Proposed resolution on Iran and Middle East.

The Congress of the FLTI stated:

1. The powerful working class in Iran, in the period before the current crisis emerged, after the 12 June elections this year, already showed a clear tendency of the beginning of open rebellion against the Ayatolla regime. Workers struggles, such as in the transport sector, the teachers, the sugar sector, the motor sector, which had been triggered off by very high inflation and huge exploitation of the masses, put the anti-worker regime of the Ayatollas into a severe crisis; its existence was virtually hanging by a thread. The increasing misery suffered by the masses, in a country which is the world’s second largest producer of crude oil, exposed the true nature of the oppressive regime, who responded with bloody repression. 
The Iranian masses, with its tendency to working class revolt, was re-asserting the leading role of the industrial proletariat among the exploited of the nation; the industrial proletariat had been the lifeblood of the 1979 revolution, leading the overthrowal of the pro-yankee imperialist regime of Shah Reza Pahlavi. Driven to unleash a new revolutionary eruption, the working class was clearly the only class that represented the continuity of the ’79 revolution, of the glorious shoras (workers councils), while on the contrary, the Shiite bourgeoisie re-affirmed its role as the expropriator of this heroic struggle, heading a regime as bloody, as exploitative as the regime of the overthrown Shah. 
At this very moment, US imperialism, dressed as Mousavi, the opposition candidate to Ahmedinejad in the past elections, led a new ‘orange’ counter-revolution, using the democratic reaction to contain and divert the enormous tendency of the Iranian working class for revolt, onto an electoral plane, around a struggle over electoral fraud. 
This situation was very similar to events in Egypt in 2007-2008. There, with massive strikes of the industrial working class and the general strike of March 2008, the masses rose up against the regime of Mubarak, which is a lackey and loyal servant of US imperialism, acting as the second major gendarme for them in the region, after the Zionist state of Israel. Here also the role played by the Islamic bourgeoisie and the Muslim Brotherhood was exposed, as it was them who led the process of pacifying the struggle, ending up placing this huge uprising at the mercy of the cruel repression of the assassin Mubarak. 
 The situation in Iran clearly reflects one of the main historical contradictions the world situation has entered at this current juncture of the class struggle. The world economic crisis has reduced the share of profit available to imperialism and likewise that available for its junior partners, the national bourgeoisie, in this case Iran’s. 
In order to satisfy a bankrupt US imperialism’s innate quest for profit, the battle for spheres of influence has resulted in a political crisis in Iran, placing the masses under attacks, both economic and political.  Imperialism views Iran and the entire Middle East as more than a prize, an essential acquisition, to maintain its position of dominance.  Two different fractions of the Iranian national bourgeoisie- Ahmadinejad currently in power and Mousavi - are facing off for the right to play junior partner to Imperialism. 

The population of Iran is about 71 million, with a labour force of 41 million, of which only 15 million have some form of work. 50% of the population are under the age of 25 years. The crisis facing the ruling class in Iran is reflected in the fact that over the past 33 years, the number of people working has only increased by 2 million. Yet every year there are about 700 000 who enter the job market. The regime uses a paramilitary force of about 1,3 million (on the state’s payroll) to control the working class. There are numerous social problems, among them being 7 million people who are drug addicts. 35% of the labour force is unskilled; 75% of those who work, live in the cities; Important sectors of the economy include agriculture (10%), industry (45%); service sector (45%). Agricultural employment(fruit, nuts, hides, carpets) is at 3 million; industrial employment (oil, iron, steel, mining) is at 3.6 million- virtually the same as 1976; while the only sector which has significantly grown is the service sector from 2.7 million to 5.7 million. German and Japanese imperialism provide the major exports to Iran. Wages have been declining; often workers go many months without payment. Women make up only 25% of those who work. The increase in the rate of exploitation is reflected by the rise of a number of free trade zones in Iran (maquiladoras/sweat shops). The 1979 revolution nationalized the commanding heights of the economy, on which the local middle class, including the bazaari, the  local capitalist class, parasitized. Over the years, the regime has begun privatizing state assets. The Mousavi faction wants to privatize more rapidly, handing over more to the US imperialists for plunder, while the Ahmedinejad faction favours a greater share for the local capitalist, and is more aligned to French, German and Japanese imperialism (having only secret deals with US imperialism). 
2. With the metaphorical phrase of Obama: “I offer my hand to the Muslim world”, US imperialism launched its offensive in the Middle East.  Obama can only succeed in legitimating US imperialism’s attacks on Iran (just as on Palestine, Pakistan and Afghanistan) by putting on his democratic mask (that is, acting as if he and US imperialism are at the forefront of ‘democracy’).    

3. US imperialism is attempting to extend the counterrevolutionary pacts in the region, to Iran.  The true role of these pacts is to impose attacks on the revolutionary and anti imperialist masses across the Middle East.  These pacts are meant to cover and support its interests and hegemony during one of the worst crisis US imperialism has ever faced.  Obama seeks to extend to Iran the same type of pact that defused the Iraqi resistance, tying the Shiite and Sunni elites together in a pro-imperialist protectorate government; the counterrevolutionary pact between Siniora-Hezbollah in Lebanon and the pact of Sharm-el Sheik in Egypt, which was initiated to smash the Palestinian masses in Gaza and beyond.

4. French imperialism, which was able to advance into disputed zones of influence (plunder) previously controlled by US imperialism in the Middle East, was forced to concede to the dominant imperialist power and make a provisional pact in the region, to move forward together with a common policy to take over the areas of influence of its rivals, in particular German and Japanese imperialism.  The USA, along with its European partners, are trying to fully regain control of Iran by negotiations through French commercial relations with Iran. French imperialism has accepted the role of junior partner to US imperialism, accepting its hegemony, while US imperialism has accepted (for the moment) the positions taken up by French imperialism in the recent period, in several semi-colonies. This does not negate the fact that this pact is transitory (temporary and unstable) and is not without friction between the partners, as shown by their competing for arms sales to the bourgeois lackeys in Latin America and in the war in the DRC. These tensions show that between both these imperialist powers, as well as other imperialist powers, there may open up major breaches and disputes, at any time. At the moment US imperialism is limited to secret deals with the Iranian regime and acting indirectly through Chinese oil companies, such as CNOOC, in which US imperialism has a shareholding in. The crisis of surplus capital, without sufficient grounds for it to be invested for plunder, forces US imperialism to push forward for a more direct and greater stake in Iran. The demagogic threats and counter-threats between the Iranian and Israeli regimes helps give legitimacy to the ruling Iranian Bonapart, Khameini. (Israel has good arms sales to Iran, while US imperialism supplied weapons to both Iran and Iraq in the 8 year war).
5. The shape the US world counteroffensive takes is a classic good-cop-bad-cop approach.  It presents its democratic façade, comparable with the old ‘New Deal’, while at the same time launching the most brutal military attacks on the world working class, from Bonapartist military coups and authoritarianism of all forms up to and including releasing  the shock troops of Fascism into the fray.  The current “New Deal” is Obama saying that he wants to negotiate with the national bourgeoisie in the Middle East, while looking toward launching “orange” counter-revolutions in the name of democracy, like in Iran with Mousavi, advocating the policy of two states in occupied Palestine, and so on.  At the same time, and in a different way, the hidden face of US imperialism (behind the Obama mask) is adopting the threat of bonapartism and fascistic attacks, that their major  gendarme in the region, the Zionist state of Israel, has used as a counterrevolutionary break on the revolutionary upsurges of the Palestine masses and all the people in the Middle East.  At the same time, US imperialism (through Obama) uses the most brutal means, in Iraq, Pakistan and Afghanistan to defeat the working classes, to keep them in total subjugation.
6. In order to extract every last drop of oil from Iran, US imperialism must destroy the relative political independence of Iran and secure a pliable leadership willing to crush the masses and a section of the Iranian bourgeoisie.  Even though the Iranian bourgeoisie proved it could be loyal to world finance capital, by expropriating and smashing the shoras (independent workers councils) of 1979, they could maintain a relative political independence by nationalization of large sectors of the economy, constitutionally banning privatization and setting up a monopoly of foreign trade, under their control. The proof of loyalty of the Iranian bourgeoisie and its head of state to imperialism was its smashing of the ’79 revolution, conducting a fratricidal war between the Iranian and Iraqi masses on behalf of imperialism; and from 1980 and in a decisive manner in 1989, to play the role of a counterrevolutionary force in the entire region, today acting as an obstacle to hinder the revolution in the entire Middle east, by raising up a policy of supporting imperialism against the Stalinist bureaucracy and against the masses in the muslim republics of the ex-USSR. We must mention also its reactionary policy of supporting the first invasion of Iraq in 1991. Up to now the small bourgeoisie, the base of the clerical bonapart, has parasitized on the nationalized sectors. The clerical and bazaari bourgeoisie have played their part for imperialism by crushing the workers’ revolution of 1979; now imperialism needs direct control of the spoils of the Iranian economy.
7. Up to now the ayatollah fraction of the national bourgeoisie, heading the Bonapartist sui generis regime, has allowed imperialism a share of the oil profits.  The ayatollahs could extract their share only by controlling and manipulating the nationalist sentiment of the masses.  The ayatollah regime blackmailed imperialism to take a smaller share of the oil profits by threatening to mobilize the anti-imperialist sentiment of the masses. 

8.  Within this part of the Iranian State, a sector of the  bourgeoisie headed by Ahmadinejad (the Clerical and bazaari) plays junior partner of the French, US and German imperialists and to a smaller degree the Japanese imperialists.  They gave super profit from oil to imperialism through investments like joint ventures. The Iranian bourgeoisie, which does not have the technology to refine crude oil, has already made forward contracts with the petroleum multinationals for the necessary beneficiation of crude oil in return of allowing them to explore for oil deposits and gas reserves, but without the formal right of ownership. Of course the imperialists receives the lion’s share of the profits: the Iranian state promised, for the next 10-12 years to repay 200% of the total income from refined goods, in barrels of oil at a value of US$10,5 per barrel, while the world market price is already at US$60+. In this manner, while on paper it appears that the Iranian state is repaying 200% of the income for refined goods, in reality they are repaying a minimum of 700% for it. This is how the French, German and Japanese transnationals and banks gain the major part of the oil profits, and how the junior partner, the Iranian bourgeoisie surrenders it. In order to survive this crisis US imperialism needs to grab everything, starting with the Iranian oil.  For that reason it recruited as a junior partner the fraction of the bourgeoisie headed by Mousavi, who makes accusations of electoral fraud under the name of democracy while promoting the opening of economic ties which will ultimately give preference to the US/French imperialist bloc, mainly the US imperialist) while breaking the French/German bloc and cutting out the Japanese and German imperialists. 

9. The Ahmadinejad fraction, like the national bourgeoisie as a whole, is weak and needs to contain the anti imperialist sentiment of the Iranian masses (to this end it poses as an arbiter between the main contending classes: the Iranian working class and bourgeois class aligned to imperialism).  When its government and private property are threatened, the bourgeoisie are always aligned with imperialism, as is Ahmadinejad.  When the crisis started, the Iranian Ayatollah bourgeoisie launched attacks on the standard of living of the exploited masses, for example the inflation rate is now close to 30% and unemployment is hovering around 40%.  In order to impose imperialism’s plan for super-exploitation against the proletariat, the Bonapartist regime needed to use terror methods against the masses. At the time the Iraqi anti imperialist resistance was advancing in May 2008 in Basra, the national bourgeoisie was making a pact to support US imperialism.  The same was done by the Shiite bourgeoisie in the region, which didn’t send armies or militia to fight imperialism in Gaza.    Because of their fear of the possibility of an independent working class uprising in Iran, the Mousavi fraction didn’t make a call to the masses to mobilize. They stood by while the masses were repressed, so that they could negotiate with the Ahmanidejad’s fraction over how best to smash the masses and stop the revolution. All this explains why Mousavi, who previously served as a direct agent of the bonapartist regime in the 1980’s, overseeing the killing of 30 000 activists, is today serving as a junior partner of US imperialism, providing it with the mask of ´democracy´ to strangle the Iranian proletariat´s struggles.  Mousavi stands for nothing but the exploitation and oppression of the Iranian nation by imperialism, indeed not only Iran but also the entire Middle East. 

10. The working class, feeling the pressure of the imperialist-initiated economic attack on its standard of living, has begun its fightback against the Ayatollahs regime and the bourgeoisie.  However the mass mobilization against the “electoral fraud” led by the US favorite, Mousavi, represents an electoral diversion of this struggle against the regime.

11. The class struggle, even in the form of this political crisis, with an historic mobilization, workers strikes and student occupations, raises the possibility of an independent and generalized mass upsurge.  Within days the Khodro motor workers came out on limited strike action and the Vahed bus drivers declared support for the protest movement against the regime. For many years these vanguard sections of the working class had called for boycotts of the elections, as they did this time as well, declaring that they would only participate when workers’ interest would be served. The actions of the Khodro and Vahed workers must be seen as supporting the protest against the regime and not as support for Mousavi. However, the policy of the “democratic front” of the treacherous leadership, like the different currents of Stalinism and the fake Trotskyists, like the IMT (International Marxist Tendency), sold out the struggle to Mousavi, and thus to US imperialism. (The IMT calls for support of the movement against the ‘electoral fraud’ “despite its leaders”, lamenting the lack of workers support, rather than calling for defence of the people against the regime and raising democratic and transitional demands, while exposing Mousavi and the aims of the ‘democratic front’). 
As Regards the role of the WSF (World Social Forum) and its left wing in containing the Iranian masses, the congress of the IFLT stated:

1. Inter-imperialist rivalry is heightened by the economic crisis. The new transitional US/French agreement to go on the offensive together in the Middle East in order to subordinate Iran as a semi-colony, to be successful, must defeat the Bonapartist sui generis regime that has maintained Iran’s relative political independence which arose out of the revolution of 1979. This bonapartist regime   smashed the revolution and has expropriated it for the past thirty years.  This US/French imperialist agreement allows Obama to masquerade as the aloof “democrat”, calling for fresh elections, while at the same time Chavez declares the bonapartist Ahmadinijad’s regime to be the winner.  This time Chavez plays the role of the “tyrant” as opposed to Obama’s mask as a “democrat”; with Chavez siding with Ahmadinijad and pushing for him to have talks with Obama.  In so doing Chavez is cementing his role as servant to US imperialism during this phase of inter-imperialist rivalry. The real goal of the proposed talks are to ensure Iran concedes its independence as a junior partner of US/French imperialism.  Such a settlement with US/French imperialism would be at the expense of German and Japanese imperialism. Thus Chavez is taking the side of Obama and US imperialism to impose a defeat on German imperialism and its allies, at the expense of the Iranian and Middle Eastern masses.  

2. But the price to be paid by the exploited masses, if the Bonapartist regime makes a pact with Obama, will be much greater semi-colonial oppression. To keep their share of the plunder the national bourgeoisie will put the cost of the crisis on to the backs of the Iranian masses. Despite having relative political independence, Iran is still a semi-colony, dependent on world imperialism: 83% of exports are crude oil while it still has to import 40% of its oil requirements. The regime justifies its share of the imperialist plunder by blaming the US and UK imperialists and capturing the anti-imperialist sentiment of the masses. On the side, secretly, the trade with US imperialism continues, albeit on a small scale. But the regime’s pro-imperialist role is becoming more and more exposed, through the continued hunger and oppression of the masses. Any open pact between Iran and the US/France would delegitimize the Ayatollahs. To prevent this Chavez uses his authority as political head of the World Social Forum (WSF) Menshevik international to support the military Bonapartism of Ahmadinijad to repress the masses. That is why Chavez said on Alo Presidente on 21 June, ¨We send a greeting to Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, Iran`s great president, to Ayatollah Ali Khamenei, and to the Iranian people. We ask the world to respect Iran because they are trying to undermine the Iranian revolution’s strength¨. 

3. This shows that Latin American Bonapartist Chavez recognises his class interests are the same as the Islamic Bonapartist Ahmadinijad, and that of the imperialist bourgeois US President Obama. Chavez promotes the reformist illusion that the Bolivarian bloc of states aligned to China, Iran etc can negotiate with ¨democratic¨ US imperialism to prevent the worst costs of the crisis from being imposed on the colonies, semicolonies and independent countries. It doesn’t matter to him that the regimes in these countries are Bonapartist dictatorships, since to do a deal with Obama his task is to contain the counteroffensive of the masses against the offensive of US imperialism and its allies. Thus he acts to deliver the masses to Obama’s ‘New Deal’ and a ´multi-polar´ world while Obama prepares the fascist counteroffensive.

4. Chavez’s support of Ahmadinijad cannot impose the crisis on the masses and stop their counteroffensive without the left wing of the World Social Forum coming to his rescue. In 1979 the ‘left’ played a major role in propping up Khomeini, the main counter-revolutionary agent within the revolution. The left then landed up being a left-pressure to Khomeini, who still, within 4 years executed over 30 000 activists(including the very ‘left’ that supported him earlier), and subjected hundreds of thousands to massacre in the 8 year long Iran-Iraq war(a crucial mechanism by imperialism to crush anything that remained of the Iranian revolutionaries). What appears as the ‘left’s’ support of ‘reformism’ in peacetime, in times of revolution, turns into support of counter-revolution. It is not for nothing that Lenin wrote in STATE AND REVOLUTION that upon achievement of a bourgeois democracy the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie lose their revolutionism. In the context of the permanent revolution, this means that the driving force to complete the democratic programme, has to be the working class independently organized of the middle and capitalist classes. Thus the ‘left’ landed up being a left face of the Stalinist 2-stages approach with the same bloody consequences for the proletariat.  Further, Ted Grant, instead of calling for workers militant action in the imperialist centres, called for ‘non-interference’- at the very time that imperialism was ‘interfering’ by building up Khomeini for his counter-revolutionary role. With the Militant of Ted Grant embedded then in the British Labour Party, this call for ‘non-interference’ was subordinated to this imperialist bourgeois party. Today Chavez, while being carried on the shoulders of the fake left, props up the clerical bonapartist regime of Khameini-Ahmadinijad. The main supporter of Chavez today happens to be the IMT. Those fake Trotskyists who have provided a left cover for the Bolivarian popular fronts and have submitted to Lula, Chavez, Morales etc, strangling the workers revolutions, now have the role of containing those who want to break out of the popular front’s, or as in Iran, replace the ‘left wing’ Bonapartism with a ´democratic´ Islamic regime, or keep in place ‘left wing’ bonapartism but on greater anti-working class terms as required by imperialism. But as Chavez moved to the right behind Ahmadinijad, this created a problem for the left wing of the WSF. While they are for Obama´s ´New Deal´ they are verbally against military Bonapartism. They think that Chavez made a `mistake` to support Ahmadinijad. 
5. The left leg of the WSF, for example the IMT, which has a section in Iran, and the LIT, call for a national democratic front in the form of the `constituent assembly` or a ´democratic revolution´.  Their plan is to cover Chavez on the left as he goes to the right.  Alan Woods, current leader of the IMT, says Chavez has made a `mistake` in Iran because Iran is an Islamic dictatorship not a revolutionary democratic regime like Venezuela. Therefore, for Woods, it is not possible for the workers to pressure the Iranian regime to the left, as the IMT claims to do with the PSUV (the party of Chavez in Venezuela). For the IMT it is necessary then to counterpose a Constitutent Assembly to create a popular front.  Thus Woods can remain the loyal lieutenant of Chavez in Latin America, while criticising his right Bonapartist position in Iran.

Let us examine some of the ‘mistakes’ of Chavez: Chavez visited Iran while Ahmedinejad was still mayor of Teheran; he came to erect a statue of Simon Bolivar in the city. Iranian workers wrote to him and begged him not to come and to take a stand against the regime that oppressed workers and denied them basic trade union rights. Chavez came, the statue went up, oil trade with Iran increased. Chavez came again to Iran in 2006. The Iranian Revolutionary Socialist League wrote to him on the 28th July, begging this great ‘revolutionary’ not to come, worker leaders such as Ossanlou was being jailed and harassed by the state, who even attempted to cut his tongue off. Chavez still came on the 30th July to receive a medal from Ahmedinejad (the highest honour of the anti-worker regime). After the June ‘election’ this year, Chavez was the first to congratulate Ahmedinejad in a fraudulent election where a religious council decides who can be candidate. All this while the leader of the IMT says: Commandante Chavez listens, he is evolving; Chavez is not a bourgeois, whoever thinks so, they must be extra-terrestrial. All we can say is that for all the times that Chavez has gone to Iran, he has not listened to the voice of the workers. He has not only been propping up the anti-worker Ahmedinejad but containing the struggle of the world proletariat against the reactionary Iranian regime. For someone who is not bourgeois, he has been behaving strangely like one. Maybe extra-terrestrials also have excellent Marxism. 
The Iranian and Venezuelan Socialists have a history of writing excellent open letters: you have written to Chavez, you have written to Mousavi, you have written to the Iranian workers. Now we propose that you write another open letter, this time to your own leader, Alan Woods, of the IMT:

a) You have open access to Chavez, meeting him on islands in Venezuela; as our leader could you please raise with him to stop supporting Ahmedinejad and Khameini

b) Could you please ask Chavez why he called for the disarming of the FARC in Colombia and thus helped open the way for 4 new US military bases there? Why did he not call or act for the liberation of the 7500 political prisoners in Colombia?

c) Why did he not act against the fascists of the Media Luna in Bolivia last year, instead of supporting a pact with them that hands over virtually half the country to them?
d) Considering that the IMT regards the Venzuela state as capitalist and that the means of production are still in the hands of the oligarchy, and that the PSUV is running this state, why do you insist that nothing exists outside the PSUV and that no revolutionary party should be built outside of the PSUV? The Militant believed that nothing existed outside the ANC (pre-1994) and still today nothing exists outside of the British Labour Party, yet today these are open parties of capitalism and indeed of counter-revolution.

e) Why does the IMT still subject the working class movement to non-proletarian forces? 

A note also for the Iranian Socialists: Why did you, after knowing full well that Chavez ignored your open letter, still join the IMT, knowing full well that to them, then and even now after the June elections, he is regarded as a ‘honest, anti-imperialist and revolutionary president’?
6.  The left leg of the WSF in Iran is tying the hands of the working class in the face of the crisis in the same way that the Stalinists and Castroists also did in 1979.  The remnants of the Stalinists current today are no different. For example the WCI raises 10 immediate democratic demands but does not call for socialism. In Iraq in 2004 it called on the UN to replace the US occupiers. Like Tudeh in 1979 this is a program to tie the workers to the ´democratic´ bourgeoisie and does not prepare the workers for the insurrection. It does not explain why its 10 immediate demands cannot be won short of socialist revolution. Thus, they are outright enemies of the Permanent Revolution, i.e. they deny the Permanent Revolution, which proclaims that only the proletariat taking power can free a nation from the imperialist yoke.
7. The policy launched by the fake Trotskyites internationally, is to  raise up a policy that in one way or another all end up supporting the ‘reformist’ and “democratic” bourgeoisie (in this way they revive the Stalinist stageist theory of revolution). The Argentinian  PTS, for example, claimed the Mousavi program; “down the electoral fraud!” They assist to chain the spontaneous revolt of the masses to  the electoral terrain; they do not even expose a single promise of Mousavi, that he uses to lure the masses to support his pro-US imperialist agenda. That is to say, an important component of the crisis of revolutionary leadership is the existence of a counter-revolutionary leadership In the ranks of the proletariat.

The LIT does not even call for a stageist revolution and they claim only one democratic revolution.  They do not even raise a minimum program and a maximum program as the old Social Democracy, and end up with a miserable democratic program. The Militant does not pose the question of independent workers shoras (councils) in the process of exposure of the parliamentary sham that is forced on the masses. 

They are using the policy of constituency assembly as a leash around the masses’ neck.  As we saw in Bolivia and Ecuador where the masses democratic demands, thanks to the treacherous leadership, were used against them, as the agency tasked with leading the fight for them (the so called revolutionary constituent assembly), was a bourgeois one and not the working class taking power. 
Based on this, a programm for the Iranian, Palestinian and all Middle East revolution, the congress resolved:  

1. Facing the subordination of vast sectors of the working class to the Mousavi “democratic” front, which mobilizes the masses against the “electoral fraud”, the Trotskyists must say clearly that the reactionary Ayatollah regime is a fraud regime directed against the working class, the poor peasant and the ruined middle class; it is a terror regime based on the murderous officers’ caste and the fascist gangs like the “Basijis”, and that Mousavi does not plan to challenge this regime. Mousavi and Ahmedinejad are the same flesh and blood of the Ayatollas that smashed the revolution of ’79, that dumped the masses in a fratricidal war with their Iraqi brothers and sisters, that helped to contain the revolution in Afghanistan by giving it the cold shoulder, not supporting the uprising against the Stalinist bureaucracy in the muslim republics of the ex-USSR in the 80’s, and who supported the imperialist invasion of Iraq in 1991.
2. As a task, to promote the Iranian and Middle East workers as leaders of the exploited, the only class able to complete the democratic tasks raised in an oppressed nation (as for all the masses demands, such as independence from imperialism and agrarian reform). It is necessary to denounce the coward national bourgeoisie as the junior partner of the imperialism.  Only more terror and more attacks on the masses will come by the “democratic” hand of a Mousavi-Obama scenario!  Ahmadinejad isn’t an anti-imperialist either but a junior partner of the French, US and German oil companies, who guarantees counterrevolutionary pacts and uses the combativity of the masses as a bargaining chip to negotiate his share!  The masses are being given over to be slaughtered as in Iraq, Palestine and Afghanistan-Pakistan by both Mousavi  and  Ahmadinejad!

3. The struggle for minimal and democratic economic demands have to be raised to political and  revolutionary struggles of the working class to seize power, in order to defeat the reactionary regime:

Down with the Bonapartist Ayatollah regime based on the absolute powers of the clerical institutions such as the Expert Assembly, the Guardians Council of the Revolution, the supreme leader and the officer caste of the army! Revolutionary Iranian guard- out of the south of Iraq! For our class brothers and sisters of the Iranian resistance to triumph, it is necessary to expel the US imperialist invader and to resurrect the shoras in Iran as in the 1979 revolution, to destroy the counterrevolutionary state and its interventions in the entire region! Down with the officer caste of the Iranian army and the Revolutionary Guard! Break with Mousavi!  To get bread, jobs, land for the poor peasants and to achieve all the minimal demands of the masses: Defeat this oppressive regime, to do so we must build up again the “shoras” (workers councils) of the Iranian Revolution of 1979 at a national level.  The shoras should be built up as independent political action councils of workers, poor peasant, rank and file soldiers and combative students, led by recallable delegates, and they must be armed in order to organize an insurrectional general strike. They will be the organ of self determination and direct democracy of the masses in the struggle.  Dissolution of the police! Smash the “Basijilis”! Soldiers committees elected democratically to defeat the officer’s caste that defends the interest of the entire bourgeoisie! Down with so-called Islamic Justice which represses the working class and the people: for workers and popular tribunals!  Down with the laws against the unions: freedom to affiliate and join unions and any working class, small peasant and student  organizations!

All the Iranian and Middle East worker’s organizations must stand up with this program to end all the attacks against the working class of Iran and the entire Middle East; only the armed and self organized working class can defeat imperialism and solve the national democratic tasks.   Imperialism Out of Iran!  Get out of all the oil and gas fields! Hands off  all the natural resources of Iran plundered by US, French, German and Japanese butcher imperialists!  All the oil and gas companies must be nationalized, without compensation and placed under worker’s control!  Shred and do not honor the exploitative contracts with the Imperialist oil companies and banks!  For confiscation of all the investments of French Total and German Gaspron!  For nationalization, without compensation and under worker’s control of all the state companies privatized by the Ayatollahs regime and the Ahmadinejad government! Only a workers and poor peasants government can end the chronic unemployment and massive inflation, and thus unify the working class! To end unemployment and the burden of inflation workers must demand a sliding scale of wages and sliding scale of hours! 

4. To counter the Mousavi fractions fraudulent program of government reform. His calls for formal “democracy” are cynically used to divert the masses struggles from the task of socialist revolution, in a case such as this the tactic of Constituent assembly can be raised to show the limits of bourgeois democracy and to win the masses to the revolutionary perspective.  As the Transitional Program said: “This slogan must be indissolubly tied up with the problem of national liberation and agrarian reform. As a primary step, the workers must be armed with this democratic program. Only they will be able to summon and unite the farmers. On the basis of the revolutionary democratic program, it is necessary to oppose the workers to the “national” bourgeoisie. Then, at a certain stage in the mobilization of the masses under the slogans of revolutionary democracy, soviets can and should arise. Their historical role in each given period, particularly their relation to the National Assembly, will be determined by the political level of the proletariat, the bond between them and the peasantry, and the character of the proletarian party policies. Sooner or later, the soviets should overthrow bourgeois democracy. Only they are capable of bringing the democratic revolution to a conclusion and likewise opening an era of socialist revolution.” (Bold ours) 

That is to say, in order to break with those fake pacifist illusions, which were cultivated in the working class by the treacherous leaderships in Iran and the WSF, and to allow and to promote the self determination and direct democracy,  the armed Shoras must be built as the base of the proletarian dictatorship, the ´workers´ and poor peasants´ government.

A Constituent Assembly, with a delegate for each 10 thousand inhabitants, earning the salary of a qualified worker, must be challenged to take the task of destroying the clerical institutions which allow the Islamic bourgeoisie the powers of a monarch, breaking all the links that submit the nation to imperialism, and distributing the land to the poor peasants! Imperialism knows that the masses are to the left of all the parties in Iran; thus they will do all in their power to avoid and/or water down and restrict any Constituent Assembly- if anything a sham of a Constituent Assembly will be allowed. 
But even a Constituent Assembly will be incapable of resolving any of the democratic questions, only under a Workers and Peasant government based on the independent self organization or the workers/peasants/soldiers councils and workers and peasants armed militia can accomplish it, since it will demonstrate to the Iranian workers and peasant, that such a workers’ and peasants government will be a million times more democratic than any of the bourgeois republics, or any Constituent Assembly can be. A worker’s democracy in Iran will only be possible by smashing the fascistic-Zionist State of Israel, which so long as it exists prevents the freedom of the Middle East from imperialism. 

5. The development of the revolutionary struggle that can be unleashed by the Iranian workers has an international character, it is part of a single proletarian revolution leading the entire exploited masses of the Middle East, and only in that single revolution will the Iranian revolution find its solution.  The revolution must confront the counterrevolutionary pacts  which the national Arab bourgeoisies, allied with imperialism, have made  The proletariat has to fight against imperialist  wars that are intent on driving Iraq, Pakistan and Afghanistan, back into barbarism.  Down with the counter-revolutionary pacts of the Arab bourgeoisie which hands over the Iraqi resistance fighters to their imperialist bosses, tries to make the Palestinian masses surrender, and supports the imperialist offensive in Afghanistan and Pakistan and its gendarme in the region: the Zionist Israeli State! Down with the policy of “two states” of Obama!  The masses have to rise up under the banner: Fight to smash the Zionist enclave and all the regional theocracies which bind the working masses to their imperialist oppressors. For a federation of workers and peasants Socialist republics in the Middle East!
We call on the Iranian, Palestinian, Iraqi and the Middle Eastern working class rise up again!  It is only the working class that can be truly anti-imperialist, that can defend the oppressed nations, give land to the landless, defend democratic rights, end religious obscurantism, for the working class has only its exploitation and chains of oppression to lose!  One working class in all Middle East: one struggle! In its struggle the working class in the Middle East has in its hands the biggest missile to win the wars of occupation and of colonial expansion of imperialism in the entire region: Expropriate the expropriators! For the immediate expropriation, without compensation, under workers control, by the armed workers and poor peasants, of the imperialist oil companies and the other transnationals. For the expropriation of all the imperialist banks in the region. 
The revolutionary battalions of the Middle East are to be found among the millions of migrant workers, working on the oil wells of the region, using its nerve and muscles building the luxury hotels such as in Kuwait and Lebanon.  And from among the heroic Palestine working class, which is still divided between Gaza, the West Bank, South of Lebanon, Syria, Jordan and other areas in the Zionist enclave.  The interpenetration of the millions of migrant workers with the Palestinian workers make the proletariat on the region one of the most internationalist of classes. 

The independent uprising of the Iranian proletariat has the capacity to break the siege that the imperialist counterrevolutionary, the national bourgeoisie and the WSF forces has imposed against the Palestinian workers. 

Support the uprisings of the heroic Palestine proletariat!  Only the working class taking power, smashing the Zionist state of Israel can guarantee the calling of a Palestine National Assembly of armed workers and poor peasants in Gaza, West Bank and all the Palestine Arabs of Tel Aviv, Jerusalem, Haifa, and other Palestine cities occupied by Zionism (as well as the Jewish workers who join them on the common basis of smashing the Zionist state), together with the Palestine masses in Jordan and South of Lebanon; the armed insurrection of all the Palestine masses and workers, can be organized only through a centralized council of delegates of armed workers and poor peasants, (from all the above-mentioned areas) Palestinian and supported by that segment of Jewish workers who join in on this common programme. (this could, for example, be on the basis of extending the existing popular grassroots committees to the entire region). That is the only way to turn the war of national liberation into the socialist revolution in Palestine occupied by the Zionist enclave!

Smash the fascistic Zionist State of Israel!  For the military defeat of US imperialism and all the powers in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan!  Arms for the Palestinian, Iraqi, Afghani and Pakistani resistance!  That the lowest layers of the US and European proletariat are constituted by immigrant workers, creates immediate international links between the exploited on both continents. We recognize the rebellious spirit of the French youth who last summer cried out: “Every night we will make Paris into Bagdad”!  We call on the Oakland Dock workers to  “Hot Cargo” weapons destined to Iraq!  We call for the massive mobilizations of solidarity with the Palestine masses beginning in 2009, to forge real proletarian internationalist links. The task today is to defeat those social-imperialist leaderships, Stalinism-Castroism, social democratic and fake Trotskyites who infiltrate the workers movement only to betray it by allying with the labor aristocracy and bureaucracy. Revolutionary internationalist workers unite, seize again the tradition of forming up the heaviest battalions of the world proletariat and together with its Middle East brothers and sisters we shall defeat imperialism and build a world wide workers democracy. 

One of the central lessons of the Iranian revolution is that the crisis of leadership is not the absence of leadership or simply the presence of only a small revolutionary core but the presence of an overwhelming counter-revolutionary leadership (such as Stalinism and other forces of the ‘left’ such as the IMT that capitulate to it). We remember and salute the HKS (the Socialist Workers Party of Iran) that fought a lone and hard battle in Iran in 1979 and subsequently, against their own international of the USFI (the United Secretariat of the Fourth International), and all other trends who capitulated to Khomeini (the main leader of the counter-revolution), directly or indirectly. It is this counter-revolutionary leadership that is responsible for capitulating to petty bourgeois and bourgeois forces that continue to strangle the Middle Eastern proletariat. It is out of the combat against these forces that a revolutionary working class party will emerge as a section of a revolutionary International. Without the development of this conscious leadership, the heroic struggles of the Middle Eastern proletariat will end in defeat. 
No workers’ revolution in the Middle East can last very long without the working class taking power in at least one or more of the imperialist centres. We need to build a revolutionary International, with sections in every country on the programme of the 1938 Transitional programme and drawing on the lessons of the working class struggles since then. This is the aim of the aim of the International Leninist Trotskyist Fraction- let us regroup the revolutionaries and scatter the forces of reaction to the winds.
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