or-death
importance for the revolution and for the day-to-day interests of
the proletariat. Workers are occupying factories, implementing
workers control, and creating self-defense organizations to defend
themselves against the threats of unemployment, poverty, and a
bloody reactionary coup. What advice does Comrade Foley give
them? It is “sufficient” to give all power to the Constituent
Assembly for these guestions o be zettied in the intercsts of the
workers, since a majority of the seats in the Constituent Assembly
are held by representatives of the SF and CPI

- But what if the SP blocs with the PPD instead of with the CP?
It will then be “exposed.” Undoubtedly. But in the meaniime, anti-
working-class laws will have been voted and the gains of the
workers will have been destroyed, with the solemn consent of a
Consiituent Assembly in which Comrade Foley would have us
invest full power. And what if the CP itself blocs with the SP and
the PPI} to impose these anti-working-class laws? It will then also
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Germany in 1918.18, in Spoin (with the “sovereign Cortas’) after
July 1938, in France and Italy st the end of the second worid war.
Te conclude from the long-term trend of the decay of hourgenis
democracy that at no time and in no place can capitalism use
bourgecis democracy as a weapon in halting a proletarianr
revolution is to contradict all historical experiente of the past {ift
vears in Burope.

As a matter of fact, in the wake of the constitution of the MFA's
triumvirate, Soares has already called for the formation of »
“government of national unity.” Where does this lrave Comrade
Foley’s “sufficient” condiiion? How can Comrade Foley, Cunhal.
or the unfortunate “centrists and ultraleftists” repidly persuad:
Soares to abandon this call in favor of a call for a CP.SF
Intersindical government (perhaps with a few burned down CF
and Intersindical headquarters thrown in for good measure)”
Should the workers in Portugal wail to convince Soares before
they defend their conguests? Do we now adopt the pesition that
the pace of the revolution depends on the good will of the
reformist misleaders? Were Stalin, Molotov, and Kamenev correc:
after all against Lenin and Trotsky in February-March 19177
Were the Bolsheviks splitting the working class when they
insisted on nol graniing an cunce of irust to the reformist
misleaders?

Bourgeois Democracy, Democratic Rights, Proletasizn Reavolution

The root of Comrade Foley's misiudgment of the political
conflict in Portugal today is a wrong, one-gided, and mechanistic
conception of the relationship between bourgeois democracy and
socialist revolution. This conception has now been endorsed by
Comrade Hanaen, editor of Infercontinental Fress, in 8 “news
analysis” published in the August 4 issue (“Is Democracy Worth
Fighting For?”). Of course, Marxists defend democratic rights
whenever they are attacked by bourgeois resction. Marxists fight
for the defense and extension of democratic rightz during and
after socialist revolutions. But this in no way means that a
gocialist revolution amounts to a “gualifative sxpansion” of
bourgeois democracy. Nor does it mean that the extension of
democratic rights is equivalent to “fighting for bourgeois
democracy in the period leading up to socialism.”

In the first place, it is necessary o remind Comrades Hansen
and Foley that even in its most advanced and radical form,
bourgeois democracy severely restricts political deriocratic rights
(among other things) through the institutions of private preperty.
The distinguishing feature of a proletarian revolution, even hefore
the establishment of a workers state, ig that increasingly
radicalized mass action leads the toilers to extend demecracy
beyond limits compatible with bourgeois demoeracy.

The question of freedom of the press provides a geod illustration
of this tendency. We defend the right of even bourgacis liberal
parties, not to mention workers psariies, to publish their own
newspaper against any attempt by bourgeois governments to
suppress them. But we never defend the monopoly of private
owners of printing presses over the expression of opinions
publicly. When printing workers break that monopely in the
course of mass revolutionary struggle, when they lav claim to the
right to have their own opinions printed alongside those of private
owners or political parties, we say that this is an extension and
not a limitation of democratic rights. We approve this extension
106 percent, even if the majority of the delegates o the
Constituent Assembly have not voted in favor of it or have
rejected it and even if the private owners protest very loudly, That
is m very concrete example of how & revelution expands
democracy beyond the limits of bourgeois demacracy by attacking
the rights of private property.

Second, bourgeois democracy consisis not only of democratic
rights (restricted'ones that exist only on paper in part), but aleo of
a state machine, repressive apparatus, and varicus institutions
that limit and strangle the free demucratic activity of the rmassges.
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Nenge these ingtitutions and their “nght” to
t the freedom ¢f action of the masses (o Hmit the right fo
trike, for example), even in peaceful times, But when these
;"Etﬂhulun‘i and siate apparatus are challenged by the mass
action of tens of thousands of ~¢1urkel‘s in & revolotionary process,
tand 100 percent or ¢ side of the workers against the
inatitutions of the bour iemocratic state, We are for institu-
tions of workers democrs r soviets, to replace the institutions
he bourgeois staie tarian revolution is not simply an
ion and gene of democratic rights; in addition to
miinuity, the rong element of discontinuity, of
-8 break wi if stitutions of the bourgeois state. a
truction of the Bourgeois state machine and its replacement by
organg of power. The xmxis,rstanding on this point, after all,
constitutes the main dividing line between Bolshevism and
; mﬂ;m in me Course o .m) etar'an revolunc,m And we are

supose and cha
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1, in periods of intense claes struggle and growing viclent
tion of class forces—that is, in periods of revelution and
exrevolution—~the defense of democratic rights cannet be
ted from the class interests of the contending forces. The
want fo sbolish exploiiation, poverty, unemployment,
1, in the name of defending bourgeois
“democratic rights” in general), one attempts
ain their struggle, puts & brake on their “ulirgleft” freedom
ion, and condones or organizes vepression against them,
then one prepares the wa;y' i v the replacement of bourgeois
iamv(r%y by bourge ictatorship instead of by proletarian
4 Ay,
ohjective basia of hourgeois democracy, which reste on the
ity of a certain degree of conciliation between fundamen-
ial classes, can be swept away by sharpened capitalist
and explosive class conflict. This is what happened in
ipe during the 1930z, It happened in Chile. It is happening in
al today. Ur,do'r these circumstances, to prevent the
0is democracy with proletarian
acy means o m:z.w the victory of bourgeois dictatorship
t;in
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y f these theses, which were explained by Lenin and
many times, our comrades of the LTI, sympathizing
i { the Fourth International in Portugal, took the
74 pc%me na, of which the Fourth International fully
OVes:
wupport to the democratic right of the printing workers of
Repirblica to have their own opinions printed on their presses,
either in Repablice iteelf or in another newspaper printed on the
presses. :

X viceratic right of the Socialist party to
its newspaper withoul any censorship or control.

isal fo support any miove by the aunthorities of the
s¢ bourgecis siate to have the workers occupying the
o primshe)p thrown off the premises.

usal t" e::xi!abcrate with the CP in setting
locks and bary c;ﬁe~z aguinst the Socialist demonsirators.
S *port to and -active participation in any action of self-

¢ undertaken by the Communist party and the trade unions
ai attacks on their offices by resctionary crowds,

We believe that these positions are entirelv correct and
ent & consistent defense of demoeratic rights in a revolution-
tuation, although they obviously go beyond the limits of
seois democracy. We also believe that it is only on the basis
positions that the unily in action of the Portuguess
can be restored.

contradictions i the
become all the

pesitions adopted by Comrac
i 1 sembered that




in his article, written more than two weeks after the beginning of
the storming and burning of dozens of headguarters of the CP, the
trade unions, and other working-cless organizations (intiading, 'n
one case, an office of our own comrades of the LCD, Comrade
Hansen did not see fit to mention these atlacks even once, despite
his crusade for bourgeois derorracy against an alleged military
dictatorship. One would have thought thai a comrade so sensitive
to democratic rights would scream at the top his lungs against
these violent assaults on the mosi elementary right of existence
and free functioning of working-class organizations--attacks a
thousand times worse than anything to which the Poringuese SP
has been subjected. Comrade Hansen's silence on this point only
confirma that in a revolutionary sitvation one cannol set out to
defend bourgeois democracy and bourgeois state institutions
against the seltorganization and mobilization of the workers
without overlooking severe nitacks on elementary democratic
rights. The German workers found this cut as sarly as December
1918-January 1919, It ia a sad day when Comrade Hansen has to
be reminded of it
As far back as the electoral campaign of April 1975 we warned
that the sectarian confrontstion beiween Stalinist oneparty
schemes and Social Democratic clinging to bourgeois democracy
could introduce a sharp eplit in the Portuguese worling class,
thereby threatening the advance of the revolution. Only a defense
of the twin ideas of workers democracy and workers councils can
assure that neither the revoluticnary impetus nor the necessary
. united front of the Portuguese wourking class will bs lastingly
broken. We will continue to strogels tirelessly for this united front
between the CP, the 8P, and the revelutionary workers against
the attacks of reactionary thugs and in consonance with the need
to econsolidate and expand the conguests of the revolution.

Towsard Dual Power in Portugal

The wave of mass struggle, factory occupations, experiments in
workers control, land occupations, squatiers initiatives, and the
emergence of tenants committees has raised the problem of how to
eoordinate and unify these variegated forms of self-organization
of the toiling maseges. History provides us with but one answer to
this problem: the creation of soviets, of workers councils, whatever
they may be called (the terminology preferably arising from the
practical struggle experience of the couniry concerned rather than
from a foreign language). The de facte creation of such workers
councils is the spontaneous produst of the Portuguese revolution-
ary process. If the Fourth Internationsl, its Portuguese organiza-
tion, and other revolniionasry groups have formulated this
necessity systematicaliy, they have done so only after the first
practical initiatives had been taken by the masses themselves.

Comrade Foley does not agree. In the July 21, 1975, issue of
Intercontinental Press he quoies 2 passage of Trotsky's comments
on the 1931 Spanish revolution presenting soviets as “organiza-
tions of the proletarien united front” (P, July 21 p. 1013),
thereby implying that Trotsky actually did not advise the setting
up of soviets as long as there was no party-lo-party agreement
with the Social Democrats to do so. Soviets in Portugal only with
the approval of Cunhal and Soares! This is orthodox Trotskyism?

In fact, Trotsky never took such @ prepostercus position, Ha
gave the Spanish Trotskyists just the opposite advice, in January
1931 and in April 1936, when, let it be said in passing, the
relationship of class forces wus less favorable to the proletariat
than is the case in Portugea! today and the Trotakyisis were much
weaker than they are today. Trotsky's advice was to propagate
the creation of soviets coming out of the sponiansous mass
struggles, to carefully test the willingness of the Socialist and
anarchist workers {o participate in them, and to ge inio gotion as
soon as_thers were indications that this was actually socurring.
(See, among other sources, his January & 1981, leiter to the
Chinese Opposition, his long article “The Fe%iutmn it Spain' of
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F the Fourth International in
or two articles in The Spanish
3, Paihﬁmdez‘ Pre 67 and p. 2113 Only sfter this
has been set in motion is there any hope of compelling the
Diemocratic or Stalinist leaders to accept the inevitable
- reluctantly), Our Portuguese comrades have been acting
in this way.

t democratic form of workers councils is that in which
@ muases in factories and neighborhoods freely elect their
es rather than having them nominated by parties. Parties
it in the soviets only as a result of the freely elected
os assembling.themselves into political factions, groups,
ein of councils in which parties delegate representatives
ed by the masses and over the heads of the masses is
s less democratic, for it fends to freeze the initial
sehip of forces, and to falsify them to boot. Trotsky'’s
f composing the militia t‘('mmit“'es« of

this manner of
an rev Gintior. in 1836-37 is well known. (See his “The
d the Call iets,” October 1, 1837, ibid., p. 298}
2, we 3upose t=, > 1ccn~=na’ line of the ultraleftist PRP-
s without parties.” When thrown sut the doeor, politics
k through the window; in practice, “counciia without
i to a one-party svstem that fosters bureaucracy. We
freedom of political affiliation and activity of all
and all members of workers councils. We are for a
ty sY; stem within w rs councils, But we are against
nts at the top among bureaucrats as a replacement for the
lection 0* delegaies by the masses of workers, soldiers,
ives, craftemen, and all those toilers willing to participate
nerging workers councils.
‘iii»;‘a?; workers councils must be organs of the broadest possibie
i ¢ all the toilers. It would be criminal fo say to a group of
You cannot participaie in setiing up workers councils
: vou ave affiliated fo the Socialist party. But we know of
who has upheld such a disastrous, divisive position in
gzﬂ today. On the contrary, the greatest efforts must be
to involve the maximum number of Socialist party affiliates
levels in the establishment of councils, by granting them all
ired guarantees of the democratic functioning of these
Attempts to draw local and regional organizations of the
the spreading and coordination of the councils should be
d. A call should be made to the national leaders of the 5P
ipate in the organization of the councils, and if they
v should be challenged in public debate to explain the
for tbeir refusal. {These gentlemen are all in favor of
icy and e‘*‘a.,e& aren’t they?) The same obvicusly applies
re strongly to the Communist party, whose ranks and
e cadres are more inclined to participate than are the caures
T
uh:matmm with respect to the SP and CP musi be
a}E the more so should it be rejected with respect to
rs who are organized in various centrist,
;87 groups, each with its particular
srifusion, but each with much greater
P and SP
ising political differences with the
are prepared to build soviets with
¢ they first abandon their faith in
s one-party, bureaucratic system
ad to build with the comrades of
R, MES, LUAR, or UDP,* without first demanding that
don their various creeds -wp oort to the MFA, “councils
without parties,” the “armed siruggle,” Mao Tsetung Thought, or

hout demahéing t
& democracy (SP)
Shouldn't we be gy
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_representative” bodies. Contrary to ¢

around which the decigive test of strength takes place. whether it
be the defense of the gains of the revolulion against sttempts o
eliminate them through @ reconstructed “stable” bourgeois
democracy, whether it be the defense of the working elass against
an attempt to restore a military or fascist éicj:amrs!"ﬁp. whather i
be an open possibility of the seizure of power by the working class,
or whether it be any combination of such issues, thers is no road
te victory and no road io the building of a mass revoiutionary
party in Portugal today other than the road of tirelessiy
campaigning for an extension, generalization, coordination, and
centralization of democratically elected workers counciis,

Comrade Foley appears not lo understand this, In the July 28
Intercontinenta! Press he wrote that the July 16 demonstration in
Lisbon was “a wild display of uitraleft fantasies.” Afier thai
densonstration, he concluded, “it will be hard for any workers or
tenants commitiee fo gain aceepiance as a genuinely sepresenta-
tive body that can unite workers and poor masses in struggle. (p
1083.) What an uiler lack of historical perspective and sense Of
proportion is exprossed in these words!

The Russian soviets, not to mention the German councils and
the Spanish commitiees, commiiled hundreds of “uliraieft” acts
and political mistakes, much graver than any that may have been
committed in Lisbon on July 186, That did not prevent them from
spreading, and still less from “gaming acceptance’ as “genuinely
Comrade Foley’s predictions,
the number of workers and tenants cornmittees will not cease to
grow after July 16, Attempts to coordinate and generalize them
will increase in number, The Portuguese working class will follow
the road of selforganization that has been followed by all
working classes during genuine proletarian revolutions, regard-
less of any errors that may be commitied along the way. This
upsurge can be halted only by a crushing bloody defeat and not
by some mistaken slogans in one demonstration. In fuct, Mérno
Soares himself, who stands physically nearer to the reaiity of the
revolutionary process in Portugal than does Comrade Foley and
who above all is subject to the strong pressure of kis own rank
and file, whoe after all wani to participate in the building of the
comnittees of workers power, expressed his willingness {after
duly 16) to accept the workers and tenants commitiees, provided
some form of reconciling them with bourgeois parliementary
institutions could be found. (See Le Monde, July 28, 1976. Of
course, “combining” soviets with bourgeois institutions is the
classical path of Menshevism during proletavian revoluiions, Sad
to say, However, Comrade Foley finds himself both less lueid and
further to the right thas Miric Scares on the question of the
future of Portuguese workers councils,

Cuba and Portugal The Paralisl snd the Ditlerence

All revolutions in the twentieth ceniury have given rise to
unforeseen developments. Nobody had ever heard of sovicts before
they were created by the Russian revolution of 1905, (Similarities
with the Parie Commune were discovered only later, ufter much
discussion and experience.) Workers control was a product of the
revolution of 1817. The Spanish revolution of 1938 created
commitiees of militias. Since the great defeats of the 19703, 18808,
and 1940s (caused by reformism and Stalinism), unusual forms of
proletarian revolutions have nccurred—-a result of the combina-
tion of the inventiveress of the proletarinn masses and the
inadequacy of the subjective factor, that is, the lack of an
adeguate level of class consciousness and revelutionary leader
ship. This has given rise to a new phenowmenon: deformed popular
social revolutions, such ap the Yugosiav, Chinese, Vietnamese,
and Cuban revolutions.
 These were populat social revolutions in the dual sense that: 1,
They brought millions of people into political action; that is, they
were popular in the sense in which Trotsky used the term in his
Theses on Permanent Revolution; they were revolutions born of
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weva gnd peasants.”’ 2. They led to
ction of bourgecis siate power and to an overturn of
nropertv relations; that is. they destroyed capitalism as
mic system and destroyed the power of the bourgecisie as
inss. At the same time, however, they were deformed
tens, in a threefold sense: First, their leaderships, either
of their Stalinist origins and education {Yugosluvia,
Vietnam) or because of their empiricism and pragmqhwm
were unwilling and unable to allow the emergence of
wocratic forms of selferganization of the workers and poor
nte. Becond, from the cutset the emerging workers states
consequently qualitatively move bureaucratically deformed
e Huseian workers state had been during its initial stage.
as a result of theae deformalions, these revolutions were
sufficiently {if at sil} to act as stimulsnts for the
tional revolution, despite the fact that it was possible for
s zet in such a way in the given world situation,
novement did not immediately and successfully tackle the
d theoretical problems poased by this unforeseen turn in
ory, a turn that in the final analysis was the result of a
artisl upsurge of v 'csmé revolution after two decades of
ing defeats and of the combination of that limited upsurge
e programmatic, political, and demoralizing longterm
that is, of the temporary hegemony of
within the international workers
underge a crisis before il was

ange self-activity of wo

th

" those defeats,
and reformism
Gur maovement msd o
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o failed o find the
v sin to recognize 2 social revolution if it occurred in any
een way maaceuvered themselves into imposasible theoreti-
u{enlogical contradictions and into hopeless pelitical
m and iselation. The Lutte Ouvriére group in France
ted that although Bussia is a workers state, the East
“people’s democracies” are bourgesis stales, even
eir social struciures, economic systeins, and state
identical with those of the USSR, The Healy-Lambert
s claim that China is 2 workers state but that Cuba
a hourgeois state. even though bourgeois property
were eliminated far more radically in Cuba than they
in China. (This implies an additional contradiciion as
i If only the leaders of the July 26 Movement had jeined the
n Communist party before overthrowing Batista, Cuba could
siized as a workers state; the only trouble is that in that
would never have overthrown Batista}
cases, the root of this theoretical bankrupicy is fear of
7 to terapiation, which is the commoen charactenisiic of
as Trotsky so aptly put it. All these sectarians have
managed to convince themselves that if one “admits”
Moo, Ho Chi Minh, aad Castro were able to overthrow
v under exceptiona mmsiances and o successfully
ned revolutions, one mu%t “logically” admit that cuher
. similar type could be capable of repeating such feais
and any time; the futuse rniﬂ or usefulness of the Fourth
2l wonld “consequentiv” be “liguidated.”
arter of & century now we have vainly attempted to
these sectarians tun the conclusion as.ws not a* ax!
1 t’ze prefuise, ah: i

correct answers and thought it was

8 sense, every social revelution is not necessarily o popular
.. In East Europe capitalist property relations and the bourgecis
powsr  were overturned thout popuiar revolulions, essentially
ine bureauscratic-m ns of the Soviet burezucracy, in
with Hmited ma 18 that can in no wsy be
niine mase popm
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whatever. We are opposed (o the slogan “Dissolve ihe Constituent
Assembly” and are equally cpposed to the slogan “All power o
the Constituent Assembly.” But it would be irresponsible
ultimatism to refuse te build workers caun,c:*s along with
supportew of either of these incorrect lines. Sectarianism toward

“centrists and ultraleftists” is no more justified than sectarianism
toward opportunists, especiaily when thousands of workers follovw
the “centrists and ultraleftists.”

Councils are now arising in Portugal as the result of and at the
height of tremendous mass struggles. They are genuine products
of these struggles and are indispensable instruments for the
extension, generalization, and final victory of these sirugglies. Bur
in one article published in Inierconiinental Press (July 21, 1875
Comrade Foley, basing himself on the text of the MFEA decree on
“popular power” and admiiting that “this elaborate scheme is
unlikely ever to be fullv applied” {(p. 1014}, deserihes the MFA
call for these commitiees as an atiempt to set up a “system of
totalitarian military dictatorship” that “recalls Castano’s semi
corporatist union setup.” (p. 1014

Everybody has the right to make mistakes. But there are
mistakes that sssume such proportions as to take on a new
quality. We can only say that Comrade Foley has now completec
the road to the Healy-Lambert method of politics Xn iact, the
definition of the MFA proposed “people’s commiticps” as “corpo
ratist” originates from these preat Marxists, who have creatively
applied the rule of the three wise monkeys and consequently hear
nothing, see nothing, and talk unlimited nonsense.

Corporatism is a fascist-type form of rule born of the crushing of
every form of working-class organization and selfactivity. It i
the result of a disasircus defeat of the working class—in the casec
of Portugal, a very bloody defeat indeed, one can be sure. Iis
imposition requires the previous physical destruction of working
class cadres, organizations, headqguariers, and presses and the
total demorvalization and domination of the working class.

In Portugal today the possible emergence of embryonic workers
councils has bheen expreased by the fact that the workers
compissions have begun assuining tasks whose areas of fulfill
ment spill out of the factories themselves. If the “progressive”
wing of the MFA undertakes a pathe.hc attempt to “co-opt” this
development into its own plans, this in no way modifies the
origing or direction of development of these councils. Then
gradual emergence has pot been the resolt of & defeat but 8
tremendous upsurge of working-class activity. Far from being
demoralized, the self-confidence and activity of the clase is
increasing at a pace seldom seen in West Europe since the second
world war. Far from being crushed, working-class crganizations
are multiplying, spreading, and differentiating in s symphony
(and sometimes a cacophony, but that is the price we gladly pay
for workers democracy) of free exchange of opinions and free
debate. Public opinion is dominated by the working-class press
and working-class literature. To identify this trend with totalitari
anism, to see a threat of fascist corporatism in ‘Aese forms of
organization, is to have completely lost one's bearings. It can only
be called a re-edition of the Stalinist (and Mae-Stalinist) theory of
social-fancism, for it overlocks the fundamental difference
between a situation in which working-class organizations exist
and a situation in which they do not exist. And in the case of
Portugal, the theory has even less justification than it did during
the time of Stalin-Thélmann, for there is incomparably greater
workers democracy and freedom in Portugal today than there was
in Germany during the fina! period of the Weimar Republic.

it can be predicted with the utmost confidence that in order for
“corporatism,” totalitarianism, or fascism to return to power ir
Portugal, all the ihitiators of the present workers coundcils, and not
a few of the MFA “theoreticians” who drafled the decree sc
detested by Comrade Foley, will have first to be shot. Not the
shightest scrap of any “people’s council” wonid survive under 2
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were able to lead their deformed revolutions to victory only by
breaking with key strategic and tactical theorems of Stabinist
{and incidentally by breaking down the subordination of their
parties and revelutions to the interests of the iet bureavcracy.
and that the reality of a sccial revolution i an eobjective
phenomenon that must be analyzed objectively and without
gubordinating the willingness to adopt this or that definition to
the cranky “conclusions” that allegedly “necessarily flow” from
the analysis. (We may note in passing that it is the schoul of
reformist and Stalinist bureaucrais that subordinates the Marxis!
method of analysis as an instrument of scientific knowledge to the
“needs of the organization,” which means in reality the needs of
the bureavcracy, thereby transforming Marxism into & handmaic-
en of large or petty bureaucrats)

Again and again we have insisted that the cases of Yugoslavis.
China, Vielnam, and Cuba would remain excepiional, that the
detour of world revolution through the phenomenon of deformed
revoluiions would be temporary, that as the crisis of the world
imperialist system continued to deepen and the worldwide
relationship of forces continued o shift against the bourgeoisie i
was only a geestion of time hefnr? the world revelution would
again hit the imperialist couniries, and that the more this
occurred the more the industrial proletariat would play the
leading role in the revolutionary process both in the imperialis:
countries and in an increasing number of semicolonial countries.
and the more the world revolutionary process would return to ite
“classical” pattern: the pattern of the self-orgavization of the
toiling masses, the pattern of soviet democracy. We have further
insisted that these “undeformed” revclutions wiil be abie to
triumph only under revolationary Marxist leaderships, through
the emergence of genunine mass revolutionary parties of the
working class. The sectarians were not convinced by this
argumentation. That is not surprising, for pecple whe cannot be
convinced by powerful revoiutions ave not likely to be persuaded
by any srgumentation, however valid,

Our movement was almost unanimous in formulating this type
of analysis and prediction—at the 1963 Reunification Congress.
after the great raliving call of May 68 in France, and at the Ninth
World Congress of the Fourth International in 1969, Even though
thers was a sharp tendency struggle at the Tenth World Congress
(1974), the political resclutions of the majority and the minority
ghared the aboveindicated conclusions.

The Portuguese revolation is the first revelution to break out
after the Tenth World Congress, the first to confront us with the
need to verify our long-term analysis and prognosis about the like
ly pattern of world revolution. And it is here that the probable
motivation for Comrade Foley’s mistakes must be located,
motivation that he shares with Comrade Hansen: fear that to
recognize that a genuine revolutionary process is under way in
Portugal would somehow imply recognizing the ability of “petty-
bourgeois officers” (or ‘“reactionary bourgecis officers™ to be
magically transformmed by the Communist party inte “tools of
proletarian revolution,” thereby “justifyving” the class collabore-
tionist maneuvers carried out by the Stalinist Communist parties
throughout the world.

This motivation leads to an approach that is identical to the
Healy-Lambert method of examining unforeseen turng of objective
events. It is an approach that is alien to Marcism and can only
jead to disastrous resulis.
unjustified in that in reality the Portuguese revolution strikingly
confirms the predictions of the documents of the Ninth and Tenth
World Congresses and the theses of the Reunification Congress,
namely that the eruption of a proletarian revolution in an
imperialist country will involve a return to the classical pattern,
to the pattern of*sovieis and workers democracy.

But the Portuguese revolution also confirmas that each and evers
groletarian revolution has some peculiarity, some specific featurc
that must be understosd but that must not allow the analysis to

September 8, 1975

Such an approach iz all the more

erted from the Tund: b trends and issue
Cubhan revu!atzrv hegan with the destruction of ihe army
ate apparatus theough the guerrilla war led by the July 26
Movement. This desiruction did not guarantee the cutcome of the
revolution. Strenuous efforts were made (especially by the right
of the July 26 Movement) to rebuild a bourgecis army and
apparatus after Batista's fall. But this destruction, combined
huge mass mobilizations and the conscious choices of the
"asteo leadership, did open the way for the rather rapid victory of
-evolntion once the reconstruction of the bourgeois army and
apparatus had been prevented. That is one of the key factors
xplains why a workers state was created in Cuba withoui
srior formation of 2 mass revolutionary Marxist party.

The Portugusse revelution also bag:gn in a peculiar way. Its
wwelopment has been marked by a series of factors: ¥First, the
akening of Portuy ”nm;nahsm by the fight of the national
1 -Rissau, Mozambigue, and Ango-
tor of Portuguese finance capital
of the army under ‘Spmei:a and Cosis

R - -
cond, the attempt of &
some uf the main % ie

o ¢a shift from ﬁs's’?v::i to :fﬁmnct 1'ule in tne fmmar ('am.;iesz ag g

basis from which to x"%ore“pus{hiy wodernize and overhaul Portu-
hourgeois society and the Portuguese capitalist economy hy
Jlis *h* (,aet‘na“;f, fm:mt«‘,rqﬁ;) with a “strong staie” under

gsments of hourgeois democracy (not

the pattem of de Gaulie’s regime in France): third, the
the Po se bourgeoisie to realize the Spinolist
sf' a “strong st heeause of the violent and ever

3 ding emergence of broader and broader masses onto the
nolitical scene; fourth, the g wmg division of the officer corps, a
resuit of the combination of all the previously enumerated factors,
and o growing polarization of the whole army; fifth, the growing
political awareness and %Ee-f-ac‘.wlty of the soldiers, which
iniroduces an element of disintegration into the army, that is. a
;2] by the soldiers to obey orders they consider politically
anacceptable, a decline of discipline, and even attempts to altey
the hierarchical struciure of the army.

All these factors have come into play gradually, not alf at once,
E“‘u way they developed iook many people by surprise, heginning
the Portuguese bourgeoisie and endmg with not & few
tskyiets. But there is nothing “revisionist” in the analysis. Nor
were anything “lig tionist” in the conclusions that flow
frorn it, The fact that a proletarian revelution is immensely

celerated by phenomena of division, disintegration, or tempor
aralysis within the bourgeois army is after all an elementary
pzms._.a;:le of Marxism,
“omrade Foley's obsession with “undermining any faith in the

boun fsmm* MFA” {an *‘, session he shares with Healy, Lambert,
and their ilk) is a typical sectarian reversal of an opportunist
ake; it is based on few.' that one might be on the point of
umbing to tempiation. Comrade Foley's analysis shares an
tial feature with the a?ld] ssis of the centrist and opportunist
nders of the MFA leadership: the assumption that everything
is happening in Portugal today depends essentially if not
completely on the role, function, intentions, and actions of the

~...

categorically reject thiz approach. We maintain that what ix
ing on in Portugal today is fundementally a growing confronta:
hotween the impetumm mass movement of the proletariat and
> hand and all those forcea that want to
- the capitalist economy and the bourgeols
state on the o’hef h:md We maintain that the growing divigions
o the army, the officer corps, and the MFA itself are simpiy
L‘(mz; c}f this gr 1g polarization of class forces and are not
2l resulis of the d lical maneuvers aud plans of the MF ‘&
werefore conclude that the key problem is to create ux‘ga;}

5 power and & i

htical :or‘ o8 10 mxe 2
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those who “have illusions in the MIFA” and these who do not.
The case of the “people’s committess” provides a good
illustration of the differences in the two approaches. If one looks
at a plan (on paper) calling for the presence of = military
commander in sach district council by beginning from the
arbitrary and mystifying starting peint that wé are dealing with a
powerful military junta that is fully in contrel of the situstion and
intent upon establishing a “corporatist state,” then such a plan
becomes a “sinister omen.” If, on the other hand, one sees the
reality of s divided and increasingly paralyzed MFA tottering
from crisis to crisis and uwnable to maintain any independent
position between the increasingly polarized forces of ¢ ipital and
labor, then one sees the plan as a pathetic attempt by one wing of
the MFA {o co-opt and manipulate the radical initiatives of the
working class, initiatives that have been taken independentiy of
the MFA. One further sess thai such atisrapts at cooptaiion ars
doomed to failure so long s the mass movement remains on the
upswing. Instead of replying to the MFA “popular power” decree
with the incredibly sectarion social-fascist-type cry of “corpora-

- tigm,” one should rather respond: Let that “army commander” not

be nominated but instead freely slected hy all the soknzers and
officers of the district, on the basis of “one man, one vote.” In fact,
this is exactly what scourred in the first local popular 'ssembiy
that gathered in Portugai-—on July 13 in the town of Pe
is true that the assembly met in the local bareacks., But it was
composed of democcratically clected delegates from fifiecn local
workers commisgions and twenty-four local tenants commissions,
There was also one representaiive of the local army urit. But he
happened to be not the hierarchical nominee of the gensral staff,
but a man elected by the general assembly of the soldiers and
officers after a mass meeting and an extensive discussion. We ask
the question: Is that a soviet or is it an organ of a faecist-type
“eorporatist” state? And if one wants to deny the “pure” soviet
character of this assembly {and we would be interssted to know
for what reasons), the gquestion remains: Is that locai popular
assembly close to a soviet-fvpe organ, or is it close o an srgan of a
fascist- or corporatisi-type state?

Comrade Foley must be reminded that during the first phase of
the February revclution in Russia many army commanders weve
deliberately invited to the provincial soviets, snd the army
representatives occupied a “privileged position” there. (See
Trotsky’s History of the Russian Revolution, Volume 1, the
chapter entitled “The Executive Committee.”) This was not & good
development. But it was no reason to deny the character of the
soviets.

We do not call upon the Portuguese workers to have the
slightest confidence in the MFA. Quite the contrary. We call upon
them fo have confidence onfy in thelr own independent clase
strength. But neither do we call upon them to turn their backs on
nationalizations, workers control, or workers councils simply
because a few officers call for these goals too. Nor do we hang out
a sign reading ‘“‘Proletarian revelution: Entrance strictly forbid-
den to nonfactory workers,” espacially in view of the fact that, as
is indicated in the above-mentioned quotation from the Financial
Times, the counterrevolution itsslf classifies some of the revelu-
tionary officers (for example, those whe have begun to arm and
train the workers) as ite deadly enemies along with the
revolutionary workers. The exact character of the Portuguese
workers councils (whether they will call themselves “people’s
committees,” “committees of people’s power,” or whatever) will
depend on the activity, strength, and consciousness of the
working class and its vanguard, and not on the plane, intentions,
or maneuvers of some group of officers. That i and will remain
our basic approsch.

In other words: We believe that there is some similarity between
the Cuban and E’m‘i"ugﬁew evolutions; but there are alss
gignificant differences. The similarity is that the weakening of the
bourgeois army in Portugal, like its destruction in Cuba, aids the
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Portugai, but also in the rest of Rurope and in North America,
should be to warn the workers against that real danger and call
upon them to organize and arm themselves. If instead of doing
this one starts with speculation about who the Bonaparte is likely
to be and if one then proceeds to indentify this future Bonaparte
with some figure in a government under which all working-class
freedoms remain essentially intact, one runs the real risk of
completely misleading the workers in regard to the question of
whois they will have to direct their first blows against.

The present situation in Portugal has meny similarities with
the situation in Russia under Kerensky. (Obviously, theve are alee
many differences. The greatest differences are that in Portugai
the sovieis are only incipient and not yet generalized and that
there is no strong Bolehevik party.) Lenin and Troteky suspected
Kerensky of not a few “Bonapartist intentions” and dencunced
them. But the Bolsheviks never concentrated their aceusations on
Kerensky’s presamed desive to become a dictator. Had they done
so, there would have heen grest confusion when it was Korailovy
who actually struck. Comrade Foley has no way of knowing who
will strike at what time and in what form to establish a bourgeois
Benapartist dictstorship in Portugal. It is to say the least
premature to decide that it will be Carvalbo. If it happenas instead
to be Spincla, or the Portuguese legion assembled in Spain acting
along with imperialist mercenaries, or Costa CGomes. or a
combination of all three, Comrade Foley will have fo fight in the
same camp as the Copcon efficers against the real Bonapartist
murderers, as we all did on March 11. Or does he belisve that this
was a mistake and that one sught to remain neutral in a struggle
betweers the camp of Kerensky and the camp of Kornilov?

We have had some rather heated discussion in the Fourth
International about what iz meant by the formula “fighting in the
camp of Kerensky against the camp of Kornilov.” We believe that
it means not only political independence from Kerensky, but alse
that no political support must be given tc Kerensky and that there
must be no promises to defend the “continuity” of his government,
whether or not that government has been elected by the majority
of the people. But it obviously dees mean fighting in the same
camp. We determine the nature of the struggle not by the nature of
the political leaderships of the two camps, nor by abstract
considerations about the alleged “superiority” of one form of
political rule over the other, bui inatead by the different class
character of the combatants.

For us, the embryonic civil war in Russia between the Kerensky
and Kornilov camps and the full-fledged civil war in Spain were
not wars of bourgecis democracy against fascism or Bonapartism
but wars between the mass of the proletariat and the bulk of the
bourgeoigie, even if the proletariat was still led (or rather, misled)
by reformists, class collaborationisis, and individua! bourgeois
politicians representing nobody but themselves. To free the
proletariat of these treacherous leaders it was necessary for

revolutionaries to fight in their camp. Any abstentionist position

would deliver the workers to the reformist misleaders, thus
making the victory of reaction inevitable.

If, as Comrade Folay has read in the stars, General Carvalho
turns the Portuguese army against the working-class erganiza-
tions and initiates a coup to desiroy these organizations and all
the gains of the past eighteen months, then clearly we shall fight
side by side with the Portuguese workers (and not a few soldiers)
on the barricades against him. But if the future Bonsaparte bears a
different name from the one Comrade oley has seen fit to bestow
upon him, and if, as on March 11, 1875, Carvalho and Gongalves
fight on the same side as the Portuguese workers against the
fascist threat, will Comrade Foley be prepared to struggle
alongside the Portuguese Korensky agsinst the Portuguese
Kornilov? The factithat Comrade Folay does not say 2 word about
this possible development is rather ominous, especiaily since the
question is not at ail an academic one, but is on evervone’s lips in
Portugal today.
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The Fourth International and the American Trotskyists have a
burning task of solidarity with the Portuguese revolution, Today
that revolution i3 being slundered throughout the world bourgecis
press. The campatgn of hatred against “Communist dictatorship
i rtugal”™ has a very clear function to perform: io prepare
i opinion in the West for an imperialist intervention against
: rovolution. ;

the Vietnamese reveiution and the
2r movemnt in ted States and internationally and
+ imperialism's “consequent defeat in indochina, we do not
capable of seadivg hundreds of
seale counterrevolutionary war of -
aese vevolution. It is, however,
ing Portuguese reaction and, the
erganizing aggression by a
Portuguese legion and other

After the grest puccess of

that imperialisz
le of seldiers for
n agaimnst th
of arming snd
svolution. It is oa
fegion” su
us fascists, it

using sconomic and financial weapons o
e the revolution, to weaken, demoralize, and siarve the
and o aid, embolden, and reorganize the bourgeoisie.
ontinentel Press would serve a useful purpose if it wonid
ingre systemalic aitfention to these dangers and sdvise
tionaries in the Uniled States and threughout the world
rut how to counter ther:, instead of devoting large amounts of
apace o the faniasies of Comrade Foley. To be sure, correctly
snalyzing a revolution is a nevessary precondition for aiding it
y and frank debate about the nature and perspectives of
revolution and the blems and dangers that face it ig part of .
sick, But it is only part. One of the gravest results of
es Foley and Hanse wrong analysis of what iz
ng in Portugal today is that it has drawn attention away
2 burning need to organize & movement of solidarity with
uguese revolution. £nd the blockade of Poriugal! Hands
off Poriugall Let the Poriuguese workers speak for themselves?
Invite delegations of Portuguese workers 1o address workers and
trade-union meetings throughout the Western world! These should
be the main slogsns of ibai cawmpaign ftoday, 2 campaign that -
should be organized on ihe bLroadest possible upited-front basis.
cionaily and  internationally. - These slogaus will prepare
ing-class opinion for move precise tasks when the decisive
test of strength comes,
ancerely hope that Intercontinental Press will expand that
ary campaign of solidarity with the Portuguese revolution,
sven before i correcis ite mistaken analysis of the revoluiionary
Prog anfolding in that country
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August 10, 1875

Feruvien President Velasce Overihrown in BMilltary Coup

Peruvian President Gen. Juan Velasco Alvarade was over
thrown in & military coup August 28, The new president is Gen.
Frapcizseo Morales Hermiudez, who served as premier in the
previous regims,

Morales is said to represent more conservative elements in the
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