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- REPOR? FROM PORTUGAL

Rice & Reynolds visited Portugal from 10-6=T76 to 16-6-T6. We went because of news
of a major split in the LCI, Portuguese sympathising section of the USFIL. The split
in fact compriges 40% of the LCI merbership, or 120 comrades, including the comrades
who were in the leadership of the LCI between the 2nd and %rd Congresses (August
1975 =~ Jamuary 1976)« We also heard that this group was having a founding congress

dn 10-6~T6¢ This report was apparently & nisunderstanding over the 'phone, bubt in
any case we had extensive discusgions with the leadership of the ex-LCI tendencye

What we did, therefore, was the followings

1o Discuss with, and try to influence ideoclogically, the leading conredes of the
ex~LCL tendency.

When they took over the leadership of the LOI they were part of the "3rd Internat-
iomal Tendency" (Mezhrayorka or Kompass) of ‘the USFI. The Kezhrayonka tendency
rojected the "new mass vanguard" conceptions of the Eurcpean Perspectives Document
ag schemabic and hindering a real proletardan intervention. They criticised the
description of the German SPD and French SP as parties fundamentally similar to
the British Lebour Party, insisting they were more like the US Democratic Partye
They also criticised the guerillaigt orientation in Latin Americae

The LGI leadership nevertheless supported participation in the FUR. Under the
infiuence of discussions with comrade Vito of the Italien FMR (formerly the Ifalian
segment of the Mezhrayonks tendency, put expelled from the USFI in Maxca 1975) they
made & selfecriticism on the FUR, published on 24~11-T5.

At the emergency 3rd Congress of the LCI (in Jamary 1976) that leading group was
oustede Against cde Vitols advices they did not form a tendency. However, they did
pose criticisms on several questions, most notably the concessions to bourgeois
democracy in the LOI-FRT accords for the presidenﬁial‘elections (See WA article on
this)s Finally, the leading comrades: were expelled, and many other comrades left,
protesting againstfthe_exPulsiqns:an@/or the acéords with the FRT.

Tn our discussio_n_s_f_‘mtfl the ex~LCL comrades we worked closely with comrade Vito
(who was, indeed, the means of us getting into'contact with them). Of course we
said so clearly when we dissgreed with hime (*1)

The main contentlous issues {on which we had agreement with ede Vito) were the
question of the presidential elections and the question of party-buildings On the
slections, the ex~LCI comrades favoured a position of voting for Otelo as well as
Pato; on party-building, They tended %6 a flabby "wait and ses! attitude.

We did not have detailed guidance from the 1-0, on what to say (éither to the ex-LCI
conrades or to other comrades we talked to), and we had to extrapolate intelligently
as best we could from previous I-CL discussionss We believe that the positions we
defended on the major questions of the presidentiel elections and party-building
followed clC0Tly from I~CL discussionse '

Unfortunately we were unable to discuss with more than the 2 leading comrades of the
ex-LOI group. One scheduled broader discussion fell through as a result of the
postponenent of an internsal meeting of the ex-LCI comrades, and we weren't able to
contact the ex~LOL comrades in Oporto because of & mess-up with aeroplane departuress

2. A by-product of thig work wags an intensification of relations with the *Internat-
#1) I should gay also that I disagree with Vito's rather doghatic insistence on the
correctness of voting Pato as against abstention. In ty view either position would
be principled = the question is a purely prafical one of whether the' 'lever?! critical
gupport for Pato glves to revolutionary agitation for working class political indep—
endence, ageinst Bonapartlsm, etce outweighs the danger of possible association with
P policy. Because it is (I think) & purely tactical, not principled, question -~
thus npt best judged by domeons in Portugal for only a few days - and also remerber—
ing the WF discussions on the Jast French presidential elections {where I was alone
in advocating abstention, and other comrades considered a vote for Mitterand would

be correct) I did not meke an issue of it O.R
alue
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- ional Initiative' grouping (M’B/Spartacusbund/m). Cooperation was generally 'g00de: i

We talked to two Spartacusbhund comrades. in Oporto (one of whom is there semlu
pexmanently, ,'l:he other hav:l.ng been sent f;o relate to the- spl:.t) ‘

3e We also talked to other left groues - LCI, PRT, PRP, U]IP- to collec'b :_ni‘omatlon
on their policies and on. the' situation more generallyo In adalt:l.on Rice was able %o, |
attend 'b'vro of the Otelo mpalgzl meet:l.ngs - .

[

1o Our general assessmen‘c of, the ex-LCI group wag falrly negatlveo More :meortan'b,
in a sense, than their unpr1n01pled pos:.tlon on the ‘elections, was a general- "
vagueneas and lVEartov-ulnlce gpirit ‘about” the com:cades. Unpr1n01pled positions -can’
be changed by argumont, a whole pollt:.cal psychology is more ur*“flcult to change

Nevertheless we feel it was a vital mternatlonallst task %o d;Lscuss w:r.th the

comrades, and at least to establish fraternal contactses .It is almost certain that e

the group will break upe But -if we pursue discussions. with, them energetlcally, we'f: -
have a good -chance of consolidating a heal'thy nucleus ou.*b of the break—up. They
are oertamly w:i.lllm to listen to use- . : C o e

We should con’r;:!.rme contact with them, ‘maintaining & correspondence with- them, and.' T

getting some mater:.al translated into Portugu.ese for: c:.rcmlat:.on :m the:l_r ranl:s.»'

2¢ The International Imtlatlve grouplng obv1ously hae some ha:cd q_uestlons to ask' '}.',;'
itsell about the errors’ of the: Portuguese comrades they 1nﬂuenoed. As far das we .

can see,’ the. principal lesson is this: correct positions.on any muber of questions’ '~
can be meaningless without a comprehensive international -programme (as a. lza.vn.ng, NENETEN

active entity) and a. systematic process of selecting cadres. . . -

The experience also conf:r.med our asgessnent -of the USFI:as malnst“eam, and our.
insigterice on the necesa:l.“by of a painstaling process of ideéological 'r'egenerat:t.on,
not just organisational "reconstmc‘hlon of the F1'. Perhaps the I.,I1. grouping tends

%o have'a too simplistic ang easy picture ‘of the process of founding-an international .
tendency (if 50, it would be in line with their tinges of- "ant1—-Pablmsm") Rey'nolds

dlscussed Jthese points with Vito, bul found hm unrespons:.veo

Our discussions with the exw-LCI comrades also underllned ’che need for and abéenee

"of an adequate Marxist Internationals The comrades. we spoke,to were serious, intell= ..

igent, and well~educated — but in Britain they would be, perhaps, proniging young

cadres of the I-CL, TG .or IS, In Portugal, during their--period of leadership of . the

1CI (a‘corucial period of “the struggle), and. now, they ha have among the most

heavy " :c‘esponolb:.l:.tles of ‘any leading group in the world Trotsk;y:l.st movemen’c. Neithér "

the USEFL loadership nor the Mezhrayonka tendency has been able. to help then '_
adequately in'facing those responsibilities (though it has to besaid that. the USFI

najority has a far better record on Portugal than the other establ::.shed 1nternat10nal. ,

tendenc:.es) We,: or the MR, even assuning either .of us to have made no mlstakes on

the. Pertuguese ques’c:.on, s:.mply do. not have the capacity to guide them adequately. e

But dlscuss:Lons With the Portuguese comrades can be worthwhile if only for théir -
contribution towards our development to the point’ where we do have that capacl‘by. .

" Nan Rice ,
- Chris Reynolds.




EDISCUSSION WITH BX-LCI comrade Alberto: Thursday lO—6~;(6;

ATRERTO gave Reynolds and the Ttalian comrade Vito a briefing on the expulsions
and split -in the LCI. S . : o . S
It started at a Cenbtral Committee meeting on 15th May. Paolo and I were accused
of preparing split in liaison with the Italimn FMR, They said our eriticism of
the accords with the PRT was in 1iné with Roberto Messari!s'book on Portugal.
Other orgenisational accusations were made. A’ non-parity. Control Commission wes
‘set up and we were expelled by 13-6 vote ofthé& Central Committee. .

We considéred the LCI's rapprochement with the PRT to be unprincipled, espec—
jally on the presidential elections. The PRT has also recently expelled a group
of comrades and we believe them to be in political agreement with us. The polit-

ical reasons. for the expulsion. vere ths rapprochemént with the PRT, the forth--
coming (August) lkth Congréss of the LCI, and thé, 11tH Congress of the FI, The
rapprochement with the PRT derives from the.international rapprochiement between
the Internstional Majority Tendency (IMT') ‘and the interhstional tendency led by
the PST of Argentina. - R T ' :
Thers had been a general decline i the internal regime.of the LCI. But the
LCT leagership hoped that the presidential campaign-would smcther the issue of
our expulsion. The Porto LCI deiianded withdrawal of the. expulsions and 60%- of the
Porto membership have since left. The Colwbra ICL rejected the accords with the
PRT snd criticised the expulsion; most of them have now deft the LCI. In Lisbon
about 307 of the.LCI. membership have left, including almost all the workers. .
About 120 comrades in all have left the ICI, end more will léave. Abowt 100" ™~
are with us, and there is -alsg-the group Jed By Sergio in Porto, of: about 14 '
comrades., Sergio's group is-importent "because Sergio used to be the leading
public figure of ~the LCI, For the moment that group is holding spart from us

pending théir ‘own internal discussions.

An Angolan comrade in Porto who has left with us has.contacts. with the 1So0cial~-

ist Revolution' group im Angola, which has criticisms of the USFL. .

Tt is a.small group which used to have, sbout. 4O militents & Hes since. declined. . -

RETNOLDS gave .a - briaf outline of the history ad politics of the I-CL énd our
relation.to the Internstionel Initiative. S ' ' .
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DISCUSSIONS WITH E%-LCI comrades Alberto & Paolo: Friday 11-6-~T6" - . . .-
ALBERTO: S_ipcé'és_th November the conditions havé beer. prepared for a,bourgeoié
offensive. The Legislative Assembly elections results_ obliged the bourgeoisie to -
modify their strategy. The CD3 did not gain as much as it hoped, and the. elections

i

also testified to the continued existence of & sizable revhlutionary vanguard, -

For-now 'e}ét?éu;parjlimentaxjr action is ‘secondary in the bourgeoisie's strategy.
Their tactics Toéus on preventing a OP-SP. government - consolidating the militery,
and installing s boneparte (Eznes) coupled with a perliamentary system. ;

: . . .

The -situstion is still pre-revolutionary, though-in ‘a period of -downturn. This -
is shown-by 3 facts: the crisis of the state apparatus; the inability of the bourg-
eoisie. to establish its authority in the factories; and continuing militant activ-
ity by the working clsss. - S o ' :

Esnes ! candidature, supported by the bourgeoisie, the Socialist Party, and the
majority’ of the Armed Forces hierarchy, prepares the conditions for a Socialist
Party government supported by the Right. De Azevedo does not have the bourgeoisie's
support; the Navy and saome petty bourgeois sections back him.

The CP wanted to support Eenss but couldn't because of rank snd file reaction.
They tried to nominate Costa Gomes but he refused. So they put up Pato. But Pato
does not have the suppor: of CP militants; kis is a formal candidature. Maybe the
CP will witndraw Pato before the elections in favour of Zanes. For the CP the main
enemy is Otelo.

Otelo has the support of the revolutionary left, but is not organically linked
to the workers' movement. He is a member of the armed forces, but a black sheep.
He has the support of many workers' orgenisations. His is an electoralist campaign,
anti-party, supporting the Armed Forces, propagandising sbstractly on "seople's
power”, backing "national independence”. The cempaign is based on the GDUPs

C
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("Dynemising Groups of Popular Unity"), backed@ by MES, UDP, PRP, The main thing is
that . his campaign has the support of vanguard workers inside and outside the CPy
end encourages a certain revitalisation of the workers' commissions.

We should support - & vote for Otelo as part of a United Front spproach
- utilising 2 certain hostility of the working class against the bourgeoisie and
esteblishing relations with the vanguard. Even the most combative militants of the
SP support Ctelo.

RICE: The logic of Alberto's argument seems to be to support Otelo only, not to
vote "Otelo or Pato®, which the comrade says is his position.

ALBERTO: No. We sgree that Pato is a candidate organically linked to the workers'
movement .

REYNOLDS: I disagree that a pre-revolutionary situation continues,

Otelo's campeign MAY revitalise workers' commissions etec. to scme extent., But the
question is how to formulate an independent revolutionary intervention ~ otherwise
the political comsciousness to meke use of that revitalisation will be lacking, and
the revitalisation will turn into a weskening of the working class in face of
Bonapartist dangers. One might say that Roosevelt in the USA in the '30s had the
support of the most militant workers, and that nis election created better condit-
ions for trade union organisstion. But Trotskyists would never vote for him. Because
Otelo's is a perspnality cempaign, with no orgsnic links to the workers' movement,
there is no way critically voting Otelo can be coupled with a united~front approach
~ though critically voting Pato can.

VITO: After 25 April 1974 there were 2 bourgeois projects: the consolidation of

& strong more or less bourgeois democratic regime linked to the EEC, represanted

by the SP etc- and the left bonpartist policy. 25th November was a semi-defeat

for the working class - and also a defeat for the second bourgeois project.

Thus the MFA has disappeared. The CP is left without a clear project and oscillates.
As regards bourgeois strategy there is the victory of the project of a regime of
the type of the French 5th Republic. The pre-revolutionary situation was terminat-
ed by 25th Hovenber, though we dc not have a counter-revolutionary situation. Since
25th November there has been a very low level of class struggle. The divisive
politics of the PC and PS have had a very bad effect in the working class.

Under the Wth & 5th governments there was a radicalisation, with the CP
involved, directed towards figures like Otelo. Today , with that movement gone,
with the radicalisation in the army gome, Otelo is simply a bourgeois politician.
He is the most plausible populist candidate, running e multi-class campaign. He
does not have the support of the majority of the bourgeoisie; he is trying to
revive a failed project of the bourgeoisie. He has the support of the vanguard -
but & vanguard in a situation of downturn and disorientation. Hig campaign departs
from the framework of reformism - but by seeking -.:--solubions outside the working
class. It's something like the Peronist project in Argentina but it can' have the
success Peron had.

- The downturn is reflected by the absence of a revolutionary .. candidature, even
& propagandist one. The LCI has a "centrist sui generis” position - YAgainst
Eanes, Against De Azevedo, Vote Pato”, i.e. not mentioning Otelo. Pressures push
then towards supporting Otelo, but that's prevented by their links with Trotskyism
end the USFI., On the other hand they don't have the courage to say that Otelo is
s bourgeois candidate who mush be defeated. We should say that.

ALBERTO: We have always supported the presentation of an independent revolutionary
Marxist candidate.

We don't have a public position on the presidential elections, and given lack
of time for discussion I don'™ think we will be able to have one. The "vote Otelo
or Pato" position is one put forward in a document for internal discussion.

On Reynolds' points. There is no anslogy between Roosevelt and O%elo. Otelo
does not have the support of any organised section of the bourgeoigie; also he is
supported by the MOST COMBATIVE SECTIOHS of the working class. Pato is linked to
sections of the working class movement - but does not have their support. Workers
understend the formal nature of the Pato candidacy.

e .. - - - . B B




Vito's analysis of "2 bourgeois project

3

s" coptredicts the enslysis of the IMFA

as a petty bourgeols sector with a radicalised support hindering its utilisation
in bourgeois projects. The centrists used to have more influence in the MFA than

the CP did. i

25th November was a defest, but diddt finish the pre revolutionary situationm.
There has even been some revival of radicelisation in the army since 25th Hov., &s
well as workers' struggles. The Peron snelogy has its limits, Otelo only has the
support of the most advanced militants of the working class, and of no section of
the bourgeoisie. His talk of nationsl independence reflects the Maoists, not the
nationalist bourgeoisie. He has & petty-bourgeois programme, influenced by the
centrists, directed towards the working class. He is & member in disgrace of the

military hierarchy. His candidature expres

ses the most negative illusions of the

vanguard, but also the continustion of workers' struggles; it can permit a certain
revitalisstion of the workers' organisations, even if on an errcneous bagis.

As for the LCI's position, I think it i
the PRT. On Pato we are in sgreement.

REYNOLDS: The comrades are replacing polid

s motivated by their rapprochement with

ics with sociology. That advanced workers

support Otelo and the bourgeoisie opposes nim is not sufficient grounds to vote for

him. It merely meens he represents a faile

d pourgeois policy in which many advenced

workers have illusions. An analogy: the Common Market debate in Britain. Most
advanced workers and left organisations supported "setting Britain out"; most serious
sections of the bourgedisie supported staying in the EEC. But I-CL insisted on an

jndependent working class political lNne -

sbstention in the referendum. The ex-LCI

comrades should say clearly what they think is the class political nature of the

Otelo candidsture,

ALBERTQ: Otelo's cendideture is defined by = petty—bourgeois programme, working
class support, end a dynamic of revitalisation of the workers' organisations,
against the attempts to consolidate a strong state. We vote Otelo against the
bourgeoisie without supporting his programme. :

A Pato vobe. is not a class vote, since the CP expresses 1o hostility esgainst the

bourgeois candidates. CP members will vote
loyelty than class loyalty.

Pato more out of mechanical party

I agree sbout the Common Market but I don't think the analogy holds.

VITO: Your position is a tragedy for all o

£ us. It means you sbandon this nejor

political campaign, renounce the possibility of explaining to the masses the
ressons for your existence. You will sppear merely as ancther variant of centrism.

PAOLO: If we campaigned sgainst Otelo end for a Pato vote, we would appear as

teiling the CP.

different position from the centrists.

PAQLO: The.centrists agitate for Otelo in
in Otelo, not a saviour, but the symbol of a past period.

VITO: There is & principleé difference her
Otelo, who is = bourgeois candidate.

ALBERTO: I sgree with the principle of not
the question is whether Otelo is a bourge

REYNOLDS: A serious political tendency mus

C

ALBERTO: The CP concentrates its main denunciation against Otelo. Anyway we have &

en unprincipled wey. But the masses see

e. In principle I =m against voting

voting for bourgeois candidastes. But
oig candidate.

%t appear before the masses with

clear principles which justify its existence, Lf you come forward explaining your

existence on the basis of eriticism of th

e LCI internal regime, or of the LCI-FRT

ccords, the messes will say: "you may be right, but we do not care™.

VITO: Your polities are suicidal. The best

‘situation would be for the centrists

sui generis of the LCI to sppear with the position of voting Pato but being ambig-
usous: on Otelo, the revolutionaries for voting Pato against Ctelo. Now you have

only a few days to save the situation.
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ALBERTO: The circumstances of the split did not permit clarification. Many comrades
left the LCI on the question of internal democracy, or other questions. Vito's
position seems like the PRT. Our position seems like the position the FMR takes on
the Italisn elections, saying vote for either the CP or Proletarian Democracy.

VITO: But in the Italian case the question is inside the workers' movement. The
point is that Pato is = workers' candidate with a bourgeois programme, Otelo is
a bourgeois candidate with a bourgecis programme. '

ALBERTO: Otelo is & centrist candidate with a petty-bourgeois programme.

VITO: Programmes are either bourgeois or proletarian; there are no petty-bourgeois
Programmes .

REYNOLDS: That's not true. Petty-bourgeois programmes can exist, though they are
generally utopian. Wages for Housework is an example.

VITO: A programme means a whole conception of the organisation of society. The
petty bourgeoisie in this epoch has no independent conception of the organisation
of society,

y
<~ ATBERTO: Centrist organisations have petty-bourgeois programmes.

REYNOLDS: In eny case, to say Otelo is a centrist candidate is to imply that he -
is a workers' candidate, since centrism is a current in the workers' movement.

ALBERTO: No. He is the candidate of the centrist organisatioms, dbut he is not
organicelly linked to the workers' movement.

VITO: That the centrist orginisations support Otelo testifies to their criminal
politics. Throughout Eurcpe we have seen centrism drifting to cpen support for
bourgeois politics: in Ttely, in Britain (over the ZEC issue), in Portugel, in
Spain-

ALBERTO: There is no clear convergence between the Portuguese centrists and the
beurgeoisie. '

VIPO: I'm angry because your mistake comes from lack of international discussions.
You don't understand that a group can be worth enything only on the basis of
(j - principledpositicns.

ALBERTO: We are confident that we will grow.

REYNOLDS: You have to start with principles; and then, of course, coneretise them
in analysis and tactics. You don't appreciate what a big responsibility you have
before the international Trotskyist movement, being in such a crucial position in
Portugal.

ALBERTO: We fought inside the LCI on princi@led - .-positions. But people left the
LCI on a variety of positions. It is better to wait and discuss then to take a
wrong position hurriedly.

YITO/REYNOLDS: But the LCI have already identified your position as "vote Otelo or
Pato".

ALBERTO; It's-only é position.for internal discussion.

VITO: It's a position you're résponsible for unless it is contradicted.
ALBERTO: The USFI will slander ué whétever we do.

VITO: Why didn't you send soméone fblpréséﬁ£ youf case &bt the LO fete?

ALBERTO: We had to sort ourselves out in Portugal first,




5

REYNOLDS: The question of hesitancy about -~ establishing yourselves as 2a

tendency in Porhugel ,%about presenting yourselves on the internstional level,

is linked, I think, to your attitude to Ctelo. It's the chronic syndrome of post-
war Trotskyism; failure to assert a confident independent working class inter-
vention, reliance instead on the “..volubionary process" and its various vehicles.

VITO: Like Ben Bellal

ALBERTO: We could not speek at-the Lo fete because we could not present positions
for the group. If we had done sO, it would not have solved the problems anyway.

T have previous experience with a small group outside the USFI. You can digstribute
cur documents whem they appear publicly.

REYNOLDS: What concrete plans do you have for work?
PAOLO: After a conference in 3 = Y weeks! time we will get out a newspaper.

ALBERTO: We will work round the upcoming national congress of trade unions {August).
We will push for democratic organisation; an anti-capitalist programme; rights
of tendency organisation; industrial unionism; independence from the State. Gener-
ally we will maintain a certain level of intervention in the workers' movenent, .
At our conference we will have the following items on the agenda: Ealance sheet of(:
the LCI; analysis of the various currents in the workers'! movement; united front,
and slogans on government; tactics for building the party, strategy, programme of
action; the Fourth International. -

We are teking things st & slow temp to avoid centrifugal tendencies. Our worker
comrades are coming under big pressure from the uoP.
REYNOLDS: You should realise that you will lose many of the people who have split
from the LCI whatever you do .

ALBERTO: Yes, we will lose some; but not, we think, too many.

———--—————-—...-.—__——.————-—-—_——————————n——-——.ﬂ

DISCUSSION WITH EX-LCI comrades Alberto and Paolo: Monday 14-6-T6
REYNOLDS: What policy did you put forward around 25th Kovember?

ALBERTO: In Hovember we analysed the situation as one of the radicelisation of o
certain sectors of the working class. There was a 1eftward movement of the axés (\
of class aollsboration and e setback for reformism. We called for the centralis~
ation of the workers' commissions and other demands towards unifying the class.
Tn the 25th November crisis we called for a general strike, linking this with
demands .. around 3 axes: sliding scale of wages; workers control/workers self-
defence; and a series of demands for the small peasants and other petty bourgeois
layers. We thought the 3rd element was jmportant because of the ouvrierist,
almost 3rd period, approach of the.CP ab that time.

That was ou r positionjsome of the cother comrades who have split from the
LOT came from different origins in the LCI.

REYHOLDS: Did you put forward & government slogan round 25th November?

ALBERTO: Not a precise slogan. We had rejected the formala of "government of
revolutionary unity"™ {(¥1)

REYNOLDS: What was the basis of the opposition to your leadership at the 3rd
Congress of the LCI? (10-11 January 1976)

ALLBERTO: There were 4 tendencies st the LCI Second Congress on 3rd/Lth August
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The first tendency was the IT-loyalist tendency. The 2nd tendency was that of
Sergio. It had been the LCI leadership up to one month before the 2nd Congress.

It put forward the idea of a "front of revolubticnary unity" before the emergence

of the FUR and the 25th August platform. The 3rd tendenecy, ours, was the majority
at the congress. The bth Tendency wes gimilar to the first, but had more nuanced

positions, for example on their assessment of the MFA.

On the question of participation in the FUR, the divisions were not the same as
st the 2nd Congress. Parts of the 2nd, 3rd & Wth tendenciss all supported particip-
ation. The first tendency end the remminder of the hth did not oppose any
slternative perspective to the FUR. But after they had seen the USFI finally
come down against the FUR, they formed a new tendency, also bringing in part of
the fermer 2né tendency. The driving force behind this new tendency was Charles
Michaloux, the USFI representative in Portugal. In October the ICI was paralysed
by facionalism. In November the opposition tendency called for an extraordinary
conference, end they produced & taxt on the United Front, the FUR etc. We asked
for a delay of this extraordinary conference, put we @id not get it. Consequently
we felt it was impossible to organise a serious tendency for the 3rd Congress. Put
we . did produce a balance sheet for the congress.

REYNOLDS: What was the role of the USKI%

ALBERTO: In the factional situation after the ond Congess there was an extraordin-
arily high level of intervention by the USFI. They sent militants here who pushed
Por the formation of tendencies. We think they were motivated by fear for the
consequences at the 1lth World Congress of having sn oppositicnal group in  the
leadership of the Portuguese section. They made us scapegoats for all the LCI's
errors and did a "Bolshevisation" of the LCI. They also tended to underestimate the
o5th November, seeing it as simply a provocation by the bourgeoisie into which the
centrist groups were trapped. o : :

REYNOLDS : What political criticisms do you have of the USFI over Portugal?

ALBERTO: They underestimated the situstion after the 25th April and lacked
perspectives. They repeated correct generalities sbout social democracy without
taking sufficient account of the dj fferences between the Portuguese SP end Portug-
uese CP. They tended to a schematic position on the MFA. On Angols there is

also & difference, the IMT stressing entrist work in the MPLA while we insist on
the need for independent work as well .

REYNOLDS: In September 1975 an IMG comrade told me she had been discussing with
LCI members who thought that the Portuguese CP was on the way to constructing a
deformed workers' state as in Yugoslavia etc. Who ked that position?

ATBERTO: Ho tendeney supported that position, though we were accused --of support-
ing it. What we did say was that the CP was being pushed further then it wanted
to gb and we needed z more concrete assessment than the USFI's of CP-SF relations.
The CP was opposing the fundsmental project of the bourgeoisie.

REYNOLDS: What are your chief criticisms of the new leadership of the LCI, elected
at the 3rd Congress?

ALBERTO: They have no ‘coherent position on - ‘the general political situation;
for example on the significance of 25th November. They - ‘have made concessions
to stalinism and social democracy, and have put them on the same level in a
schemetic way.

REYROLDS: Do you have any differences with the LCI leadership on the slogan of
"gemocratic congress of the trade unions:"? (¥1)

ALBERTO: They don't stress the necessity of an anti-capitalist prograemme; they
call for the dissolution of the Intersindical as a preliminary for this demoeratic
¥]1) The L{I's 3 chief slogans for the Legislative Assembly elections were: No to
the bourgeois pact; for a democr. congress of the TUs; for a W & P Government.
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congress; and they have been uncritical of a congress of trade unionists ecelled by
the SP. They tend towards s propagandist conception on the United Front.

REYNOLDS: Whet position did you argue on the Legislative Assembly elections?

ALBERTO: Sergio also had criticisms of the LCI leadership on thisj he  argued for
a CP-SP vote in all districts. We had different criticisms. We said the leadership
made insufficient propaganda on the bourgeois nature of the elections and had
focused too narrowly on the generals ss the main ensmy. We argued for voting CP-8P
where - -there was & danger of & right-wing victory, and LCI . elsevhere.

The LCI's agitation for a "Workers & Peasmnts Govermment" clearly confused the
notions of sn anti-capitalist workers and peasants government, and of calling on
the CP 2nd SP to take their responsibilities and form a govermnment. We insisted on
a clear distinction. They also posed the guestion of a workers & peasants govern-
rment as depending on a democretic congress of trade unions. But we argued against
making it depend on that one possible basis. We also criticised the LCIs lack of
transitional slogans directed at & CP-SP government.

REYNOLDS: What were your criticisms of the LCI-PRT accords? (

ALBERTO: They were part of the LCI-PET rapprochement. We insisted on a political
discussion as a preliminary to LCI-PRT fusion, on such questions as the PRT' s
gttitude to social democracy, its reaction to 25th November, its call for the
Legislative Assembly and Presidential elections to be under workers' control etc.

The accords (*2) made serious concessions to bourgeois democracy. The revolut-
ionary candidature was presented only as & means of ensuring that the will of the
majority in the Legislative Assembly elections was carried cut. It tried to apply
the United Front at the electoral level, leading to tailism towards the CP
and the SP. The LCI said that all the SP votes were votes for a left alliance,
which wesn't true. The accords omitted the question of the state, and the LCI
conceded to the PRT's conception of a "SP government" (not a CP-SP govermment),
putting forward no programme for this govermment.

These concessions to the PRT showed that the USFI was sacrificing our work to
the organisetionel operation of the LCI-PRT fusion.

VITO: We should discuss sn international cempeign of soliderity against the ( f?

expulsions. How do you went to go about it? I draw to your attention the report

of the latest (February 1976) IEC plenurt. There is an item on the expulsions from
the PRT (*1). Apparently the expelled ccmrades have had an unprincipled rapproche-
ment with the SWP.

QLBERTOE I recently met the leading comrade of that expelled group. He is
demcralised and inactive.

VITO: Not only the PRT expulsions, but Portugal more generally, had big reperc-—
ussions at the International Executive Committee (IEC) plenum, There is a letter
from Peng Tsu She on the Portuguese question, putting a "position clearly
different from the SWP's. The ground is prepared for a lot of ncise about the
LCI expulsions. What are you geoing to do?

ALBERTO: A campaign cen start as soon as we meke our public declaration of the
.split, probably this week. It will be intended to help the development of a revol-
utionary Marxist alternative on a world scale, therefore depends on clarification

of our positions on the USFI, on the International Initiative, etc. The declaration
of split should be distributed on a world scale. We also want to push forward revol-
utionary regroupment in Portugal. _ _ _

%1) A menifesto for the Legislative Assembly elections issued by this group expelled
from the PRT will be found in "Intercontinental Press® of 24 May, p. 82k,

%0) The text of the accords in English will be found in "Intercontinental Press”

of 31 May 1976, page 892.
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PAOLO: Before our public declaration, everything we say is a personal opinicn. We
have said there was no factional work pefore our expulsion, except on the part of
the LCI leadership. We must be cautious now s0 as not to give the LCI leadership
ammunition. I personmally will ergue for an international campaign.

YITO: DO you or don't you want to protest against your expulsion?'

ALBERTO: Yes, but the main thing is to publicise the split and to push forward
efforts towards a revolutionary regroupment in Portugal.

VITO: That approach excludes an jnternstionsl campaign, which must Dbe hagsed on
opposition to bureaucratism, not political agreement with the expelled/split

comrades. You must demand either reinsteatement in the LCI or recognition as a

" USFI sympathising section.

ALBERTQ: Even if comrades internationally .do not have precise politicel agree-
ment with us, we can publicise the split, given the internationzl interest in
Portugal. '

To demand reintegration in the LCT could - compromise our position.

- REYNOIDS: Are you against reinstatement in the LCI?

ALBERTO: No. But we might, for example, demand jnstead recognition as a sympath-
ising section of the USFI. :

REYNOIDS: ‘You cannot credibly demand recognition as a sympathising sectlion of
the USFI without also demanding reinstatement in the LCI.

ALBERTO: We dnounce the bureaucratic nature of.'the expulsions. But we think the
LCI is going through an irreversible degeneration, therefore we don't demand
reinstatement. Among those who have left 1CT there is a variety of political ideas.

PAOIO: The -~dynamic of the expulsions has turned into a split dynsmic, We can't
now demand an international inquiry after the event. The split is largely linked
with the LCI-PRT eccords, MAYBE we can demmmd recognition as a sympathising section
of the USFI.

ALBERTO: We CAN demend an internastional ingquiry, but that doesn't mean demanding '
reinstatement in the LCI. We have already demanded that our case be pubt
hefore the USFI International Control Commission.

REYNOIDS: I can't take a dogmatic line, but my inelination is to say that you
should demand reinstatement in the LCI anyway, in order to crystallise out the
serious elements among those who have left the LCI from those who will drift out
of revolutionary politics.

VITQ0: I give no advice. But consider our experience in Italy. When we were expelled
from the USFI section, we quickly sent a letter to the USFI condemning the section
majority as splitters. We never got a reply, but the letter is there for the record,
The same -thing in Austria. If the comrades don 't apply for reinstatement it will
show they have a different policy from the FMR. We cen make no international
campalgn except according to what the Portuguese camrades ask for. Send us {and
the ITF, <the PST, ete.) a copy of the ~.letter you send to the USFI leadership.
fut at the moment we have mo reply to the LCI text on the expulsions (*1) which
will already be circulating in all the USFI sections.

ALBERTO: The expulsions, plus the accords with the PRT, plus the asphyxistion of
ILCI internal life, mean a degenerstion of the 1CI. Getting a clear view of the
USFI .contradicts demanding reinstatement in the LCI, Does Vito want us to demand
reinstatement?

VITO: Yes. As of now, all that USFL members will know is that "ultra-lefts who
¥1) This bext, so the LCL leadership told us, is restricted to members & sympathis-
ers of the LCI. They said, however, they would publish 1t when the split group

appeers in public.
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supported the FUR and Otelo™ have been expelled.
ALBERTO: Incidents like the withdrawal of Arlete will raise doubts.

REYNOLDS: No they won't. People will just think "the Portuguese comrades have been
unfortunsate™

VITO: USFI comrades in other countries have the same natlonallsm as -you have here .
in Portugal. :

ALBERTO: All our supposed "nationalism" is, is to continue a real intervention in
the working clsss here,

VITO: If USFI militents don't know what's happening, it's YOUR fault. Why didn't
you two publish a letter to whole international movement straight after your
expulsion?

ALBERTO: We couldn't just do it ourselves; there were others to consult. The first
thlng is to consolidate the comrades who have split. Previcusly we had the exper-
ience of sending letters out internationally demanding the replacement of Michaloux
as USFI representative in Portugal. We never got any response. (j

VITO: I want to tell you ebout the conferences initisted by Lutte -Ouvriere,

LO propose a permanent framework of discussion open to all avowedly Trotskyist
groups. We think such discussion - -useful. At the second conference which has
just teken place, it was agreed to set up such a fremework before the end of the
year. 10, Spark, CO, UATCI, Spartacusbund, IXL, FMR, and I-CL were vresent. We
also dlscussed Speln, Portugal Italy. We S&ld we would invite you to sub-
sequent conferences. The sgenda for the next conference {31 Octcber/l November)
is: framework of discussion/ crisis of the FI/ Italy/ Portugal.

ALBERTO: What do you think are the possibilities of this framework?
VITO: Tt is useful for discussion and confrontation of positions . We distinguish

clearly, however, between this activity and the work of building & coherent
international tendency.

ALBERTO: Can you tell us snything asbout the Vargaist current? (*1). We know -
nothing sbout them, but we have been accused - +of being like them, (
VITO: It is difficult to take thenm seriously. They - ~—i.eclaim %o have rebullt

the Fourth International at a confersnce a few months 880,

VITO: The International Initiative represents a project of constructing en
international tendency, on strict programmetic and political bases., We put out
the text, the start of this project, :after some months of discussion. Fhe
I.CL presented some gmendments to the International Initiative; we discussed them
in the commission of the I.I. and then with the I-CL. We shall discuss further
with the I-CL on analy31s of the crisis of the FI, I nut the text of the I.I. to
you last time I was in Portugal Then you could not participate for technical
reasons, i.e. you were still in the LCI. But now political reasons - i.e. your
position on the presidential elections - exclude you. And we shall not forget
that position until you publiely criticise it.

Obviously, however, we are willing to continue discussing with you.

ALBERTO: 0K,

%1} The current around Michel Varga(Balasz Nagy) was expelled from the Lambertists
recently. A lot of its activity centres around a campaign against the Lambertists®
accusations against Varga of CIR links.
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VITO: For t@e I.7. we do not demand agreement on everything. But we do demand agree-
ment on basic principled questions,

ALBERTO: Our position is not public, not official, not even a definite internal
position. We are just having a discussion. We think your position is formal and shows
a lack of understanding of the real situastion. We think your mistake is tactical.
Otelo is supported by the vanguard of the working class.

REYNOLDS: According to the PRP, he is also supported by workers who vote PPD and -
CDS. ' ) : _ .

ALBERTO: Tn the main it is vanguard workers who support him.

REYNOIDS: Your position replaces politics with erithmemtic. One cannot work out
a political positvion by calculating how many bourgecis are on such-gnd-such a side,
and how meny workers on such-and-such a side. . :

REYNOLDS: Our position on the Fourth International is briefly this. Since the 'X0s
Trotskyism in all its currents has tended to degenerate into a combination of form-
al affirmations of principle and edaptations to a supposed 'objective revolutionary
process'. The adeptationism is expressed most seriously on the question of politic-
al revolution, e.g. in Vietnam. In a way it represents & reversiom to Second
International Marxism, which also adspted to an tobjective process' (in that case,
of reform, not 'Revolution'). We reject the concept of Pabloism as mythical since

the ®anti-Pabloites" also show this . ... degeneration, only more crassly and
coupled with confusionist slanders and scapegosating. o .
The participation in the FUR is an example of USFI adaptationism. The

Leninist-Trotskyist Faction (ITF) = position on Portugal is in the same ideological
mould, but supposing that the trevolutionary process’ must pess through social
democracy ). The criticisms of the USFI's more ‘recent record which the comrades
have reised reflect not so much the usual trend of the IMT as IMT attempts to conc=
iliate the LTF (*1) end to prove themselves orthodox. - - '

T tniiik the comrades! position on Otelo reflects USFI-type adaptationism,
iocking for a leadgr of the tpevolutionary process' rather than formulating an
independent proletarian-revolutionary intervention. Compare the ISFL/USFI atttitude
to Ben Bella, who was after all a far more serious figure than Otelo.

ALBERTO: We have taken positions on the FI only as individuals. Generally I agree

with what Reynolds says. The 'Pgbloist? period was only a particular aspect of the
FI degenerastion; perhaps the I-CL is correct to reject the use of the concept.

We have no overall critique of the USFI yet. The LTF has been totally incapable of
releting tothe class struggle here. It hes adapted to bourgeois' democracy. It has
tailed social democracy. We consider it much more degenerate than the IMT.

The IMT started off after 25th April with general affirmations, no concretisat-
ions, absence of independent revolutionary Marxist perspectives, tendencies to
liguidstionism. Reynolds' picture of schemas plus empirical adaptations seems
justified. Perhaps we have not analysed sufficiently the IMr"s attitude to the
25th November, ‘ -

The IMT have taken formalist positions towards the MFA and the CP. Now they
adapt more and more to social democracy. There is. & combination of empiricism
and a-~priori formalism. E o N . . .

On the guestion of the united front, the IMT seem to have over-reacted after
the criticisms of the "new mess venguard" concepts, and now, by stressing that
the united front must be oriented to the WHOLE of the class, they tend to tailism
towards the reformist parties. : : o :

As regards other internmational currents, we have had scme agreement with the
FMR on their general political assessments and on their analysis of the FI, but .
we tend to £ind them formalistic and inadequate on tactical questions. - :

%#1) T was almost certainly wrong. on this. The IMT is trying to conciliate, not the
LIF/SWP, but the Argentine PST, which hes been estranged from the SWP over the -
issue of .Angole snd over the split in the Lige Socialista of Mexico.
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VITO: As a generalisation; I would agree with that criticism! 7;;gq,f o

ALEERTO: As regards the I-CL's differences with the FMR on saying Pabloism is g myth
and:the USFI is the mainstream, I'p not sure. G

:Me should use the Portuguése issue in Felgtion to-all sections of the USFI, and
we can have am impéeti. ™ T coivegrsy .o C o S :

LRI T E R A B S S ) LT
A i P S
sely e

PACLO: There is a problem with Reynolds citing the FUR as an exfmple of USFI .
adaptationism: Since October 1974 we had seid the USFI had objectivist tendencies,
we Hhad criticised the European Perspectives Document and the "new mass vanguard"
conceptionss But it was us.who supported the FUR, not the USFI.

ALBERTO: The USFI also supported it sf first.

éAdLQ;“Yes,Jbut there are problems pdéed. I‘think the FUR question was one of
precise tactical caléulatioh, not of prineciple.. Anti-USFI groups have generally

failed to iove ‘beyond- general.-affirmations of principle: The USFI Had hesitetiotis ...

of the FURs Michaloux supported the FUR and the Copcon document, and Frank also’
wrote in support of the FUR - but theh the USPFI corrected itself under pressufe
of the SWP, the PRT, and pro-IMI people’in the LCI who had leftist positions. (”g
In- self-criticism, the USFI went. over to the view that the wnited front is for the ~
whole of the class, not for the vanguard: The FUR question is not yet sufficiently
_sorted out. We need a thorough review: Roberto Massari's book is a good start.

“ALBERTO: The pro=IMI people in the LCI. were not a leftist variant of the USFI
position, they had opportunist tendencies, .When wé took the lesdership ~v the LOT,
we were armed with the ideas of the 3rd International tendency (¥1). W= aid not
do well in concretising them. The uhited frént; for example, is a very good
principle, but what do you do if you do not have a sufficient relation of forces?
You can end up with tailism. We agree that the USFI is cendmist “sui generis", ‘that
it is adaptationist, that it tends to "Kuomintengism". Bus they seem to have learnt
something in the last period.

ViT0O: We don't deny that the USFI can make POSITIVE adaptations too. Where the
USFI - thought it could not hegemonise the centrist groups, it took a 'hard!
position: e.g. in Italy ~ contrast Itely where the USFI thinks it can have a fusion
with the centrist groups.

- We can't. have a proper discussion here and no w on the crisis of the FI. But
we should indicate the key starting points. First, that the Fourth International ( p
does not exist. This is a clear fact that any worker can see in daily struggle. It >
raises a whole series of questions: how to build a revolutionary Marxist
international tendency; how to assess the existing tendencies; did the FI ever
exist? (we say yes); when/how did it cease to exist? (we say it did not degnerate,
it was destroyed)., We must enalyse all problems in the perspective of rebuilding
the FI. The Portuguese comrades *- " must align with an existing international
tendency - or build snebhg®; . @ .. . K

_REYNOLDS10# 1pst iy At -
e IR bhat e phograiine el hob G usti 8 1154 B pi .
" once had that thé USFI'has a basically révdlitidnary progfafimé “bedduse it profes
a list of revolutionary principles. We also reject the 'anti-Pabloite! view that
the USFI's opportunism is to be countered by more strident or energetic proclanat-
ion of that list of principles. On the comtrary, a painstaking process of ideolog-
ical regeneration is needed to develop an international programme.

Within the framework of USFI adaptationism/formalism, a variety of political
positions becomes possible, thus the divisions on the FUR. The. comrades' error on
that 1 would attribute to their education in the USFI.

I don't know whether I understood Vito's point correctly, that any worker
can see in his/her. daily struggle that the FI doesn't exist, but if so I think it

g2es

at the USFI 10th World Congress -~ -
*1) The 3rd International tendency/{called "Mezhrayonks", or "Kompass", after its
German section, the largest) criticised the concept of the MV and alsd enalysis of
‘social democracy and orientation in Latin America., The FMR was ‘also part of it.

B T U R S —_— ER— e e
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iz nonsense. Workers in dally strupgle do not pose themselves thg question of the
Fourth internstionsal. ' : ' - "

-——

VITC: What if you ask them?.

ALE RPO/PAOLO I? you. asred Bhe same Questlon in Trotsky g tim g;ajoufﬁbﬁld get' a
similsy reva. T

VITO: Yes, in 1938 the FT was not‘knGWn to most workers - but if it hdd existed
as en International should in 1940, then every worker would heve known agbout it
because of lta stand on the war. The non—ex1otence of* the VI ig somethlng I can -
dlscuss w1th fverv worker I meut -

PAQLC: But o dlscuss tno auestlon of He ‘existence of the F; you also hava to
discuss the Wnole range of rrogranmat*c questlons. ‘7 T S

— e mm e em Em oma me G ww ww me e i o v tewa iw s me Mmoo MA Mm ke ww sew s em et e melme T M o ooE ==

DISCUSSIONS WITH COMRADES OF THE LCI, Thursday 10-6-T& - ‘-

The dlscu531or opuned.w1+h Reynolds gi v1ng 5 brief account of” what the I-CL: 15,,"w
its ﬁooltlons, 1ts relatlon to- the UbFI ntc. : - o

?“YVGLDS You have Wlbhdravn the- LCI/PRT candlia#e for the nre31dmnt1al electlons.
Whet 1s vour pollcy now? ' . _ C

1CI: The bourgeozsle 1S”try£ﬁg7€b-remgain'what'it‘léét'iﬂﬂﬁhe'Legislativé Asg-
erbly elections. Its offensive is focused round Eanes, supported by the PPD .gnd -
CDS. We argued for presenting a cendidate who could be the unitary candidate of
the workers! movement. We ‘are not “able to have a candidaste ourselves; but we can't
have an ebstentionist position in these elections.

The LCI supports neither Otelo nor-Psbo, because their prongﬁnes ‘gre programues
of class collaboration. Otelo represents all the illusions in the MFA-Pecple
Alience etc) Wé must vote against the bourgeoisieé. But Otelo is an element - allen
to the workers' movement. Thus we don't call for voting Otelo, we call for-vdoting
Pato. Voting Pato can represent an cbjective drive for class independence, against
the Stalifist leadership. - R = ' I

REYHOLDS: Waat is vour policy on the!formetion of a’government?

L0I: We call” For a Cp—uP governmenc,-agalnst the bcnapartlst progect “We have

no illusions in relation to the Legislative. Assewbly. The CP-3P government should
base itself on their majority in the Assembly, but shouid be reqpon51ble to the .
democratic congress of the trasde unions. : : :

REY?OLDS' “Wnet class n011t1cs &oes Otelo represent?

LCI: Otelo is 8 putlt—bourae01s pevsonallty. The sectors Whlch supnort h1m are

workers! partﬂes, but e vobe 'for-Otelo is an incorrect and very dangérous vote.
His programme is a popullst programme. Hig positions are dangerous, but the vote
for Otelo w1ll be a vorkars vote.

REYNOLDE: Surely the Otelo “vote is a, Det1t-bourgeozv vote from the very fact of
belng & vote for a mllltarv hero? L

is = claus vote.

REYNOLDS: What do you- think of the" slogan of soverblgnty of the Lealslatlve
Asserbly, against the presidential system?




,DISCUSSIONS WIm" A CQMRADm OF TﬂE LCI Fr1day 11—6—76

13
LCI But it was the ”onstltuent Assembly that voted for the Constitutionm.

RLYNOLD It‘s part of’ a general annroach of Lemandlqg the cp- nnd 8P br ak:with
their prQV1ous class~collaborationisit. o

ICI: Ve woged a campaizn on the question of the Pact between the parties and the
military. Only we and the PRI @id this. We are clearly for the defence of the
Legislative ﬁss%mnlv, but T don't know sbout a slogan centred on- that defence. -

REYNOLDS:VWhatvwere the circumstances of the recent axpu151pns frqm the LCI?

4

LCI ,There werh ‘some qvestlons 1nvolved of securltv in the organlsatlon, but B
the mein OuPSulon was that of factional work in theé organhissation agalnst the
LCI and against the Fourth International. The conrades involved had been elect<
ed to the leadership at- the 2nd Congress, ithey were responsible for the partici-

p stion in the FUR. Their act1v1ty went outside’ the limits "of cemocratlc central—_,

ism because they maintained contact with ornanlsaulons outside the FI and BEREE
introduced the pOSlthnS of those organisations into.the LCI under their own
Slgnwtures..fwo“comradeo were expelled and cthers left.

REYBOIDS: What disagreements did these comrades have?

LCI: They conducted no. consistent politieal struggle. They were an unprincipled
faction, taking advantnge of petty points. They “epresent ad the & Jethods of work
of & stace wa have now passed. Cver the lLegiclative Assembly, they advocated
votlng CP or 8P as well as LCI. They opposed the e]ﬁctoral accords with the PRY,
using the sectarian feeling/BHe T[0T vanks azainst the PRY, They promised to make
a self-criticism on the FUR but never did it. They never ac*eed to form o tend-

ency. ‘They.call.for voting, 'Otelo or Pato' in the presidential. electlonsﬂ They .

repreoenf a. concesslon to. centrlst pressures.s,

QTYFOLDS I nelleve voa nave 1ssued a pamphlet on tne expu131ons, entlt edh :m ;f
'A. Vecessary EBxplanation'. . e - : , S : '

LPI Yes, but tnls ﬁamphlet is . not publlc, 1t is nnly Por our m;lltants ana ,'
sympathisers. However, we reserve the right to make it publlc as soon as the
people who have split declare. themselves publicly sgainst.us.,

REYNOLDS: Around the Tegislative Assembly elections, the LCT put forward both ...

the slogen "orkers:and Peasants Govermment" and the slogan. "CP.SP government"
without meking it clear whether these wvere . ‘the same  Or. dﬂf?erent I thlnk this
wes confu51ng.

LCI: Until the Legislative Assembly elections, we used'Workers end Peasants -
Government” as a general propagandist slogan, de Fined by its programme., Then
we pub the accent .on the concretisation. .as "CP-SP govermment”. But we do.

dstinguish betwemn the general pronaﬂand¢st slogan end the concrete slogan
"CP~SP government™.. - . L

REYNOLDS: Can you erlaln your slogan of "Democratlc Congress of Trade Unlons

S ILCI: Some trade unions have 1eft the m‘tersmaléal But Wc thlnk a democratlc '

congress of trade unions could un-freeze the situation since 25th I Jovember and
open possibilities for fighting the bourgeoisie's offensive. Of course we have
no iliusions., We fight for a cless struggle tendency in the trade unlons.

REYKOLDS: :Isn't there a contradiction in coupling the defensive slogan 'Denocrat7
ie Congresa of Ts'® and the offensive slogan ‘Workers and Peasants Government"
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the same poster. I admit that we cannot make & oc;ematlc d1v131on between Toffens-
ive! and 'defensive', but the clogan “democratic congress of TUs" corresponds to
a‘situatioﬂ offrecompoelng a workers' movement in downturn, while the slogan
Yworkers and peasaﬁ%s government” corresponds to a 51tuat10n of'ma551ve bouvg001s
dlsarray and offen51ve bg tne working class.

oY

LCI: Fo, you are too schemstic. The slogan of "democratlc congress” serves to

form the instruments of the working class.
REYNOLDS:* What is your position.on the use of the United Fron%t tactic?

LCI: The classic.position.
REYHOLDS: Can you exolaihfmoré concratnly?“

L01: We recognise certain p01nts. Thq Gnlted Front is not 2 strategy, but a tactie.
Tt is @irected not at sections of the working class, but at the whole class. It.
needs & certain reletion of forces. We fizht for the united front on several
levels: ab the local level and “1D4t up to the goverumental ;ovelA(sloggn of CP-3P
government ). : e

~
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RLVHOLDS The PRT calls for, qot a Cﬂ-SP government but = SD government How
do you reconcile that w1th your pronmganda for SP-CP united action in class
struggle? - ST - e

PRT: ‘We have mede an agreement. with-the ICT on-bhe presidential elections that we
argue for a zovernment of workers! organisations without gnnerals and capitalists.
The LCI can- 1nterpret that as CP—SP povermﬂent if they w1sh and_we 1nterpet it as
8P govermment . R

“hy do we eall for a 3P gOVernmenu w1th soc1allst DOllCles.:It is only a taﬂtlc—

al formula. We have nothing in principle ageinst & SP-CP government. The "Sp govern-
ment” formula is betber becsuse we wemt to pose the guestion, who must govern. To
pose the formula SP-CP govermment means in relation to most workers that you end
up alqcu551ng the issue of SP<CP.relations. We are not ageinst .CP nministers. in the
government “bit the mejor guestion is the exclu51ou of generals and. caplt 1ists. We
want to use- the contradiection between. SP workers.and SP leaders. We went to the
mass events: of the election campaign, i.e. the.SP-events; an and-we had an impact, . We
a¥so talk to CP workers. end-they understand our skogen.. Tae: "3P.SP. goverpment”
3"};Josszq.‘w.orl Juet maans alscu551n¢ whether SP-CP- should ally in gov’t. C . .
REYNOLDS? *hj'ls your msin orlentaulon to the DP, when the CP is hlstorlcally tbe
partv wore deeolj rooted 1n bhe m111tant sectors of the worklng class* oo

PRT: Tne CP is mob. the main organlsed work rs! party now, though 1t Was stralght
efter 25th Aprils The most imporbtant trade unlons are controlled by “the SP; most
proletarian militants are in the SP; the :P_can moblllse more in the workers' mOVem
nent than the CP -can..The 5P rank. and file is ragainst the leade rshlp end is more.
approachable than tho CP rank and file. The SP now flghts agalnst strlkes - but SD
militants are leading those strikes. We do also give some attention to the (P; we
fight for: a CP-SP united front. Our collaborabion with.3P mllltontq has been vcry
posn‘,:r.ve in tze trade unions. and esoecz.a.lly ir the- schools.

. E P .f‘ -
RLYPOEDS If you say tne Sn has overtaken tae CB as the‘maln workers' party,\how
did thls nanoen? ‘ . \_ . . o 4 .
PRT: The’ CP was strong on. 25th Aprll becsuse of th81” monopoly, even thoagh they
‘were: small {ealy 1,000-2,000 militants). The SP was only some groups of intell~
"ectuals. The CP and BP- rapldly became ‘mass partles. The,. CP acted agalnst ‘gtruggles,
especially - under the S5th government. The: 8P .did not :oppose, Surugﬂles ano weren't

i P [ — e - ————e - e )
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as ‘bureaucratic. The SP-captured the allegiance o f pecple vaguely wanting - - .-
socialist and democracy. Anti-commmisu also helped the SP, bub that 's not the.
main thing. There wes also the CP's buresncratic policy vis-a-vis the peasants of-
the Horth, which didn*t soli¥e the pedsants®.problems. Thus the Right, win g ~gob
support snd the bourgeoisie were able to use it: The lose of CP support. is :

shown by the election results. CP influence igs localised in Lisbon, Porto, Ale\aﬁtejo.
REYNOLDS: What is your policy on the presidential -gléctions?. /.

PRT: We had & common platform with the LCI, but cur candidate; was withdrawn - ve
think a Stalinist provocation was involved. We proposed the candidate, but we
didn't check up sufficiently. The CP made accusations against her, which turned
out to be true. So we withdrew our . support - it was a great defeat for us. What
" %o do now? There are 3 militsry cendidatass plus a CP candidate who supports the
military. So we call for a critical vote for Octavic Pato..

REYNOLDS:" What criticisms and demands do you direct &t Pato? - o
PRT: We demand Pato should mot withdraw in Ffavour of Eanes;. thet the CP breaks

the Pact and fights for an independent govermment of the workers' parties....

)

Fa

" REYMOIDE: That would be & CP-SP goverhment, not a SP government?

PRT: ... We have made no coneretisation. We .call on the SP not to support
Eenes, 5P workers to vote Pato, SP to refuse to accept the authority of the
Revolutionary Council., - - ST T D e TR e
REYNCIDS: What are your critcisms of the PRP/MES/UDP campaign for Otelo? . ..
PRT: The PRP, ‘UDP and MES aré sectarian to the (P and 8P workers, they.organise
separate demos - but they ‘colléborate with the militery hierarchy. They have.nc
confidence in the workers, they went <8 revclution'made by the radicalised workers
in slliance with the military hierarchy. We want %o educate the masses in the
"-spirit- of class independence. - T L - T .

BEYNO'LDS:J_«%E'L{;_“was-your position on Esth.‘November‘;?r D

[

" PRT: Qur cherscterisation was that there was a double provocation. Some. sectors
of the military hierafchy were: ‘being pushed.out by otherss they wanted to change
the" composition of:the" Revolutionary. Council:to include more partisans.of Otelo = (. i
and of Concalves .-The 'Boldiers. involved didn %t know .what was going on. It was an '
pdventure “directed sgainst. the workers and sgainst the workers! mobllisastion; only N
6 or 7 factories tock part.. It Wwas not a.defeat. for the workers . movement, because
the workers weren't involved. If the adventure head been victorious, the outcome
‘could have been worse than what d'dually happened. The Otelo/Goncalves sectors -
wanted to impose their pover' against the SP and:introduce .a masked left dictator~
ship ~ and that was the worst thing that could happen. There was elso & provocat-
ion by the military hierarthy - iie. state of emergency, abolition of democratie
freedoms, imprisonment of many péople Who had nothing to do with 25th November.-
" 'Tne PRI-cléarly obposed thie stote ‘of emergency end the imprisonments. But not to
. condenn the leftist edventure would Wave left us wndistinguished from those with-
no feith in tie mass movement. -+ - iU T T n oL o s oot

REYNOLDS: I disagred s Your -enalyeis of 25th Hovember.makes it -inpossible to .. ‘

explain how it was & defeats The solfisrs (and some workers - & or T factories -

is not negligible, comsidering the lack of lendership) were vrotesting against

on attempted sdlf~assertion by the rignt in-the nilitary-hierarchy. We need not .

endorse demends for better positioms for militery "lefts” but we ‘shouid back -

the movement against the right. Take some historicel analogies. The . Spartacusbund

joined the protests-against “the @lsmissel of Eichhorn as police:chief of Berlin,
"ip 1919, without saying they thought Eichhorn. should be police chief: The Bulgar-
““ian’ CP should Have joined the: fight against.the- right-wing atback on the Stembul-

isky gov't in' 1983, without sdying Stembulisky.should be:prime minister. .- -
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PRT: There was no'defeat for the worlkers! movemenu on 25th Noverber. Only the

: soldlers wers defeabed. The workers have seen no real setback since 25th Nove-

mper, Bven :in the Arméd Foreds the defeat was not total, The workers were. not
defeated because they were nob involved. Dual power in the -armed forces was )
liguidateq but the yrhmrﬁvoluiionary ituation still exists. Inside the armed forceo
there .are 2 sides - the militery hierarchy, versus the soldiers and some officers.
We aon't confuse.the rank and file soidiers with the sector of the military -
hierarchy trying to use them, who led 25th NOVember s uprising. We don't-say 25th
Hovember was made directly against the workérs - bub objectively the role of the
provoecstion was against the workers, because its objectives were bourgeois
objectives. The provocaticn was also directed agailest the Constituent Assembly,.
which had the support . of the maJor1ty of the wozhers, anﬁ was the only elected
bourgeois democrablc body in Portugal. : :

BbYTOI@S' What do you ‘think are the n0531ble developmenus in  the- comlng monmhs
ﬂssumlng Eenes is elected9 . . . i

PRT: The situstion could change very fast. But we characterise i% ss pre-revoluti-
onary. There is-a favourable relation of forces for the workers today. The bourg-
eoisie can recuperaste by the presidential-electicns what they lost by the legisi-
ative Assembly elections. There will be & new offensive for strong government
after the Pre31dent1al electﬂons. But nothlng is decided yet.

REYNOLDS: What are your relatlons v¢th thn LCI°

PRT: We have been trv1pg to sbart - dlSCUbSlonS Wlth the LCI But - they broke the
agreenent on the Legislative Assemoly electicns. We still’ try to approach the LCI.
The two crganisations are coming to very gimilar political lines. When the SWP
sald, six or nine months ago, that we should unify with the:LCI, we disagreed then
in v1eW of. tne very big d;fPerences e had at thaz tlme. B

REYHOLDS : "*ntercontlnental press (2h May 197() has- publlshed a. document of a.
group expelled from the . 2T, Hha$ were the c1rcumatances of the eypu151on87

PRT: That group exists more in the pnges of ¢ntercont1nental Press than in _
Portugal. It was half a dozen people who factionalised without any clear pollthal
ine. They hed relations with pecple outside the PRT; we don't know their relations
with people in the FI. They have had meeting with the FMR and other groups. A
Control Commission. was seb up and there was a ‘thorough investigation; the expuls-
ions were retified by a meetlng of all our Lisbon militants. The leading
militant of the expelled group ' - .also had secret relations with the Central Comm-

ittee of the Lige Comunista in Spain (*1}, with the minority of the IMG, and

may have gone to the USA. However, it was not a group supporting the line of the
SWP; they sometimes argued a different line. The group was supporbed by the S5WP .
in polltxcal economlc, and human terms because of the SWe's factlonallsm agalast
the PST of Argentina. It is a petty-bourgeois/lumpen group.

Thé other expulsion since that gréup-has been of three young mllltants (15
years old)} who got mixed up in the PRP‘s mlllta“v - operatlon

REYNOLDS: What are your cr1t1c1sms of the SWP”S nollcy on Portugal?

PRT': Slnce the split 1n Mexico, The 5WP has been caLbalvnlng agalnst tne PST and
all the groups’ agreelng with the PST (e.g. PRT, Blogue Socislists in. Colombia(¥2),
Liga Socialista in Mexico}. The SWP criticise-our former illusions in the AFM, but
we have ecriticiszd that mlsuake, too, and publlel". The ICP's approsclh can oaly he
called calumny. We are cU“UTlS@d by the SWP's precipitancy in such acts as pronot-
ing the spilit in HMexico. But we are unsure shout the SWP's positions in genersl.

In relation to Portugal the ‘SWP has ‘had an abstract demoerstic pvogramme =--no -
tran31310n31 sloganb - de* nece of democracy in t1° abatract ‘- rege t1on of 0u11d1ng
#2) Elther I heard wrong, or the PRT cd. made & mlstak the pro—PST group in Col-
ombia is called the GMI & tbe SWP eriticises for its pOlle towards the Blogue Soc.
*1) The group qfflllated o the Leninist-Trotskyist Faction. - = (ICp 26 Apr.}
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soviets - tending to ignore workers',mobilisatibns.,I remember when I discussed
with the Central Comittes of the SWP they insisted thab the concessions showed -
fyot the workers strong, but the bourgecis government weak"., The SWP has a reformish

position - all fights have.to be defensive. Until autumn they maintained there was

s strong Bonapartist military dictatorship in Portug
say it was weak. Often we have more differences with

al - after that they begen to
the SWP then with the LCI.

The SWP's approach is often very schematic. E.g. they said that the AFM represented

the bourgeoisie as an éntire class. But that doesn't
essions made by the AFM to the mass movement.

REYNOLDS: What s&bout the SWP's policy on Angola?

PRT: They have no analysis of reslity, they don't se

it the reality of the conc- .

e the national liberstion

struggle against imperialism. Their pasition of neutrality between MPLA, FNIA

end Unita wes very opportunist. MPLA wes the only re
albeit with a petty-bourgeois leadership. The SWP's
Diameng supporting the MPLA are irreievant., Imperial

51 anti-imperielist movement,
argument about Gulf Oil and
ism actuslly supported the

FELA snd Unitdas Also the SWP falsify the history of the FNLAIand;Unita, ignoring

. their collsboration with imperialism.

After the military victory of the MPLA, our'atﬁentioﬁ'fufned to defence of

nilitants againgt MPLA repressionm.

REYNOLDS: Wrat is your assessmeﬁt.df workers " stfﬁgg

PRT: (The comrade gave & long list of strikes, and ¢
ere #lso important. There has been a general sbrike
A pational students' union is being built.

- .

les since the 25th November?

ontinued:) Student strﬁggles
in t he Coiubra high schools.

Workers " commissions are also beginning to centralise - e.g. metalworkers,

merchant marine, textile, CUF. There is also the struggle fof_wéfkersf_controlr

of the welfare services. In the trade unions, there 1s & process of democratisate

ion. CP leaderships are being ousted by SP/MRPP/PRT

the MRPP) - tHere ig a move to recognition of tenden

Pinally, Reynolds gave a brief account of the I-CL'
ettitudes to the.verious currants im the USFI.

{though we struggle against
cy rights in the TUs. |

s history, politics, and

.............-...-_—_—._.—.—._'——'u—_—..—_.—..-_.__u-——-—-—-————-—-u.—---—--—'--—-—

RICE: What is your poliecy on the piesidentialnelﬁcti

| DISCUSSTONG WITH COMRADES OF THE UDP: Tuesday 15th June. (1)

Qﬂs? o | N . - (“\/I,

UDP: Since last year the UDP has groﬁn‘a lot.. Eétthiﬁk Otelo is the only candid-

ate to unite the left and unite-the country. Eemes i

g the right wing cendidate

but he hes a lot of - -popular support. Pato -is a'refonmist candidate.
Most CP militsnts went Otelo because he represents the spirit of 25th April. The
CP were going to support Coste Goues, but he refused to stand. The {P would not

take part in CLARP (¥2) - they opposed wmity. The CP
Otelo's osndidature - but Pato typifies the CP.

RICE: VWhet are your eriticisms of tﬁe,Oteio csmpaign

presented Pato because of

2 .

' UDP: There are three groups.iﬁvolved,'MEs, PR? and UDP. Portugélzis g, véryupoor

country and mainly Catholiec; we must relate to that.

We do not support the MPLA

in Angola becsuse of the existence of 3 different parbies there. In Portugal the

alternatives are fascism and revolution. Qtelo's slo
to be cautious. The right, the revisionists, and the

gans are week, but we have
raformists slander QOtelo.

We need to face the real problems of the people in the spirit of last year, to get
popular unity, not to push too advanced policies. The najority of the people in

Portugel live in the North. The south, and the facbories, are eagier places for

— v mm em mm MY am mm e e mk DM WM eE wm e e e E e e S

#p) CLARP: & united front for the release of those arrested after 25th November.
#1) The UDP appear to be the nearest thing to a Mabist equivalent of the "Militent®.
A1l our questions were answered with long didactic lectures - only partly miruted.
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revoluticnaries to work. But we go out to the péagaats in the Horth and get & good
response, including among illiterstes. We think stricturss to link the people are
impo:r‘t an-t . : . . : ' L

RICE: How do:you:go sbout:- creating links between @oﬁhlgnd.copnﬁryﬁi;
UDP: It is very ﬂifficuit,becaﬁséﬂthe big;landbwﬁers'ffy‘tg 80 round the %"-‘
coopératives. We work.to keep the people informed. . : o

RICE: Can ybu ex@lain yoﬁf Qlégan;“Sﬁfugglé for an AﬁtirEéscist'ﬁnq‘Paﬁfioﬁiéi
Government™? oL , - e

Lot Che e

UDP: Fascism 4id not. disappear on the QSthlApfil,kit'haé‘jhsiﬁﬁeénfcbiéréd-up.'3

Tne fascists are there within the PED, QDS,_eﬁg, Algo the structures -of thé old
regime continue. Now you-cen see police on the streets with guns: The PIDEs haVe
been released. There was no real purging, and thet's become obvious since the 25th
November., Spinolists have returned to the . country. A1l the governments so far nave
been bourgeois governments. The 6th government is very right-wing, but the 5th
governtent (CP-dominated) did much the same ih‘fact.:We_have_no’faiﬁh in-such
governuents. Thus we call for an Mnti-Fascist govermment built by ° ‘elements-on’

“ | the side of ths people, like Obelo (who hasn't sold out either to fascism or to

)

the socisl-fascists of the CP, as you can see from the Copeon docutent), and other
individusls vho will emerge in the course of time, . .. . .

By & Pgtrictic government we mean one that will get out of BATO and free Port=
ugal from the US strangiehold. There is a danger of HAPQ interference. We elso see
cconomic ssbotage, trying to creaste a retum to fageisn like in-Chile. There is &
flight of cepital. A Patriotic government would establish equsl :elaﬁicnS'with-all
other countries. ' ' L .

The Anti-Fascist snd Patriotic govermment is an intermediste step, creating the
conditions For a struggle for socialism at & later stage.

RICE: why do you think it is that UDP has grown in the lest period?

UDP: Members have left he CP becsuse of the 0b'e’ atvisionist policy. We have -
been helped by the work of our representative in the Constituent Assembly. We have

ple can understand. We -

& clear and simple and coherent politicel line which peo
were also helped by the fusion of numerous ifaoist groups. : S
As .for the other left groups: LUAR end FRP were armed groups before 25th April.

LUAR followed a spontaneist line after o5tn April, and has disintegrated. PRP is-

- incoherent, but ratherAlike,LUAR.'Bourgeqis_élemenﬁs_in the army wére attracted to
PRP end LUAR. They also had & bed position on the Legislative Assembly. They have
not done ‘encugh work in the workers' and neighbourhood commissions. The FSP wes

made up of SP dissidents, now it hds no political 1ife in it, MES.is a specisl -
case. Again ‘it was made up of SP dissidents, intellectuals with 1ittle mass implant-
gtion. Bub they have done some mass work .end have sdie Marxzist-Leninist tendencies.
The PRP has sabotaged the Otelo .campaign 6 e certain extent, e.g. they want the’
GDUPs not to be prolonged after the election cempaign. UDP has ©0 @5 all the work
end PRP makes carping criticism. o '

....__._..................._......._.................._..............;.-__.—_...._........—‘..,._..,......w.-......
= = ..__.._..._..,..._...........___..........._......“._.......__..........__._...._.....

ISCUSSTONS. WITH SPARTACUSBUND GOMRADES Benno and Joac, Portd Tuesday 15-6576

{Before the minuted discussion, we haddan_iﬁformél‘gisbussion with Bemno on the. -
presidential elections. He argued the position of wWroks Otelo or Pato®, but said’

thet the ex-LCI people in Porto, as far as he knew, inclined to a "vote Otelo™
pesition.) | . . '

1. REYEOLDS reported on the LO fete and conference’’ Pl
2. BENNC reported on his discussions with'the éx;i?fﬁpeople. T was sent to Lisbon

by the International Tnitiative to zet someone for the LO fete. On arrival I nad
difficulty contacting the comrades, but eventually I discussed with Paclo. They




. . Since we aldn‘t know about Spaln.

hA) - N

were, then prenarlng a public declaratlon for Monday or Tuesday (7 .or 8 June).

spid it was very important to héve a document: for the 1O fete. They said the Spllt-
desn't publie, But the LCI had already distributed thelr document on the split in -

Porto, I said they should 20 to Paris even without the declaration, stressing the

question of internationalism. Paoclo stressed the heterogeneity of their group, and

the likelihood of further cowrades srllttlng a3 the LCI spproached the PRT. On
Sunday (6th June ) there was 2 : meeting of their national’ codrdinating commissiong

Paole put forward my pwoposals but they were rejected for tactical reasons (they ;

didn't want ‘o have 1nternﬂt1opa1 contacts before the public declaration for
tactical reasons vis~a-vis the USFI snd vis-a-vis their own comredes). I said
they would fsce intervention from other internstional tendencies which would frag—
zent thelir group unless they took a.clear stand. Paolo agreed and said that lead-
ing meﬂbere oF the national coordlnatlng comnizsion agreed. I said as soon as the
public declaratlon waS out the International Initistive would meke a public
approach Joao could be the resident reDreaentatlve of the I.I. in-Portugsl. I
phoreé Paris to suggest an I.I. delegation bé sent- to Portugal. -

© Ve .also d_scussed with the HCC representative in Porto. We had some discussion
on the pre31den ial ¢léctions. 'The ex—LCI comrade  had ‘e “'vote Otelo” position, but
in the course of the dlscu381on he moved towards & "Otelo or~Pato" D051b10n.

3. RLYHOLDB reportea on the uleOﬂ dleHSSlOﬂS.
BENNO: How. do you, assess the exPLEI tendency?

WTYWOLDS/RiCh .meey leck’ clarlty and self—ﬂonfldence. They hooe to heep together
all those who. havw coue out of the LCT oy caubtion and not teking sharp positions
too soon. This ‘hope is utoplan They will fragment but some healthy element may,

Come ouu of, that fragﬂentatlon.._ - :

BENKO: What about d1vergent elements in them, €eg. people who still thlnﬂ the FUR
was a good idea?

RLYNOLD% They have some association with the Sergio group in Porto which seems
to have had g pro-FUR line. Paolo said he thought the FUR questloo was one of
precise 'tactlcal calcula‘blon é.nd not Drmcz.ple, perhaps tha‘t 1.: an accommodatlo‘a
to the Serglo group. ‘

BENhO Pow do. we deal w1th them*'?here are 1nternat10nal ramlrlcatlons since the
LCY .split .derives from the LCI-PRT rapprochement which in turn- derives from the.
TMT-PST rapprochement The LCR—ETA6 in uP&ln is mOV1ng towards the Llaa Comunlsta.

RE?QOLD Dlscuss W1th them. We haven't dlscu sed”the\interna$1onal implications‘

BEHNO' The nga Comunlsta nas 'a PST 9081t10n on Angola and the LCR-nPA6 is maklng
: rlght turn « fusion ney be p0351ble'— and there is apparently left opPOS1tlon~
in the LCR-ETAS, =~ -

JOAD: The most iuportant factor on the international level is the LCI-PRT
rapprochement and the reaction to it. There are anti~IMT people 5till in t he LCI
(I think they ware the mlnorlty of T on the LCI CC who voted for abstention in
the presidential election, against the 8 who said 'vote Pato’. ) Those anti-IMT.
pecple don't want Lo be 1dent1f1ed w1th Alberto & Paolo.. We must recognlse‘

(1) Alverto. and Paolo are rlght on the LCI/ﬁRT fusion; {ii ) thelr tendencv is not
coherent S, . »
BERNO: The frozen confrontaticn of bloes in the USFI aver recent years is now-
breaking up. This presents blsuorle opportunltles. We must intervene.

REYNOLDS: At least I agree we should intervene.

-__..nn—---——--—--———-—-_———_u--—.-m—.-—-_—-—-——_n—_—..-—-w-u-—'.-n.-.
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" LEDTERS TO THE EX-LCI TENDENCY .

e

Iasbon, éFG—TG S o - o ~; :-__lr_-:‘: R

Dear comrades, 'év’
. oo Wéﬁare wrztlng to ask for formal relatlons df discussioﬁAﬁlﬁh'yoﬁrlﬁe'”éﬁcjl We
i know that the LEI has expelled. jou bureaucratlcally, and that you have broad

p011t¢cal agreement with the n051t10ns -expregsed: in.the International . Inltlatlve,

f . w1th waich we are also in agreerent Lt present we are" discussing with the comrades

of the Internatlonal Initiative on oertaln dlfferences on “the: questlon of the

erisis of the Fourth Internatlonal. q_ .r;-f“ I . T e

'
~

Tt appears that ve hexe very sericus dlf;erences w1th your tendencynon the

guastion of. votlng for Otelo in the pre51dent1al ‘elections . But -we believe that

the great ques stions of revolutlonary polltlcs cgn only be résolved through broad
formal relations

( i,lnternaulonal discussion. For that reason, ‘comrades, we propose
L J of discussion, -



Toterview with member of Central Cite. PRP . 13.6.76 -

I-CL Could you give us yéur general assessment of the situation following 25 Nov.?

PRP 25 November undoubtedly a set-back to workers movement for 2 mzin reasons:

1. The possibility of restructuring the army where there have been drastic changes.
A11 so-called progressive officers and sergeants have:been. elther sent home .ox, moved
to other positions. We have seen the disbandment of regiments such =os RALIS and ™
the dismantling of COPCON whose refusal to repress workers and assist ocpcupations
scted os a deterrent to RYW units. All soldiers committeses and units’are Tinished~
and there has been a revival of @iscipline and respect allowing no open political
activity and no representative bodies. There has also been the implefientation-of a
plan in'ithe érmy-fbr”¢hb'reﬂmctioﬂ3of-conscripﬁ.so;@igrs,;tot;nqrgqs@:ppofessioqaln

isatioﬁfhhditofcreatéhélita'unii‘aoﬂhaxﬁiliﬁaxyﬂpplicé-and déﬁ@ahaog‘gf Amgﬂﬁfé“%ried
46 vecruit meréenaries but: werel not very, successfil. The commendoy sife now very'’

" well -equippeds AlY the: equipment and weapoms taken. from RALIS went'to commindos,”
Therearle plals to reduce the marines and o doible the size of ‘the PSP and GNR

to 20,000. In the case of the GNR however, they have had to suspend recruitment’
for. the moment and they now number 12,000, Bach man in ‘the GNR has 5 weapons. -*

Tn the police they were: more suecessfull atirecting the returnees from Angola.
Mhey are trying t¢ formian imtglligence . centre with advice from the Stotes,

| Usirig the GIR for information and.former PIDE agents - almgst a1l have now been.
reTeasedd Also infiltrating the working,class movément ﬁbiéﬁ_is rglativélyjéaSyi
I-CL Has there been any evidence of this infiltration? N S (i

- e . - - - .

PRP I dont knmow of any cases
The second reason is that the R¥ has aquired a new confidence and now expresses
itself cpenly. There are 7 new extreme RW papers which could be called fascist.
Before 25 November the extreme right was disguised as 'social democracy'.

The workers movement has obvisouly been affected by these changes. It has been
a psychological set~back, but they have not been physically affected. There has
been a feeling of disorientation and lack of initiative. There have been some
direct attacks on these organisations - particularly occupied houses where landlords
have taken people to court ete. Also in the case of occupied land., The results have
varied, but effects have been worse inside the neighbourhood committees. The bases
of these organisation always veried, and the ones with 2 real base survived.

T would like 1o say something about the background to 25 November. It started
on 8 hugust when a clandestine network began to be built inside the army. There
was o mass movement bssed on the spontaneity of the masses., The 4th and 5th
Prov. governments (communists and Goncalvists) were in crisis and the CP in
beaurocratic terms were in command, The Group of 9 decument was an attempt to
come out against the CP, Another group published the COPCON document. The 3 September
was the last assembly of the MFA. 119 members from the airforce were not allowed [
to participate. The entire navy delegetion refused to take part. HMost of the army e
participated. These purges continued to 25 November.

The mass movements of workers were, in some cases, pushed by the far left, and
in other the CP, However in cases like the building workers the strike was started
by the CP, The trade unions and CP get scared and completély lost control on the
big demonstration.

The dispute continued in the military end they wanted to sack Otelo and &isband
the paras and military police, Then came the crunch, On 23 November the paras sent
a letter of support for Oislo. Roads into Lisbon were being blocked and cars stopped
by armed men - many belonging to the PS., We know of a plan to control the military
through a document written by Mclo Antunes. The PPD and SP were demanding that
Lheevy arms and mamny wiiit 1y .caCGors be moved to Ovort. Then the paras moved.
They took over all air bases with the ettception of one. A number of cofficers linked
to the 6P were commanding +the nperation. PRP and MES published and distributed a
leaflet expiaining the paras dcmancs. TP wes orgrnised into groups of 5 wsilitants
and tried to compensate for the lack of resources at a military level. We set up
networks for alternative information and even set up a radio transmitter in
Setubal which maintained tronsmission for L days. Ve hslped communications between
barracks and called for a mass demo to demobilise the attackers and give a
psychological boost to the defenders. PRP was *he only group fthat technically tried
to do anything - but we failed miserably. )

I-CL Can you say somcthing about the ma jor workers struggles going on at the moment .
It appears that different sections of workers are coming out than . ose before

25 Novenber ~ ie the public sector, Alsc - whether the workers committees have begun
to centralise themselves,
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PRP The textile industry is in big trouble, It is the major employer with
* million Wd:kers and accounts for 30% of 211 exports. It is p;obably'the_best
organised trade union »nd the only union which has not lost touch with its rank
and file. The building industry is also in a state of crises, This is similar in
size to textiles and is ot the moment affected by huge unemployment. Also in
shipbuilding and fishermen, : : _ : e Cv

The PRP anticipated all these crisis and held meetings with the workers in these
industries. Sadly only building workers came out and there was a clear atte pt by
the CP to break the struggle. A secretariat from Lisbon, Setubdl, Braga and Beja
has been set up which is not CP controlled, Committees of struggle exist throught
the country called CLARC. In September 5 PRP members were purged from the leadership.
These are the main areas of struggle, there are also localised struggle against the
return of the bossed and redundancy. Also in the services - traditionally less
militant - teachers, public employees, and civil servece, Many for wages and holidays.

I-CL Have the struggles sgainst the bosses returning been successful,? -

PRP - Very few have been ‘zble to return. There is a lack of planning in nationalised
industry and sabotage by the banks. There is a clear policy on the mrt of the '
gobernsent to-a 1low public sector te collapse, There are also many cases where -the
government has tried to.-reinstate men who were purged in nationalised firms..

I-CL And redundancies?

(::)RP In textiles the struggle have been very successful. Most cases are still
undecided, In state owned companies no sacking has taken place. Most have been in multina
muBtinationals and the biggest defeat was TIMEX where workers finally accepted for
a 2 month trial a three day week. There have been one or 2 cases of voluntary
redunancies but the workers have always chosed who goes, :

I-CL What are GDUPs and are they connected’ to CLARP

PRP Support committees for Otelos candidatire, There is nQ_cqnhéption;jThey‘were
formed as follows: Otel was approached by some political groups to stand a a' candidate,
He refused to stand as 2 party candidate ond said he would only accept if it could

be proved 'hat working class orgenisations supported him, ¥hen this was proven )
support committees were organised, The PRP set up'CACOs (support cormittees for Otelos
candidature) and argued thrt these hsd nothing to do with neighbourhood committees and
workers committees who could give their support séverately. The UDP organised committees
of popular unity where the two were mixed.FPRP argued that it was necessary to o
distinguish, The GDUPs were formed as a compromise. They have a provisional structure
lirked to a general strategy, PRP sees these as, an opportunity to develop and X
€oordinate the peoples organisations. The UDP wants a broad anti-fascist front without
mention of socialism, _ S : _ -

I-CL, What are the agreements on slogans?

FRP  This varies depending how the committees are formed .

I~CL Vhat are the main slogans o _ , . .

FRP  The centrzl slogan is working people- unite for socialism-

I-CL VWe have rather serious rese-rvations about the Otelo campaign. It is obviously
very geod for mass-mobilisation ete., but isnt it likely to work agesinst the develop-~
ment of self reliance in the working calss rather than for it? Obviously it is a good
thing to rebuild the lost confidence ot 2 wovetiber but e... -

FRP PFirstly you .ust realise +that it is attracting not only the most militant
sectors » In Oporto, 100,000 people came out who wer not recognised as the most
militant sectors, in fact, a majority wer PS voters. But the campaign is also
bringing together sectors of the working class vanguard. I can understand the problem
you put forward but it is based on distorted information, For instance, Otelo spent ¥
of his time yesterday (Giandola) saying the MFA doesnt exist. It is not possible to
say that of Pato, and I find it difficult to understand the position of the ICTI. The
CP is trying to revive the people/MPA image. S . :

I-CL What about his programme?

FRP If you read the prgramme it is not fhe kind you are expécting. It is more advanced.
Most of the problems are of ths organisations which support it. For instance you



cannot find o UDP member in the international section of GDUPs or as bodyga rds
for Otelo beczuse they cankt make political capital out of it. No group contributes
apart from PRP, When the problem of using the work socialism came up - UDP refused.
Most of the limitstions sre those of the revolutionary left in Portugal. But there
is obviously no way except to put forwsrd our own candidate. '

On the question of self reliance. What will happen is the opposite of what you
suggest. We are hoping and working 'against this. But we can never be sure what will
happen. Otelo seyd yesterday 'If I am elected, none of your pmw blems are solved.

T will try to open as much room as possible for you, that is all T can do'.

I-CL Why didnt you put your own candidate up?
PRP  Several reasons. '

1. We.think it essential o relaunch the mass movement and to coordinste it. We
didnt think e party candidate could do it.

2, The hold of the reformist parties in some areas needs to be broken. If not, we
are walking towards defeat., Otelo. can do it.. :

3, It is important to slow down the restructuring of the repressive state apparatus
and to revitalise the soldiers organisations. Otelo can contribute.

But more important — If we were in a relatively stable period it would be moxe
important to put forward a coherent and principled programme as part of long term

work. ‘ .

But we think this is not the case. The ICI and FRP refuse to participate in any. j
activities. We think the bourgeoisie is going to take a number of measures which (:j’
can do terrible things. We want to build a barrier. We dont think it is possible

to be negative. ' '

Finally, Otelos campaign is not PRPs campaign. fill groups are only giving critical
supporte I think you will find the prograrme better than you thought, but I must

say it could have been better if it were not for UDP. :

Copeoon and Otelo did more for the workers movement than anything the CP did.
 The LCI say. that Pato is more part of the workers movement. When people eritisize
Otelo for his mistckes I dont reject them. But in the end, he didnt solve the
problems through a coup. That is the issue. The Portuguese people have never felt
in their deily like tha+t he betrayed that ever, they have experience of CP betrayal
many times. Pato is o CP leader who has maintesined least contact with workers. He
is 2 lesder of the communist youth (RW), For Portuguese workers Pato is part of the
tourgeoioie, . Otelo is not seen as s worker. , but seen by workers as someone on
the side of workers - and someone who can win elections.

I-CL From a revolutionary point of view you must educate the working class to
organise itself collectively. That is what self-reliance means. It is cbviously
true that in Portugal the majority of workers are not members of any party, but... (“

K . B P f;

FRP 0K, You see people here voting for parties for the first time over the last
two years and it is a more intense experience. If you take regard of the shifts

I-CL But the shifts are small
PRP No, They are large. Take Lisnave where PRP won over CP.

I-CL Yes OK, shifts =~ but you want to organise woerkers - and they do identify. One
of the things you said is to break reformism. . mrEn

. T accept that there are large humbers of SP and CP votes
for Otelo, but you can't beat reformism on an anti-party basisSe..

PRP I read a critisism of LCI on PRP from last Summer over the organising of a.
separate demo, (which I was personally sgainst as it happens) and arguing for
working with the masses, They havent done a bloody thing - and they will loose
large numbers of members ’ . ’

What ave your critisism of the QOtelo programme?

I-CL We are sure abcut the positive aspects. But is a sharp situation as in Portdgqi
at the mome%?,the question of self-reliance is curchial. When Otelo says he can do ’
nothing withf%%e people...... yinterupted ‘ ‘ ‘ o

PRP An incredible number of publisations are going to come out. Not absiract.
We are a political party. Otelo can do little more than make speeches. I think his
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campaign. Mectings are being organised at factory and loczl level to discuss
the programme. It is not ideal, Not a FRP programme, but it raises all the
important problems for discussion. Secondly, there will be problems in local
organisations and factories and I expect PRP to take advantage of this.

I-CL Obviously if you have a popular figure you geﬁ big audiences, But the posters...
PRP It is not a popular figure, It is a popular figure who says something. '
I-CL MYost poeple will see the posters 'A friend in the President' ete.

PRP When you say posters are what most people will see it is not tryge. There aref
rallies meetings TV radio, The real compaign has not begun. If what you.fear'happens
it is our fault, Otelo is not respons1b1e. This is nct where the emphasis is in

the Campaign.

I-CL X What does the programme say about the government unemployment 1nf1at10n.

PRP It says the pr951dent1a1 system and government is not a system, that interests
the owrking -class, And that there can only be socialism which favours the interests
of the working class when they take poower.. It 1s a programme of basis principles

I-CL So, we have a figure with a not very good record ie the tour with Fabiao,

the failure to act on 25 FNovember and allowing himself to come under orders of the
president. In the meantime the government and state remain the same. As the posters
say .. a friend in the prseident...-

PRP But there are other posters.

XL He talks of popular power. But so does everybody else. How do you explain the
lack of reistance on 25 November. There is fantastlc 1evel of strength.in the
Portugie se working class. eessias S S T :

FRP The main qaestlon seems to be that of the level of organlsatlon that BXlStS-
I would like to take you to a meeting = but it might not convince you. I am afraid
of only one thing -~ that the UDP can slow down the campaign.

T-CL It is not exactly a problem of whether or not orgarisation takes place, but

a discussion of how socialism is organipgd éﬂ?f@twé favour of a project which
talks about the working class taking Dower?gPar icularly on the guestion of who and
what the government should bes the programme must be clear,

FRP But it states clearly what the governmentmust do, I am not prepared to defend
a General in a bourgeoise army in a capitalist society. But, since 25 Novembers
Otelo has slow changed his position, not overnight, More than once he was about to
leave COPCON, I was present in a discussion with him on 29 September when he said
No more ¢ mpromises - T am going to the streets. To hell with COPCON' We pursuaded
him not to.

# T~CL But if you say that then t&1l1 him to distribute arms from COPCON to the people
““PRP He did. Some.

I-CL It is differenct working underground
PRP Going about things es you would, the workers movement would have been smashed!

I-CL Contradictory to run candidate in the Presidential elections and at the same
time to denounce as bourgeoise the legislative assembly elections'.

PRP We stoted openly that our refusal to participate in the legislative elections
was not prinecipalled. When we denounced as bourgeoise we also denounced the presid-
ential elections, We announced that we would participate as a front. Failure was

a8 a result of failure in negotiations with MES and UDP. I cant see a contradiction.

I-CL Prople have said that the SP have gnined some influence in unions over the CP

PRP True, but not in blfie collar unions, There it is only FRP and UDP. But in
some white collar unions it has happened, The is most evidence in ones with a
beauroccratic hold by the CP and a lot of anti-CP feeling, Also in the services.
it is not by cahnce that the SP has tdcen these over, with an image far left of
the SP line die teachers., They havent yet gained control on thelr own, only wiih
the help of some Meoists and Trotskyists.

ICL Is it alsc true that the UDP have‘grown?‘

FPRP 2 groups have grown since 25 November. UDP and PRP. UDP benefitted from the
members of FEC and PUP, Iast year they had 89,000 votes = this year 92,000. UDP
making ground in Alcacer do Sul, Lisbon, and Setubal. But this does not reflect
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»~CL What is PHPs attitude to the womens movenent?

PRP We dont yet have & national or local womens organisations, although there is
a group operating on the Scuth bank. We have taken concrete steps to establish
contacts with groups of women workers but we have no clear pollcy yet. We nre not’
proud o; it. -

I-CL What about the 31tuat10n of the peasantry and agrarlan reform?

PRP Ve have some disagreements with other orgenisations in Portugal, We put

stress on rural workers initiative in doing things. Pushing and defending occupatiosn,
and to defend the CP where they are defending occupations of umcultigated land.

FRP defend that cultivated land should also be occupied. To occupy uncultivated

Inad at certain times of the year could frive workers to desparate situations. We
have been stressimg the importance of agrarian reform and the destruction of -
capitalist cahnnels of distribution. Oporto is an examply where a number of links
have been established and popular markers in the localitys. Local shopkeepers _
began to comploin - assisted by UDP. What has happened in the south must be extended.
But it is a different problem in the north. In terms of organisations, there are
very few coops.. It is also our idea to increase links between agrarian workers

in Alentego and rursl peasants.

This yLar, due to the agrerian reform., we will se the biggest evér harvest of cereaif\;
Links have been established between areas -of high production and low production.
Also between factories and fural workers. A number of transport firms which have
been nationalised cooperate with us in providing transport and repairs free.
The hold of the right wing on “the peasants is loosenlng.



