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. This bulletin contains interviews obtained in Portu i
i

ﬁlugust, and September 1975, one of the most cruci:ﬁapel:;og:lgi’
e Portuguese'revolutlon. The guestions of organs of dual power
concepts of united front, attitude to left militarism, and g%vem’
men?al §Iogaps, are covered, as well as the problen;s of the ’Re'-
publica’ affair and the Constituent Assembly. On account of tech:
Elcal problems, this material could not be published in 1975 —
ut we publish it now as an educational bulletin for its value —
gspecrally when supplemented with the interviews obtained in

une 1976, published in I-CL Internal Bulletin no. 6 — as back
ground material for the critical evaluation of the Portuguese exper:
;21;(;(; :lr_lac: i‘:)}:le ac}lwty of revolutionaries which is essential for the
egeneration of au adequate international revolutionary
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INTRODUCTION

Although the struggles of the Portuguese working class have been reported
widely in the left press, British socialists still know very little about the politics
and history of the revolutionary organisations in Portugal. The interviews we
publish here go part of the way to remedying thissituation.

All of the organisations standing to the left of the Portuguese communist
party today were formed less than five years ago. With a scanty political
tradition, several iiny revolutionary groups were thrown into a sttuation of
tremendous social upheaval, following the coup of 25th April 1974, This fact —
together with the lack of an adequate Marxist International which could give
guidance — explains to a large extent the political vacillations and the lack of
theoretical clarity of these young organisations.

The organisations on the Portuguese left have not of course materialised ot
of thin air. Many of their leaders were active in the 1960s in revolutionary
groups which are now defunct. But the revolutionaries who operated in the last
decade of Salazar’s rule had no direct connection with the Communist Party in
the days when it was revolutionary. U nlike almost every other country where a
Communist movement existed, Portugal cannot show a revoluticnary
continuity between the carly Communist Party and the Portuguese left of today.
The first organisatiom in Portugal to call itself “Trotskyist” emerged not in the
1920s but in the 1970s.

The break in the revolutionary tradition in Portugal was mainky due to the
establishment of the military dictatorship in 1926, This occurred before the
dispuic between the Stalin faction and the Left Gpposition could have had any
real impact on the PCP. From that date on, the regime made it difficult enough
for official (i.e. Stalinist) Comintern Hterature to enter Portugal. Articles and
publications produced by the Left Opposition stood almast no chance of getting
through the net cast by the censors and sccret police. (Even in the 1960s only a
few Portuguese leftists had read onc or two books by Trotsky).

Therc were naditionz reagons why the dispuies in ihe Comintern hed little
smpact m Porunpal. Revolutionury 14 Arkism did not become a foree in Pariupn!
astil after the Tusiisn Devalation. Before then, the iwo major influcness onthe

PTL DT cre the Yortuguese Soctabint Party wad the aerohisie,
o L, Topnnna iR st b wee Dot tetermotions!, bub o
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* Proudhonism rather than Marxism. After th ,

) 1 . e P5P’s 1909 Congress, th
committed itself firmly to an electoralist strategy and lost mosgt of ,its goiiﬁﬁ
over the trade unions. One year later, when the bourgeois republic came into
t[)\emg, a tremendous strike movement started under the leadership of the
A rﬁ?ﬁgg}s’ IWh':l)'n wtere to rematl[n (tjhe major force in the Portuguese working class

g . In that year a split developed withi ists’
wl}lx_;h e e p ped within the Anarchists’ ranks out of
e process of educating the ex-Anarchist forces in the ABC i
h ) Anar of comm
- 1gh_ffu:ult enough even in countries like France with a relatively devel;(r)l}l:serg
gg dx::;aéfctt;l;ucr:eland which recwa)d considerable attention from the central
L, — was scarcely begun befo i i
hcid u}rllder ok o scate rtr?( gu re the working class found itself
t should also be remembered that durin

) 2 g the first five years of th g
nistory Portugal was isolated from the rest of Europe by tﬁe buffer o? g;gi)ns‘
]E_he_nhunder the dictatorship of Primo de Riviera. Bourgeois democracy was
1;_1;;. ed off in Portugal before it came to Spain in 1931. The subsequent triumph
(1)93 9rancq 1solated Portugal all the more surely from Revolutionary ideas after
1939. This situation aided Salazar's attempts to focus the attention of the
F l:);':l.li%:f(s); amrgsstel_:s ont(]> tfhe revamped Portuguese Fmpire and direct their
capitga o sthe goal of creating a national economy independent of foreign’

Salazar’s regime was extremely xeno i i

1ophobic. Not only did the censors den
the Port(ljlguese people the opportunity to read socialist literature, they alsg
arevente them from hearing speeches given by such *subversives’ as President
; oosevelt. The Portuguese working class had little real knowledge of what had

:,_fapp;]enec_l in Germany, Spain, and other arenas of international class struggle
=:for they lived under the rule of a vovernment which acclaimed the triumphs of

—Hitler and Franco, and the only alternative source of information was the

PCP.....
The Portuguese Communist Party was the opposition to Sal

until the early '60s. Although the PSP wasn’t bagged until l9§3 ?ﬁ;:lrco\ﬁttliz%l?:

trace after that date. The Anarchists who had remained outside the PCP, or else

those who were purged from the party when it was thoroughly Stalinised in

1928, were unable to survive the repression because they rejected any

conception of centralised organisation. (The monopoly the PCP held on the left

for three and a half decades has greatly contributed to certain of the ultra-leftist

attitudes revolutionaries in Portugal display at the present moment. This over-

reaction to the PCP is expressed at the one extreme by the “social-fascist”

glg;s;-mongermg of the Maoists, and at the other by the ‘anti-party’ stance of

The first group to challenge the PCP from the left was the M

for Revolutionary Action). Founded in the early "60s, MAR’s n‘llr{nl()ﬁglrﬁ)m;;l;

mostly _conﬁned to student and emigre circles and the organisation lacked

ideological homogeneity,. MAR’s political complexion tended to vary between

;t: dti]::;iecrzfxlllr;lgcnti_'tes Rt; operation. The group it-had in Paris was composed of

ics; its Algier ird- ist in ori i
So-?ﬁ i arhoies; Its A Pga?) li) .group were third-worldist in orientation and had
ere was also a group of ex-PCP people in Portugal itself. At that ti

PCP was increasingly taking a rightist course, diregcting its energ?;stl:lll;t)hsi
_exclusively into electoral activity in alliance with bourgeois and petty bourgeois

opposition groups.“The MAR’s response,. however confused, affirmed itself

revolutionary and stressed the central importance of the working class. They

v

underiinied the profound changes that had taken place in Portugal as a result of
the industrial expansion at the start of the "60s, which transformed it from a
predominantly agricultural country into a predominantly industrial one.

However, MAR divided almost immediately after it was founded over the
question of whether or not it should join the Portuguese Liberation Front which
the PCP had set up in Algiers. This issue dominated all other political discussion
in the few years before MAR broke up, and hindered any possibility of
developing greater theoretical clarity within the group.

MAR also found great difficulty in trying to develop a cadre within the
working class. The first obstacle the MAR had to overcome was obviously the
secret police, who treated with suspicion any petty-bourgeois looking character
found wandering round a working class district. Young intellectuals simply
didn’t go to places like these unless they were “up to no good’, and so MAR
militants were often picked up within minutes of setting foot in Setubal and
other workers’ quarters. In addition, the PCP spread slanders that MAR
members were PIDE agents. This tended to cut MAR members off from the few
working class contacts they had from their PCP experience. How could worker-
militants be sure that there weren’t at least some secret police infiltrators within
MAR?“Better to doubt than to run the risk of torture in a PIDE ‘interrogation’
centre!” — such were the thoughts of worker militants living under the
dictatorship.

Failure to make headway within the working class, combined with the effects
of repression and the internal political disputes, led MAR to dissolve itself in the
mid-60s. Its members went in numerous political directions: some are now
Socialist Party deputies in the Constituent Assembly, while others are in the
PRP orthe LCL

Portugal's first Maoist group-entered the political scene a few months after
MAR. A faction had split from the PCP, after disagreeing with the pro-Soviet
stand the leadership had maintained in the Moscow /Peking conflict, and had
formed the FAP (Popular Action Front). FAP was more ideologically coherent
than MAR and had some ex-PCP working class cadres among its number.
Yowever, it broke up in arguments as to who could best interpret the thoughts

of Chairman Mao as they ‘applied’ to Portugal. Nevertheless, because Stalinism
was traditionally strong in Portugal, it was not surprising to find that. the
Miaoists, and in particular the MRPP, were the largest of the groups to the left
of the PCPafter.25th April. (MRPP’s frequent habit of referring to anyone
outside their organisation as “fascist™ soon deprived them of the possibility of
growing much more, but other Maoist groups, such as UDP, continued to
gather strength). .

After the Maoists, there came LUAR, whose leader, Palma Inacio,
conducted a heroic struggle against the regime, involving himseif in daring
prison escapes and bank raids. But despite Inacio’s personal prestige as an anti-
fascist fighter, LUAR was, and still is to a certain degree, an organisation more
concerned about guns than about politics; or rather, whose politics focus on the
gun rather than on ideological struggle and; or mass working class mobilisation.
Its fund-raising activities tended to attract certain criminal elements into the
ovganisation and after a while the number of raids on banks exceeded the
attacks LUAR carried out on military and police targets. '

Byeontrast, the Revolutionary Brigades, formed after a split from the PCP in

1971, were much more determined in their armed attacks on the regime. The.

Brigades, who counted between 50 and 100 members before the April coup,
were stimulated into action by the example of the liberation movements fighting

- 3§



Portuguese colonialism in Africa. Military exploits were regarded by the
Brigades as a way of showing solidarity with the PAIGC, FRELIMO, and the
MPLA. There was the occasion when the Revolutionary Brigades stole maps,
showing the disposition of Portuguese troops in Guine-Bissau from a heavily
guarded military installation and sent them off to the guerillas.

Like LUAR, the Revolutionary Brigades held political conceptions close to
Guevarism. (The ideas of the African liberation movements also had an
important ideological impact on many inside the Armed Forces Movement,
from Antunes through to de Carvalho). However, the Brigades, incorporated
into the PRP when it was founded in 1973, have lost some of their guerillaist
political outlook. The growth in the struggles of the Portuguese -working class
over the last period have forced the PRP to see that there is more to politics than
‘armed struggle’.

Finally, a few words on Portuguese Trotskyism, which entered into Portugal
via Paris after a couple of Portuguese students had been influenced by the ideas
of the French section of the USFI in 1968. At the time Caetano was overthrown
there were only nine Trotskyists in Portugal. Now the number is probably
around six to seven hundred. Of these, four to five hundred are in the LCI,
which is the ‘official’ sympathising section of the USFL, and the remainder are in
the PRT. The PRT originally split from the rest of the Trotskyist movement in
Portugal under the encouragement of the SWP, but as the interviews make
clear, it has tended to shy away from: the extremely rightist line which the SWP
has pursued on Portugal.

In these interviews, the PRT representative gave no clear idea of the
differences his organisation had with the LCL The official journals of the USFI
have also failed to explain either the background to the spiit or the reasons why .
two groups in Portugal, each claiming to be in sympathy with the USFI, remain
organisationally separate.

A major difference emerged, however, on the 25th Auguist, when the LCI
decided to join the “Popular United Front® with six other left groups (including
PRP) and the PCP. This decision was a very grave error indeed. The ‘Popular
United Front’ supported the programme of the Sth provisional government of
Vasco Goncalves {including its ‘austerity programme’ which attacked the living
standards of the working class) and the ‘MFA-People Alliance’. The LCPs
participation in the ‘Popular United Front' — whatever reservations and
comments it added to its signature on the platform — was an endorsement of
class-collaboration — and that at a time of revolutionary upheaval. It casts very
grave doubts — if it does not give a decisive answer in the negative -— on whether
the LCI possesses either sound political judgment or firm revolutionary
principles. To: the PRT's credit, it refused to join this ill-fated front with the
PCP. (For the PRT’s criticism of the LCI over the latter’s participation in the
EUP_} 5t;')gether with the LCI's reply, see ‘Intercontinental Press’, Vol.13, No.35,

-10-75).

A short comment has to be made concerning the Revolutionary Councils of
Workers, Soldiers, and Sailors (CRTs) and the Popular Assemblies. At the time
when most of these interviews were conducted, both bodies embraced only a
small section of the working class, and it was difficult to foretell which would
emerge as fully representative organs of the toiling masses in Portugal, In the
following months, the Popular Assemblies emerged clearly as the embryonic
Soviets of the Portuguese revolution.

The Popular Assemblies were advanced by the majority of the Armed Forces
Movement in May and June of 1975, as an alternative to the Committees for the

.

" 7 Of the groups interviewed or questi

' i d the CRTs which
f the Revolution (CDRs) proposed b)i the CP and t
E:f:ﬂgecfe Ca?'valho put forward. {De Cz}:"lvalho 5 ctourgzl‘-:tlgdw};gnt tt‘hE Il;%ls) ;v:g
its height). The Armed Forces Movement reje
t(“11‘;1"‘1‘:'2»l {)éguse %t d)idn’t want to inc_reas%thc‘gﬂtaﬂge %feegl;zrul:&l;t?g E I}ll:ly ath
The Armed Forces Movement issued a "Dralt (uic cument’ on July S
i f the country, in which it calied lor
concerning the future government ¢ untry. in et o b already-
creation of Popular Assemblies throughout Portuga ready,
isti 3 i d commissions. The document exp
existing workers' and neighbourhoo S document expre s
i t these Assemblies would be controlled from the top by
g‘:diizllll‘fpth:nd \:'zsas vague about the time-scale for establishing the fcz‘rganz]glf.
opular pc’awer". However, the working class took up the slogan of “pop
gower” and began creating Popular Assemblies of its own accord. bi d how
The PRP at the time was pretty vague alicout kthcic Poptg;rPAzfﬁm b ézs \ivlllxat o
hould relate to them. When | asked one ¢
igfagglzﬁi; between the two ought to be, he replied, We g‘on 1 c&gie wft,x?{tpnasl;?ﬁ
the sovigts call themselves, so long as they are Soviets”. yet eh RP sull
contisued to build up the CRTs and did little towards building the o% ar
Asstmblies. The only groups which really worked to build the latter were
angg[IESS attitude also reflected an absence of ani;i ileal;l i:iyei :::% :Efrllrg pt?)rtv ?\fo“rgl?r:
tly. Opinions on this seemed to v )
:gg ?’%{’S%gcs;}éig t}(;. Src’)me would say that CRTs ;réerel Prrno;:tuzl:lg?n&i bé)&};:
igning for the soviet idea, whilst others wouid clai c C
:mﬁ;g:ﬁ% S(?\I'-iets (although, if pushed on the matter, they would hesitatingly
B i s oned below, the l.(.'l'undl the T})Rtlkw;fsrf
i eason that they, like we, consider themselves Trotskyist.
E:r};gs;rggr‘;l‘;: ?rz‘e’:'?'lil:vfred because it had an influential position in the wr:ﬁu;;;
class, rejected Stalinism, and claimeddto h;we soll;nl:PTw:‘soky‘E;ss%mg?v ie\s:.' T
ithi isation. The comrade from _ who v ‘
r:ltr]\l::?nctc]; ;rg:tg; :"I::lch within the confines of 1:1_15 I:arty_g ;;r;e& cl,f :(?tenc;ir;srs:e::g
the PRP having a line. However, his other wica :
:’Z}i:tb ?l'lll: opﬁnions of thq:gmajority of the PRP leadership. Being a raw and

isation, it i i TE Are
theoretically eclectic organisation, it is no exaggeration to say that there

almost as many different political opinions within the PRP as there are

members. . ienificant -— UDP and MES
There are two other groups which we regard as l?egynlla e the working class.

— mainly from the point of view of the influence t
They wexlfe not approached owing to lack of time.
TOM HARRISON, :
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Partido Revolucionario do
Proletariado — Brigadas

Revolucionarias (PRP —BR)‘

INTERVIEW WITH A REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PARTIDO
REVOLUCIONARIO DO PROLETARIADO - BRIGADAS
REVOLUCIONARIAS.

Lisbon, 30-7-75

WF. What is the ideological orientation of the PR P-BR?

PRP. Many groups call themsclves “Marxist’, *Lenimst’, or *Staltnist’.
For us these theories are only applicable if they relate to a concrete
situation. Our break with the PCP took place over disagrcements as to
what was applicable to the concrete situation we found ourselves in. It
was a struggle about practice.

The PRP sees the party as having three important functions. Firstly,
the party must be an institution of the working class. Secondly, it must
act as the organised consciousness of the working class. Finally, it must
be a suicide party.

WF. What exactly do you mean by a ‘suicide’ party?

PRP. Only the working class can take power. Working class power can
only rest on the autbnomous organisations of the working class. If a party
takes power in the name of and on behalf of the class then it rules on its
own behalf and not that of the class. To avoid this danger, the party
must dissolve itseif -— commit suicide -— at the moment when the class
has taken power. Political organisation from then on must be on a
different basis. Political parties or groups must be formed within the
autonomous organisations of workers’ power to debate the problems of
post-revolutionary society.

WF. What role then do you see the party as playing in the situation
leading up to the seizure of power?

PRP. The relationship between the party and the class is a dialectical and’
not a mechanical one. The party puts forward propositions to the clasg
and the more these propositions are taken up by the class then the n}or#
does the party assume a leading role in the class. .
WF. What position does the PRP take on what we would call the
Stalinist states of the USSR, Yugoslavia, China, Cuba, etc?

PRP. There is a need for a greater discussion on the question of
Stalinism. Stalinism arose in the Soviet Union as a result of the economic
conditions the country was faced with at the time. These conditions were

[




concrete and localised and created a situation wheteby the autonomous
organisations of the working class, the Soviets, were destroyed.

WF. OK. You say Stalinism in the USSR was the product of ‘conerete
and localised’ conditions, but that still docsn’t explain the class nature of
Yugoslavia, China, ctc and what you would expect the working class to
fight for in these countries. \

PRP. There are contradictions between Marx and Lenin, Lenin and

Stalin, and Stalin and Mao Tse tung. This is what we call the ‘theoretical *

defay’, Contradictions exist between Marx and Lenin at the level of class
organisation. Mao Tse tung’s “mass line” $tands in contradiction to ideas
put forward by Stalin. So organisafions can call themselves ‘Marxist,
Leninist,Stalinist,Maoist® if they want to. In reality they are caught in
their own contradictions. In four hours time an organisation which calls
itself ‘Marxist;Leninist® will come here and ask us to make an analysis of
the present situation in Portugal for them since they can't do it
themselves, Marx, Lenin, Stalin and ‘Mao all developed theory, but this
does not help us much when we are faced with the present situation. -

WF. | can understand that definite contradictions exist between Marx
and Lenin on the one hand and Mao and Stalin os ‘the other. Marx and’
Lenin denied the possibility of ‘socialism in one country’, for example,
whilst Mao and Stalin' accepted what was in reality ufopian nonsense.
Similarly, Lenin, and Marx for that matter, always fought for the
political independence of the proletariat, whilst Stalin and Mao
subordinated the proletariat to the bourgeoisie. But please tell me where
you think the ‘contradictions’ exist between Marx and Lenin ~ )

PRP The important contribution made by Marx was the idea of a
society organised on. the- basis of an association of producers. The
contribution made by Lenin was the idea of the party. But we have to say
that it'was due to this idea that state capitalism was introduced into
Russia, Lenin introduced state capitalism' before Stalin. The New
Economic Policy marked the start of state capitalism in-Russia and this
was consolidated at a later date by Stalin who used violent means to
achieve this end. Nevertheless, we have to ‘recognise that Lenin made an
important contribution with his conception of the party.

W¥. Obviously 1 disagree strongly with the comrade that the Leninijst
concept of the party ‘contradicts’ the theories developed by Marx. Our
organisation .regards Lenin's concept as' a logical and compatible
development of the work of Marx, one which certainly doesn’t stand in
opposition to it. _ ; : ]

PRP. You can see from this that | am not a Trotskyist.

WF. Yes, I can'see that. However, 1 think that further discussion on these
points will take a long time and perhaps they can be reserved for a later
date. What I would like to move on to is how the PRP views the present
situation in Portugal. First of all, what is the PRP’s opinion of the
Troika established by the AFM Assembly last week? What does it
represent politically? '

PRP., The Troika represents a compromise solution. It represents
contradictions in the state apparatus. We have first of all Costa Gomes
who more or less represents the Socialist Party, Then we have Vasco

. Goncalves who represents reformism and in particular the PCP. And

1

' lutionary left.
Otelo who represents the revo ] 2

ﬁna“{’w:: :l;‘:;( that Saraiva de Carvalho represents the revPlutlom::rzizi e
w:l’ zes Up to now Otelo has supported the Revolutionary
Snd \:nany’revolutionary demands in general.‘ ) ¢ him. Why does he
WF. Even so, 1 would like to ha\.'(:l Xpur teght'l?:tr]g\?o& tioln a;'y Y apet Do

:  fri in relation v X
A 'sulfhtt?atfri'te t:sd lgegga:;;gehxe is a genuine and' sincere revolumlm:?';ac:;
yO}: It::::r;usc he is out for power for himself aqnd is using the revolu
Igsr:)ups 1o his own advantage for this purpose: 13 botter ask hitn.
PRP. If you want an answer to that question then you

WF. OK. 1 appreciate that he’s hardly likely to answer that he’s only out

for his own ends. But surely the PRP must make use of him rather than

0’s
liow things to be the other way round, whatever Sa_rawahi%?s gtgx;\;alli;e s
moti mg be? It seems at the moment that he imagines imsell 10 Pwas
mouvesr u¥e and no doubt wants to follow Castro’s ex?mp c. BUt I e
Cgftrt(i’lelgautonomous organisations of the workmge:::1 a:)sf ot and
gower in Cuba. basicall e ‘lfaf C?:stl?omgascgg;)%c(’)srted by the mass O
i tha
dedlassed St 1o lCta;ir;n:ﬁld his immediate followers wl;)oR ;u‘l:anctfsutt;ﬁ
day and not the working class. Since, as you've sr«,ud,f tt};::: e rking e
:coe ‘gortugal ruled by the autonomoust_orge:):}ls?l:éo:\gl : e s ke Saraiva
t have an estimation
:‘ll:ae%sa‘::zll%opl}vﬁln;)‘ll;y and what attitude the PRP should take towards

! iti i ion i 1 will
;’Ell‘;rli'l The present contradictions in the political m_t.uattl_or:l l\:hgl?en:gs?:ction
t be found in the Marxist classics. We have a situa u: A
g(f) the army -—- Copcon — is revolut;lonary. We err;)‘;f:k :')eg ard Ot tio
i t gon .
1 nary because, so far, he has no d. Be
Eglsn%nﬁ:’l?;liﬁ::?i f;}i{th with the revolutionary demands he has supp

itherto. o ha
}‘;’t;c:)ne of the important things the PRP has been cz;mp:;‘llgnnl::g it;orvery
beetll the Revolutionary Councils. Our_ o_rganflsatltct)lese hinks ot the
i tant for revolutionaries to be campaigning lor fht counclls At e
1mpert moment. However, we do not think 'Lhai‘.h m'tuation YeS aly
ll:;.rw:rl‘utionary Councils are enough. If you look at the 31 o
i c"'1320 the majority of the working class had orgamris e ieted at
w kers’ councils, but they were defeated nonetheless.‘ t?i pto o eral
“;1(:' t?me with influence enough to raise slogans re ai'ein O e et
tdm‘nistraticm of society which were capable of centralis v%hich novement
? Ifactory councils. Does the PRP have _sloghans i agans
o nment? Certain groups in Portugal have n the p et W ovt
Egt\:rﬁras “For an SP;CP;Intersindical ‘governrgerhtahglel?:;io 12 ythe X oot
i i slogan is inappropriate an ; prese
:Ll:velr?;l?tcugtzt q\&?hgzilt does PRP advance apart from the Revolutionary
Councils slogan”? ' ) . ' .
PRP. In lhegﬁrst place the R’lg;oluuonaq_ ﬁog?tgzﬁlﬁ lrilgrt‘aa:dv:!::::gcg:

4 - as a proposition. The propostil I Luti y i s
Sﬂ? ans bol:d:btg tl:n: géeds of the working class because 1t 18 “lhr:te::; \;:rltcl:;s
~‘t:t(:$sglvcsarc demanding Ehis o \g;s PpRulg f;:;\;'{a(\;;(‘i v:)gme fo nts whlz:t
. i 3 n taken u i . : 1 hat
gg:rl:r%lggsth: nR(.!e:gIeutionary Councils movement has in relation to

workers. But it is
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government, then von mist go to- the  conference: of the Revolutionary
COUNCILS WHICH TAKES-PLACE IN Fisbon this weekend.

+ WF. But for me that still doesn't solve the problem.. Don’t get me wrong.

-1 think. that Revolutionary Councils are a good idea. But even if it were
possible Lo organise the majority of the proletariat .in. them, how should
‘revolutionaries relate to the minority who remain outside? It might not be
possible, for instance, to organise workers: in, small factories or service
workers into councils. What should revolutionaries. have to offer them?
JPRP. We are in a revolutionary situation .at the moment. A violent clash
ADELWEEN the WiThing whiss At 5 5 oopigeoenn s possible o the
immediate. future, When ‘the’ clash”.comes the "unorgamsed’ workérs will
~have. to-make a choice and: they -will probably choose the side of the

-revolutionary workers. Anyway, we think it is possible to incorporate
.service workers, for example, into Revolutionary Councils.

2 WF. But that still doesn’t deal with the problem, »{ governmental slogans.

i.et.me pose it .in dfother way by using a hypothcetical example. Suppose

you have a-situation where'a member of the Socialist Party is also in a

+wrevolutionary. council but’ ‘nevertheless attends pro-Soares rallies -and

. ~held in opposition to the Revolutionary * €.
+in fact disagree: with a lot of the policies put forward by the leadership
- like. the question of the Intersiridical. The reason why the SP was able to
- recruit many people on the left was due to the authoritarian attitude of
. ‘Stalinism, ‘

'marches. What do vou say to him?-.

" PRP. For us this question has nothing to do with the situation at the
““moment.: You cannol: have a SP member in the Revolutionary Councils

and going along to Soares rallies at the same time because these rallies are
Many SP members

WF. I you what you say is true that {he workers in the SP are iopposed
‘to ‘the leadership’s line on the Revolutionary Councils, they are

+ nevertheless still in the SP. How should they be won from that

organisation?

“ PRP. As | said before, these workers are in thé SP because of the

behaviour  of the CP. The SP has the majority of its strength in the
working class mainly in the North rather than here in Lisbon. We think
that.the class struggle will throw up other organs of power similar to the
‘Revolutionary Councils anid these will take the workers out of the SP.%

WF. Apart from winning over the sections of the working class at the
moment in the Socialist Party, revolutionaries also have to attempt to

" reach a unity with the peasants of the North. 1 would like to know what
 demands are applicable here. For example, would a demand on the .

government 1o -declare a moratorium on peasant debts apply in the f
present situation?

PRP. This 15 not a problem in the North, because the peasants are
medium and small landowners. The major problems the peasants face are
lack of fertiliser; the problem of securing fixed prices; and organisation of
trade. t is around -these three problems that revolutionary agitation can
take place and peasants’ committees can be organised. :

. WF. Finally, a very short question. What do you think of the LCI?

PRP. We don’t usually criticise the LCI unless one of their representatives
is present. Bit T can tell you of the criticisms we have-of the public
" potitical positions _they have taken.
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The LCI has little implantation in the working class. They have also
suffered from making very fragile political analyses. The LCI have been
tailiending the CP. They havé attehded many demonstrations orgamsgd
by the CP, and it is a situation unique in history to see a Trotskyist
organisation which follows behind the Stalinists.

WF. | can tell vou of other occasions where ‘Trotskyist’ organisations
have tailed the Stalinists, but perhaps that’s because they weren't
Trotskyist. . :
PRP. (Laughter). 1t should also be added that the LCI took a very
sectarian attitude in relation to the Revolutionary Councils. When the
CRTs were first started we invited the LCI to belong to the CRT
Secretariat but they refused. * . .
WF. You say that the LI are “reformist’. Can you give me an example of
this? :

PRP. They have been guilty of reformism because they believed that it
was possible for bourgeois democracy to be stabilised in Portugal. This .

" position shows the petty bourgeois; student compositicn of LCI,

WF. | think that is more a mistestupalion of the situation than a
consequence of the class composition ol the orpanisation. The CP has
more worker members than you but obviously that doesn't guarantee -
them a correct analysis. :

PRP. Even so, the LCI is still petty bourgeois. We do not have a much
fuller criticism because we do not come across them much in our activity
They represent little in the working class.
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Partido Revolucionario

dos Trabalhadores(PRT)

INTERVIEW WITH THE PARTIDO REVOLUCIONARIO DOS
TRABALHADORES, 1st August 1975

WF. What do you think is the political significance of the Troika proposed
by the AFM Assembly last weekend? Do you think that the Troika is likely
to last for any amount of time? ’ :

PRT. The political meaning of the Troika is that it represents maybe the
last attempt for the three tendencies in the AFM to come together on the
basis of a common programme. But the Troika won't solve the problems of
the working class or give impetus to the revolutionary process. The Troika
is furthermore proof of the weakness of the revolutionary tendency within
the AFM. The majority of the AFM follows the CP, which insists on a
coalition of the three tendencies within the AFM.

The programme of the Troika can be expected to be mainly one of
trying to find a possible common ground to join the three tendencies, But
we can expect the result of the Troika to be the same as the fate of the last
four governments.

WF. I would now like to ask what the PRT's position is regarding the
Popular Assemblies which the AFM says it wants to see established
throughout Portugal. The LCI seems to be concentrating its propaganda
around the setting up of these assemblies, but the danger we see is that they
may be used as a power base for a populist military government rather
than a workers’ government. What is the attitude of the PRT on this
question?

PRT. We have come to a more concrete analysis regarding the AFM. We
see that direct democracy is fully developed in Copcon. The Assembly of
delegates of the Copcon units are clected democratically. They consist of 13
soldiers, 8 NCOs and 4 officers in each unit assembly. These structures are
knowledgeable regarding the problems of the working class. They generally
support popular struggles such as land occupations, the takeover of empty
houses, etc. These ADUs (Unit Delegates’ Assemblies) are the stromgest
guarantee against a right wing coup.

We have the recent case of the regiment of commandos stationed at
Amadora who threw out their Commander, Neves, a well-kknown
reactionary, together with eight right wing officers4 We think that if the
ADUs are conected with the workers' and neighbourhood committees in
the Popular Assemblies, will be an alternative to that state apparatus,

The PRT insists on The necessity to form Popular Assémblies and extend
them as soon as possible because they are potential organs of workers’
power,

WF. We talk of Popular Assemblies, but of course the party with the
B} RN 13



~ largest electoral support in Portugal, the SP, which has significant suppori
in the working class, is opposed to these Assemblies. In the present
situation the working class is tragically divided. Militant workers have been
unable to respond adequately to the recent pro-Soares mobilisations. How
does the PRT think this split in the working class can be overcome?

PRT. We think that if these organs of the military units, the ADUs, will
impose Popular Assemblies all the workers will be united and their local
problems solved. I work in a neighbourhood committee and the political
organisations we have there are SP, CP, MES, UDP, MRPP and of course
PRT. We have found a unity in action. Take squatting for example, The
SP and CP leaderships do not support the occupation of empty houses.
But our committee went ahead nevertheless. With this action we had the
support of the military police against the opposition coming from the local
organ of the state. The only way to unite the working class is to extend the
popular assemblies. When doing this we also appeal for the SP and CP to
present their own candidates for clection in these assemblies.

WF. To a certain extent the forerunners of the assemblies were the CRTs

which the PRP-BR have been very active in campaigning for. The LCI say
that they refused to participate in the CRTs because they felt they might
become vanguardist organisations running the danger of isolating militants
from the rest of the class. Does the PRT agree with this attitude?

PRT. The first organisation to popularise the CRTs was in fact MES. The
PRP-BR studied with MES the way to form CRTs. MES gave up on the

CRTs because the PRP started to regard them as Soviets which could take

power immediately. The PRP proposed in Lisnave, for example, the the
CRTs should take power within a month. The workers there thought it was
a good thing and voted for it.g

WF. Would you say that the main trouble with the CRTs was that they

were not based on workers® struggles but, in fact, imposed from above by
the PRP?

PRT. Yes, | think this is so. The CRTs are mainly the PRP. The
headquarters of the CRTs is the same as that of the PRP. Certain of the
Maoist groups, FEC(ML) for example, have also been supporting CRTs,
but this is because they have no clear line on the Popular Assemblies.
WF. The LCI says that although it is not the CRT secretariat it does,
however, participate in certain of the CRT structures.
PRT. We have a similar line to the LCI on this question. Every time there
is a CRT congress they invite all the parties along. We go there to find out
what is happening in the CRTs. We insist that the CRTs must be linked
git{l%the Popular Assemblies. The PRT has no official involvement in the
5.
WF... Although the PRP-BR places great stress on the autonomous
-ofré'isllsat:.on of the working class they are, however, weak when it comes to
the question of slogans relating to the general administration of society.
They have raised the slogan “Revolutionary Government”, but so far I
have been unable to get any of them to tell me exactly what this means.
The LCI has been calling for' a “Workers and Peasants Government”, but
this again seems to have no clear content. I understand that the PRT has
had two government slogans in the past, One was “For a CP/SP/
Intersindical Government™; the other “For a CP/SP/AFM Government”,
PRT. We never called for a government of CP/SP/AFM.

"

: : isi “one : I me why you
WE. OK, Pve been misinformed on that*one. But can you tell me .
dropped the first slogan apd whit you advocate now in Felauon to the
problem of government? e o =t” o raised
' T. The slogan “For, a CP;SP, intersindical governmen :
g:}:‘re we mads':l study of the AFM. From that time on we began mblfeel
-that it was not enough to say that the AFM was bourgeois. The pro ertn
-was that whenever the working class had problems they went 10 (.upconhw:
find a solution, and not the SP or CP. Why was this? We began tohse%tF;id
the AFM was not a substitute for a bourgeois party. Essentially the AN
was a pety bourgeois movement that was not polarised pohncally.‘ o1
as necessary for us to have another policy. . ‘
wOf courseyit is still necessary-to argue for a united front between the
workers' organisations. But we have also to see our task as one of spllttlll'l]g
the AFM. We present to the whole of the AFM tl:x‘e problem‘s*of the
working class. In our slogans we say 10 AFM’s Copcon “support thﬁs tor a
As regards the governmental slogan of the LCL They cail for :
government based on the Popular Assemblies. But thesc bodies are:;1 t
developed and extended yet. This doesn’t mean much as a slogan at the
present time. The first necessity for a tevolutionary government is ht e
democratic clection of the AFM Assembly by the ADUs. Secondlly;g there
should be the election of a Supreme Revolutionary Council by this new
Assembly. We will then be in a position to extend the Popular Ass‘la.lmb};\el-s{M
i ati ions to the
WF. The LCl say they are against democratic elections
Assembly because ¥he army is a-bourgeois army and so 18 bound to elect a
right wing assembly. - )
PRT. If the AFM Assembly is elected by the ADUs then there will belno
danger of reaction. The ADUs have clearly supported working caf;,
struggles till now. With the setting up of the new assemblies they wou
give a clear revolutionary programme. . 1 i
WF. But when you say ‘clear revolutionary programme, where will this
rogramme come from? _ -
E’R'%‘. All ADUs have discussion with the workers’ and nglghbourhtl)od
committees. The programme’s main objective will be opposition 'to calfs
. conciliation: for a solution to the problems facing the working class; forlt e
- -forging of ,unity between the workers and soldiers- and for a clear
programme for socialism. ) . . e
“WF. The slogan “Dissolve the Constituent Assembly” has been rais
:Z:l;nﬂy by sogr::e of the revolutionary groups. What is the PRT’s position
reparding this slogan? h :
PlgIT. We think that this is a very sectarian and dangerous slogan. '{'i}’c
AFM and ali the parties said that the vote was “the weapon of the peop e;‘ .
The iwo and a half million SP voters trust even nowadays in thc
Constituent Assembly. Till now there has been no alternative to the
Constituent Assemnbly. o , .
WF. You think that this slogan plays 1nto the hap(_is of tl"le CP?
PRT. Yes. 1 think that the groups who are raising this slogan -— MES,
PRP and UDP - are guilty of precisely that. e i that there
_ The thing 1 notice glancing through the newspapers here is y
?:fl;lardly any%hing in them dealing with the Constituent Assqrpblly.]_flt 1%
almost as if the Constituent Assembly plays no part in the political lite of
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the country. ) :

PRT. That is because you have only been looking at the papers produced
here in Lisbon. There is more coverage of the Constituent Assembly
outside of the industrial centres. The campaign of the SP and PPD is that
the Constituent Assembly will solve all of the problems because it
represents the peoples’ vote. They say that the CP are against it because
they are ‘dictators’. We say that when it is possible for the UDP and CP
deputies to raise the problems posed by the Popular Assemblies inside the
Constjtuent Assembly - the result will be no response to these problems
on the part of the Constituent -~ then it will be correct to call for
dissolution.

WF. There has been a great deal of debate on what, for want of a better
phrase, I shall term the Trotskyist left over the struggle around ‘Republica’
and Radio Renascenca. The SWP and others say it was all a ‘CP plot’, an
attempt by the state to gag freedom of expression, etc, and then they go on
to support the SP management. We, on the other hand, recognise that- it
was a workers’ struggle for freedom of the press and radio and support the
workers in these places. What does the PRT say about thesc struggles?
PRT. We totally supporft the workers of ‘Republica’ and Radio
Renascenca. It was not a ‘CP plot’. The CP is still interested in a coalition
with the SP. They are also not interested in a conflict with the Catholic
Church.

WF. Another thing I would like to hear your opinion on is the guestion
of Angola, The ‘Inteccontinental Press has carried a series of articles
which gloss up the FNLA, claiming, for instance, that it is a ‘Stalinist

“glander to say that FNLA i financed by the CIA . What attitude does

the PRT take towards the liberation movements in Angola?

PRT. There has been no clear coverage of Angola in the Portuguese press.
This is due tq a certain extent to the fact that the CP is in favour of
neutrality in relation to the MPLA/ FNLA dispute. We see that the
MPLA has no clear revolutionary programme but, nonetheless, our youth
section, the ASJ, promoted a demonstration supporting MPLA together
with MES, LUAR, FSP, MDP and the CP. But when the day came for
the demonstration the CP's militants didna’t turn up. We give critical
support to the MPLA.

WF. I would now like to know your opinion of the LCl. The PRP-BR
criticises the LCI having tailed the CP on questions such as the
Intersindical. Is this true and what attitude does the PRT take towards
the LCI in general?

PRT. The PRP-BR’s criticism is not a politically based one because they
have no clear line on the Intersindical question themselves. It is not true
to say that LCI tailed the CP over the Intersindical. But we belicve that
there is no clear political difference between LCland MES. For example,
the PRT prepared a list of candidates and a programme for a union
election recently. We talked to LCI about the possibilities for a joint slate
between us, but the LCI said they already had a common slate with MES
and FSP_and refused to discuss our inclusion on it W

Simlarly, we have also called for united action with them since we both
claim aliegiance to Trotskyism, but they refuse. We regard LCI as in
in many ways an agency of MES, Wealso think the LCI have no clear line on the
'AFM.
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WE. In most Trotskyist circles you are reg as 4 satelli isation

| vis 5 parded as a satellite organisation
of the SWP, but from what you have told me so far it is cleargthat you
have a number_of radical differences with the SWP. Could 'you tell me
what relations PRT now has with the SWP? : :
PRT. We are i total dwsagreement with the SWP. On the question of
Republica’, their uncritical support for Saores, and many other issues, we
cun present nothing else. but opposition. They also see the AFM as being
like a hourgeois party and have a sectarian policy regarding the  AFM.
Some of our representatives have, however, been invited to the USA for
discussions this month. The LCI says we are a creation of the PSTA.
\\‘{1!: rLit;l{Vﬁn‘t been. following the positions of the PST lately, but surely
vo st have reservations regarding what happened over the Peron “pac
xletrgnlthtt partlles-“?--.The PST say. they didn't-sign-it, but even so E,t‘::;

x‘ . . - - -t Ty - - - " :
aft::r.wardsfm y vocal dbqut t{hn.-.ufh%crlfnmer. u_rlmll a} least three months
PRT. I'm not on the PRT Directorite so | can't tell you the PE
: : ! so [ can’t tell. you the PRT™

pos.n-mn on t_hls_quesuon. ‘We have, however, found the PgT useful wl;{;:
wgs;:ie)rc mulf;lng an’ :anglysts of ‘the. AFM.: However, we disagree.with their
gWP.[ n on .t‘:pltbllca.! ()ur‘”rc.la'.l_mn‘,s\,?,.u_t_a_:th:cm a‘rc.‘c‘l.qs‘e‘r_.t.t:la:'mlwith.-the
WF. One final guestion: what is the size wnd influgnce of the."‘PR:l’j ASJ?'
PRT The ASJ hag about 1000 members and these are mostly ‘in the
::i(i)rﬁ;lairy lsghbools mdL(l)sbon. The PRT has, between 100°and 150 members.

ainly in Lisbon and Oporto. Of thesé, we have 30, to 40° worker. mili .
Our biggest indbstrial base is in the Mctro. 10 40 worker militants.
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NOTES FROM AN INTERVIEW WITH A MEMBEk or '.I‘HE
PARTIDO REVOLUCIONARIO DOS TRABALHADORES, 2nd
September 1975, - T S

' ) .

R RIS -

THE PRT AND ITS YOUTH MOVEMENT THE ASJ were formed after
the 25th April, some of its members coming from the Revolutionary Action
Group, a clandestine organisation with some support in secondary schools.
Today we. are the second largest tendency in the schools, with 1,000
supporters. We have influcnce in several factories . and workers’
commissions. In Lisbon we are larger than the LCI (who are losing
members) and we have some support in Oporta. ‘ ‘

Reaction to the colonial revolution, and the needs of the bourgeoisie, led
to political explosion. There was a,massive working class mobilisation
which rapidly gained experience and was very militant, achieving a wide
measure of workers’ control. The bourgeoisic was forced to put the CP and
SP in government, but the workers did not achieve a workers’ government.
Today, after a year and a half, the workers.are becoming demoralised, and
the petty bourgeoisie” are losing faith in them. Socialism is being
discredited, because the government is identified with it, yet is unable to

-achieve it, due to its essentially capitalist nature. In this situation a rightist
_military coup is a real possibility.

The CP attempts to be an arm of the bourgeoisie into the workers’

‘movement. The SP is also in a class collaboration front with the/
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bourgeoisie, and some sections of the AFM who prefer them to the CP,
and Is supported by imperialism. Both parties are reformist workers’
parties. (Thc PRT comrade laid great siress on the statement that the SP
was a workers' party). '

The CP has formed a popular front on the basis of a pro-bourgeois
policy. Lt gives political support to the government, to discipline in the
bourgeois army, to the AFM and to Copcon. They think that they can
unite ‘workers power” with a bourgeois government. This manoeuvre only
makes the threat of a right wing coup greater. The only way of fighting it
is to create a united front, aiming to create soviet organs of power and
seeking to destroy the bourgeois state. Crucial here is the destruction of
discipline in the army, We appeal to the CP and SP to form a united front
on this basis.

We used to call for a CP/SP governmeni. This is clearly no longer

realistic. We are instead discussine the slogan of a government based on

the organs of popular power, workers' commissions, etc. At present the
popular assemblies are patchy, and do not present a clear alternative to the
capitalist state.

By using the centrists, the CP have played their last card, but their
strategy remains the same. They have to appear as the major force in the
working class movement, and to do that they must drive out the SP.
Recent union elections have been won by Maoists with SP support, as
workers turn against CP class collaborationism,

The AFM as a whole is petty bourgeois, expressing itself in different
political directions, some going to the bourgeoisic, left sections open to
working class pressure. It is essential to fight against discipline in the army.

We fight against the dissolution of the Constituent Assembly, because
there is no alternative at present. Instead we put forward a programme to
the constituent assembly. We cannot demand that a bourgeots government
abolishes it.

On the *Republica’ affair: since the SP is a workers’ party, it should have
the right to its own newspapers., Although ‘Republica® was not the official
paper of the SP, it was widely recognised as the SP’s paper. The struggle of
the ‘Republica’ workers was very sectarian and set an objectively dangerous
precedent. Although the immediate controllers of the situation were
Maoists and centrists, the CP has been able to use the affair to its own
advantage. ‘Republica’ today is a bad paper. It has no clear ideological
line. It is badly organised. Because it has no money it is, for example,
unable to subscribe to the wire services and thus has no foreign news. It
should be returned to the SP, but under workers’ control, e.g, right of
reply to articles putting a bourgeois line. This is the official position of the
PRT.

The dynamic of events in the army is relatively independent of the class
struggle. A certain degree of controlled democracy exists in some units, but
soldiers have not achieved independent organs of their own. The Antunes
group are not pro-rightist, they are merely for a different pro-bourgeois
policy to that of Goncalves. However, objectively, they open the way to
real rightists. The controlled democracy is mainly in the Lisbon area, where
the UDP controls some units. There is some movement towards
independent soldiers’ organisations, e.g. committees separate from the
officers. Some soldiers, and even armed cars, supported the pro-soviet
power demonstration.

]

The situation in the North is very bad; the workers’ movement reflects
tty bourgeois pressure, and a fascist led petty bourgeois mass movement
is just beginning. In the South, there have so ?:r been no serious
reactionary mobilisations, while zones of the Alentejo stand well to the left.
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Liga Communista

Internacionalista (LCD

"MEEETING OF THE LIGA COMMUNISTA INTERNACIONALISTA,

9th September 1975.

Introduction :
The offensive of social democracy was a cover for the whole right wing.

ITe document of the 9 was the cxprossion of sodial democracy 1 the
army. This allowed the coordination of the right in the army for the first
time since April 1974, and allowed the civilian and military spheres to be
connecied. The Copcon document and later the United Front allowed a
similar process to take place on the left. The demonstration by 60,000 on
August 20th was important. The Left front was important in giving an
expression to the demand for unity against reaction.

The crisis in the United Front began on August 27th, when the
demonstration was turned by the CP to support class collaboration. They
used it to gain more standing in their talks with the SP and Costa Gomes.
The CP was prepared to make a partial self-criticism of their role, which
was not acceptable to the rest of the Front, and they were expelled. This
demonstrated to many CP members that the party was attempting to
cynically manoeuvre the mass movement, to aid their strategy of
penetrating the bourgeois state. This has led to much dissatisfaction within
the ranks of the party, and, for cxample, in Setubal a group of CP
militants have been organising meetings with the Front outside of the
official CP structure.

The split has weakened the global strength of the Left; and this has aided
the victory of the right in the AFM. The Right wants more rperesentation
for themselves {the army and officers). At present the Right controls the
airforce and the army outside the Lisbon military re ion (although the Left
is fighting hard in the army in Oporto). The Le%: controls the Lisbon
military region, and the navy. .

The CP will be a prisoner in the new government of the Right, Costa
Gomes and d’Azevedo want to isolate the CP from its social base, but not
in immediate political terms. The SP has demanded that the PPD be
included in the new government, but the CP refused, unless MES also
participated. MES have, of course, refused to join a government including
the PPD. The resutt will be another SP/CP/PPD coalition, but with the
CP in a weaker position than before,

Discussion

(. What was the programme of the United Front?

A. It was formed by the authors of the Copcon document, writing to
various groups. The programme was not very clear in relation to the 5th
Government. However, we are not indifferent to thegircumstances in which
a class collaborationist government falls; we ®H» & gevolutionary
transitional government, not a right wing one. Ty wiiilma should have
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been more clear and stated that we are not giving support to a
class collaborationist government.We crtcised 1he s to the AFM -
as a whole, from within the Front; they were included at the insistence of
the revolutionary officers, who had illusions in the AFM. Because they
were revolutionaries, we were not prepared 1o split on that basis.
Q. What about Mandel’s criticism?
A. We respect his views, but it_was vital to see who signed and what
dynamic came out of the front. The LCI agrees that the programme was
not completely correct, but it would be dogmatic to split over it, We must
be prepared to make sacrifices of our principles if a good dynamic is
forthcoming. A new manifesto is being prepared, which will exclude-
references to the AFM as a whole, and will deny support to the Provisional
Government.
Q. Would it have been possible to ally with the CPwithout giving support
to the 5th Governmen? .
A. The other organisations would not go along with support for the 5th
Government. We did not support Goncalves; the real significance ..
and dynamic was not pro-Goncalves.  .e.» e ey
Q. What is the programme of the new Front?
A. There is no reference 1o the AFM as a whole or to the 5th Government,
and no class collaboration is written in. The main objective is to develop
and centralise the organs of poFular power. The immediate solution to the
present crisis is the formation of a government of revolutionary unity
Q. What are your differences with the PRT?
A. We are the sympathising section of the USF1l. There are many
differences. The PRT ought for the Constituent Assembly, we say it is a
very important centre for counter-resolunon The B4 Targoed from the e,
favour of the ‘Pooular Power. the PR now agrecs e
PRT fought for a CP/SP/Intersindical government, even after the CP!éP
split. We wanted to show up illusions in these bodies, they reinforced them.
But the workers have lost their illusions in the anti-democratic, Stalinist
Intersindical. The CP has been unable to prevent a SP/MRPP coalition
taking over important unions, and removing them from the Intersindical,
which has been isolated and is now much less important.
Q. What do you say to the rumour that you are to unite with the PRT
within two months?
A. They are too optimistic. For example, the PRT have accused us of
joining a popular front.

?. What is the dynamic of the SP’s base in a situation where the party is
fighting against the Popular Power, what has happened to the SP workers
in the Workers' Commissions, and what is the state of the split between -
SP, CP, and leftists in the working class movement?

A. In Beja SP workers occupied SP headquarters in protest against their
reactionary policies. We must be sensitive towards the SP’s workers.
Unfortunately the centrists, such as FSP, have a sectarian position towards
the SP, which we fight to overcome within the Front. We try to use the
popular power organs to win over SP workers. Also we supported the rigut
of the SP, as a workers' party, to demonstrate, and opposed the CP's
attempt to stop them.

gl.nWhat is the extent of the worker base, and the other class forces in the

2

A. We do not know the exact internal situation. It was started in 1975 b
tiberal bourgeois politicians, who attempted to win the workers after 25t1)1(
April by adopting a programme to the left of the CP; but their bourgeois
nature was cxposed as the revolutionary process developed. The SP
organises the artistocracy of labour, politically backward workers from
small firms in backward areas, and some vanguard workers who do not
like the CP bureaucracy. They do not follow 5P orders, they work in the
popular organs, and they are now teaving the party. The-SP’s main base is
among the petty bourgeoisie

Q. What are the chances for the Left in the AFM, with restructuring?

A. The AFM has effectively split, with the Navy, 40 army delegates, and a
minority of the airforce delegates participating in the itveent assembly.
What is left of the AFM is grouped around the document of the Nine, who

will either develop into-righfists, or will be taken over by them. There is an,

important left soldiers’ demonstration in Porto on Wednesday.

Q. | have seen the slogan of arming the workers commigstons, and the
Intersindical, but given the collapse of the Intersindical isn’t this
demanding, dangerously, “arm the CP™

A. The rcﬁ:rence to the Intersindical is out of date, but the demand for the
arming of the workers’ commussions is very impertant, and there have been
come moves in that direction’ by soldiers. .In any case it would still be
correct to arm the Intersindical.

We do not believe, unlike some groups (e.g. the PRP-BR) in turning
ourselves into a red battalion, but rather in arming the organisations of the
hase.. Also we have military units such as the military police and the
artifiery regiment of Lishon on our side. On the other hand the
reactionaries have units such as the commandos and the practical school of

cavalry.

Q. How much weaker are the leftists than the CP?
A. The CP is very weak, for example it had to call off a recent
demonstration in Lisbon due to lack of support. The leftists’ influence 1s

_much greater than their membership. 1t is possible that in one or two

months the relation of forces will change to the point that we are stronger
than the CP.

Q. I it true that the C'P has had to evacuate itselfl from the North, and
what is your situation there?

A. It is impossible to operate openly in much of the North or Centre.

Q. Is it true that the Right is arming in the North?

A. The threat is shown by the removal of Corvacho as Commander of the
Northern Military Region, after reactionary units had gone to the Eoint of
illegally putting themselves on alert to demonstrate against him. The PPD
is threatening to arm 50,000 right wingers- this is largely talk, but it shows
the way that things are developing.

Q. Can the organs of popular power be a real alternative government
within a few months?

A. They are not an alternative at the moment, which is why we call for a
“workers’ government of revolutionary unity”, which would develop them.
A popular assembly for the whole city is being set up in Oporto. and a

coordinating committee for the whole town exists in Coimbra,

<. What is your position with relation to defending the CP in the l\_l‘orth'!
A. We detend them from attack. and would join demonstrations with them,
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but we will fot a join a Front with them agaun.

€. Is it irue that the Aungolan refupees are counter-revolutionary, and can
they be won wver?

4. Tenevably yes, but you cannot ey ey wre tatally counter-ich elutinnary.
They ure being wed by eactionary forees Fhe amly wey s ~iwe their
problems is througli cconaic plunaing, Sve Fave nof yet wor oub our
position on the refugee problem, The MEFF o the only group 1o make

zains among them, but on a reactionary basis.

. What about the split between the Morth and the South agriculturally,
and the state of occupations in the south? ‘

A. Latifundia in the South, minifundia in the North., Occupations have
occurred in the Souath, but although the CP is strong in Alentejo it has

done nothing to help the workers and some occupied arcas have besn
resurned. Some co-operatives arc now in trouble due the failure of the CP
to organise financiel and technica! support. Little has been done in the
Nomh, For instance, the nationalised banks are not providing cheap
agricultural eredit. This is why the right has been able to mobilise Northern
peasants. The Copeon document proposed immediate measures. It is vital
}hat links be established between the workers’ commissions and the peasant
cagues.
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