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APPEAL
TO
SUPPORT
THE
RESISTING GREEK PEOPLE and
its
TRUTH
COMMISSION
ON
PUBLIC
DEBT
–
FOR
THE
PEOPLES’
RIGHT
TO
AUDIT
PUBLIC DEBT
To the people of Europe and the whole world!
To all the men and women who reject the politics of austerity
and are not willing to pay a public debt which is strangling

us and which was agreed to behind our backs and against our
interests.
We signatories to this appeal stand by the Greek people who,
through their vote at the election of 25th January 2015,
became the first population in Europe and in the Northern
hemisphere to have rejected the politics of austerity imposed
to pay an alleged public debt which was negotiated by those on
top without the people and against the people. At the same
time we consider that the setting up of the Greek Public Debt
Truth Commission at the initiative of the president of the
Greek Parliament constitutes a historic event, of crucial
importance not only for the Greek people but also for the
people of Europe and the whole world!
Indeed, the Truth Commission of the Greek Parliament, composed
of volunteer citizens from across the globe, is destined to be
emulated in other countries. First, because the debt problem
is a scourge that plagues most of Europe and the world, and
secondly because there are millions and millions of citizens
who are rightly posing basic and fundamental questions about
this debt:
“What happened to the money that made up this loan? What were
the conditions attached to it? How much interest has been
paid, at what rate? How much capital has been repaid? How was
the debt allowed to accumulate without benefiting the people?
Where did the capital go? What was it used for? How much was
diverted, by whom, and how was this done?

“And also: Who took out this loan and in whose name?
Who granted the loan and what was their role? How did the
state become involved? By what decision, taken with what
authorisation? How did private debts become ‘public’? Who set
up such inappropriate schemes, who pushed in this direction,
who profited from them? Were offences or crimes committed with
this money? Why has penal civil, criminal and administrative
responsibility not been established?”

All these questions will be subjected to rigorous analysis by
the commission, which has an official mandate to “gather all
information relevant to the emergence and disproportionate
increase in public debt, and to subject the data to scientific
scrutiny in order to determine what part of that debt can be
identified as illegitimate and illegal, odious or
unsustainable, during the period of the Memoranda, from May
2010 to January 2015 as well as in the preceding years. It
must also publish precise information – which must be
accessible to all citizens, provide the evidence to back up
public declarations, raise awareness among the Greek
population, the international community and international
public opinion, and finally draw up arguments and demands
calling for cancellation of the debt.
We consider that it is the most basic democratic right of
every citizen to demand clear and precise answers to these
questions. We also consider that refusal to reply constitutes
a denial of democracy and transparency on the part of those at
the top who invented and use the “debt-system” to make the
rich richer and the poor poorer. And even worse: we consider
that by jealously keeping for themselves the monopoly right to
decide the fate of society, those at the top deprive the
overwhelming majority of citizens not only of their right to
make decisions but above all of the right to take their
destiny and the fate of humanity into their hands!
This is why we are launching the following urgent appeal to
all citizens, social movements, ecological and feminist
networks and movements, trade unions and political
organizations that reject this ever less democratic and humane
neo-liberal Europe: Show your solidarity with the Greek
resistance by supporting in action the Greek Public Debt Truth
Commission and its work in identifying that part of the Greek
public debt which is illegal, illegitimate, odious and/or
unsustainable.
Defend it against the outrageous attacks it has been subjected

to from all those forces in Greece and the rest of the world
who have an interest in keeping the truth about the “debtsystem” hidden from view.
Actively take part in the citizen debt audits that are being
developed throughout Europe and elsewhere.
Share your support and solidarity on your social networks,
since this support and international solidarity is the only
way to thwart the ruling powers’ plan to suffocate Greece and
the people who are fighting against our common enemy: the
politics of austerity and the debt that is strangling us!
We are confronted by an experienced adversary, united, wellcoordinated, armed with extraordinary powers and absolutely
determined to pursue its offensive against every one of us to
the bitter end: we who constitute the overwhelming majority of
our societies. We cannot allow ourselves the luxury of
resisting separately, each in his own corner. So let us unite
our forces in a vast movement of solidarity with the Greek
resistance and support for the Truth Commission of the Greek
Parliament, multiplying such debt audit commissions everywhere
where that is possible. Because the struggle of the Greek
people is our struggle and their victory will be our victory.
Our unity is our only strength
United we stand; divided we fall!
Click here GreekDebtTruthCommission.org to sign this Appeal
A first indicative list of 300 personalities supporting the
Appeal
1. Immanuel Wallerstein, sociologist,
scientist, and world-systems analyst, USA

historical

2. Noam Chomsky, MIT, USA
3. Ken Loach, film and television director, UK

social

4. Hugo Blanco Galdos, historico
campesino indigeno, Peru

dirigente

movimiento

activist,

liberation

5. Etienne Balibar, philosophe, France
6. Frei Betto, writer,
theologist, Brazil.

political

7. Leonardo Boff, theologist and writer, Professor Emeritus
of Ethics, Philosophy of Religion, and Ecology at the Rio de
Janeiro State University, Brazil.
8. Gaillot

Jacques, France, Évêque

9. Paul Jorion, Belgique, Détenteur de la chaire “Stewsardship
of Finance”, Vrije Universiteit Brussel, Belgium
10. Padre Alex Zanotelli- missionatio comboniano(NapoliItalia)
11. Ada Colau (major candidate, Barcelona en Comú) BarcelonaEstat español
12. Susan George, honorary president of Attac-France;
president of the Transnational Instistute, France
13. Costas Isychos, Deputy Minister of National Defense,
Greece
14. James Petras, retired Bartle Professor (Emeritus) of
Sociology at Binghamton University in Binghamton, New York and
adjunct professor at Saint Mary’s University, Halifax, Nova
Scotia, Canada who has published prolifically on Latin
American and Middle Eastern political issues, USA
15. ALBIOL GUZMAN Marina parlamentaria electa del Parlamento
Europeo en las Elecciones al Parlamento Europeo de 2014 por la
coalición de La Izquierda Plural.
16. DE MASI Fabio, Ökonom und Politiker (Die Linke). Bei der
Europawahl 2014 wurde er in das Europäische Parlament gewählt.

17. CHRYSOGONOS Kostas, European parliamentarian, Syriza,
Greece
18. LOPEZ BERMEJO Paloma, sindicalista y política española.
Fue elegida eurodiputada, Izquierda Plural, Espana
19. Ransdorf Milislav, Member of the European Parliament for
the Communist Party of Bohemia and Moravia, Czech Republic.
20. FORENZA Eleonora, , Parlamentaria Europea (L’Altra Europa
con Tsipras) membro della segreteria nazionale del Partito
della Rifondazione Comunista, Italia
21. Arcadi Oliveres, economista català i un reconegut
activista per la justícia social i la pau, Catalunya
22. Jorge Riechmann,
Jorge Riechmann, ensayista, poeta y
profesor de filosofía moral (Universidad Autónoma de Madrid).
Miembro del Consejo Ciudadano de Podemos en la Comunidad de
Madrid.
23. Joanne Landy. Co-Director,
Democracy, New York City, USA

Campaign

for

Peace

and

24. Tariq Ali, writer, UK
25. Mariana Mortagua, députée Bloco, Portugal
26. Cecilia Honorio, députée Bloco, Portugal
27. João Semedo, députée Bloco, Portugal
28. José Soeiro, député Bloco, Portugal
29. Jeffrey St. Clair,editor of CounterPunch, author of Born
Under a Bad Sky and Grand Theft Pentagon, USA
30. Nico Cué, secrétaire général de la FGTB Métal, Belgium
31. Jaime Pastor, Profesor de Ciencia Política y editor de
Viento Sur.

32. Michael Lowy, ecrivain, professeur, France
33. Paolo Ferrero, segretario nazionale del partito della
Rifondazione Comunista- Sinistra Europea, Italia
34. Farooq Tariq , General secretary , Awami Workers Party,
Pakistan
35. Andrej Hunko, depute Die Linke, Germany
36. Annette Groth, depute Die Linke, Germany
37. Mireille Fanon Mendes France ,Expert ONU, France
38. István Mészáros, Professor Emeritues of Philosophy,
University of Sussex, Hungary/UK
39. Pierre Khalfa, coprésident de la Fondation Copernic,
France
40. Aminata Traore, ancienne ministre de la culture du Mali
41. CARMEN LAMARCA PEREZ, catedratica de Derecho Penal
Universidad Carlos III de Madrid, Espana
42. Francisco Louçã, Bloco de Esquerda, Portugal
43. Pablo Micheli, secrétaire général de la CTA (Central de
los Trabajadores Autónoma de la Argentina)
44. Joxe Iriarte “Bikila”, Miembro de la coordinadora nacional
de la organizacion vasca, Alternatiba y de la coailicion EhBildu.
45. Mary N. Taylor, member of editorial board, LeftEast
website/Assistant Director, Center for Place, Culture and
Politics, City University of New York., USA
46. Ahlem
Tunisie

belhadj,

pédopsychiatre;

militante

féministe,

47. Achin Vanaik, founding member of the Coalition for Nuclear

Disarmament and Peace and a co-recipient of the International
Peace Bureau’s Sean McBride International Peace Prize for
2000, India
48. Michel Warschawski, ecrivain-activiste, Israel
49. Eleonora Forenza,
Tsipras”, Italia

eurodeputata

“L’Altra

Europa

con

50. Besancenot Olivier, NPA, France
51. Sol Trumbo Vila , Economic Justice, Corporate Power and
Alternatives Program , Transnational Institute (TNI)
52. Jesper Jespersen,professor
University, Denmark

of

Economics,Roskilde

53. Marta Harnecker, writer Chile
54. Michael A Lebowitz, economist Canada
55. Krivine Alain, NPA, France
56. Marco Revelli, professore universitario ed ex portavoce
“L’Altra Europa con Tsipras”, Italia
57. Marcel Francis Kahn, medecin, France
58. Houtart Francois, Fundaciõn Pueblo Indio del Ecuador
59. SAMIR AMIN,Professeur d’Université,Président Forum Mondial
des Alternatives, France
60. Mariya Ivancheva, member of editorial board, LeftEast
website/Post-doctoral research fellow, University College
Dublin, Ireland
61. Pablo Echenique, Podemos, Espana
62. Gustave Massiah (AITEC (Association Internationale des
Techniciens Experts et Chercheurs),membre du Conseil
International du Forum Social Mondial, France

63. Juan Carlos Monedero,

Podemos, Espana

64. Achcar Gilbert, professor SOAS University of London, UK
65. Gerardo Pisarello (Barcelona en Comú) Barcelona -Estat
Español
66. Paul Lootens, Président, Centrale Générale FGTB, Belgium
67. Vicent Maurí, Portavoz Intersindical Valenciana, Espana
68. Pablo Micheli, secrétaire général de la CTA (Central de
los Trabajadores Autónoma de la Argentina)
69. Dr Pritam Singh DPhil (Oxford) ,Professor of
Economics,Department of Accounting, Finance and Economics,
Faculty of Business, Oxford Brookes University, Oxford, UK
70. Raúl Camargo Fernández, candidato en la lista de Podemos a
la Comunidad
de Madrid. Miembro de Anticapitalistas, Espana
71.

Miguel

Benasayag,

philosophe,

psychanalyste,

Argentina/France
72. Vincent DECROLY, ancien parlementaire fédéral indépendant,
membre du Secrétariat de VEGA (Vert et de gauche), Belgium
73. Catherine Samary, économiste et altermondialiste, France
74. Harribey Jean-Marie, professeur de sciences économiques et
sociales, France
75. Coutrot Thomas, économiste, porte parole d’Attac France
76. Aziki Omar, Secrétaire général, ATTAC/CADTM MAROC
77. Marga Ferré, Coordinadore General de areas Izquierda
Unida, Espana
78.

Vladimir

Unkovski-Korica,member

of

editorial

board,

LeftEast website/ Assistant Professor, Higher School of
Economics, Moscow, Russia
79. Alessandra Mecozzi,Libera International, Italia
80. Dr. Elmar Altvater, Politikwissenschaftler, Autor und
emeritierter Professor für Politikwissenschaft am Otto-SuhrInstitut der FU Berlin., Germany
81. Guido Viale, economist, promotore della lista “L’Altra
Europa con Tsipras », Italia
82. Gustave Massiah (AITEC (Association Internationale des
Techniciens Experts et Chercheurs)membre du Conseil
International du Forum Social Mondial, France
83. Dr Guy Standing,,Fellow of the Academy of Social Sciences,
Professor in Development Studies, School of Oriental and
African Studies,University of London. Co-President, Basic
Income Earth Network (BIEN), UK
84. Julio Perez Serrano, Head of the Contemporary History
Research Group, Faculty of Philosophy and Letters,Universidad
de Cádiz, Espana
85. Roberto Musacchio, già eurodeputato, Italia
86. Véronique Gallais, militante et actrice de l’économie
sociale et solidaire, membre du conseil scientifique d’Attac
France
87. Jean Gadrey, économiste, Conseil scientifique Attac,
France
88. Rossen Djagalov,member of editorial board, LeftEast
website/ Assistant Professor, Koç University, Istanbul, Turkey
89. Paul Mackney – Co-Chair, Greece Solidarity Campaign, UK
90. Katz Claudio, economist, profesor, Argentina

91. Monique Dental, présidente fondatrice Réseau Féministe
“Ruptures” France
92. John Weeks, economist. He is a Professor Emeritus of the
School of Oriental and African Studies of the University of
London, UK
93. Luciana Castellina, già deputata e già presidente Cultura
del Parlamento Europeo, presidente onoraria ARCI
94. Tijana Okic, University of Sarajevo, Faculty
Philosophy, Philosophy, Faculty Member, Bosnia/Herzegovina

of

95. Josep Maria Antentas, profesor de sociología de la
Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona (UAB), Espana
96. David Graeber, London School of Economics, Usa/UK
97. Sergio Rossi, Full Professor & Chair of Macroeconomics and
Monetary Economics, University of Fribourg, Switzerland
98. Óscar Carpintero,Profesor de Economía Aplicada,Facultad de
Ciencias Económicas
Valladolid, Espana

y

Empresariales,

Universidad

de

99. Geoffrey Harcourt, Emeritus Reader in The History of
Economic Theory, Cambridge 1998; Professor Emeritus, Adelaide
1988; Visiting Professorial Fellow, UNSW 2010–2016, Australia
100. Janette Habel , universitaire, France
101. ANDREJA ZIVKOVIC, sociologist and member of Marx21,
Serbia
102. Philippe Diaz, cinéaste, réalisateur de « The End of
Poverty », USA
103. Attac Castilla y Leon . España.
104. Andrew Ross, Professor of Social and Cultural Analysis,
New York University, USA

105. Lieben Gilbert, Secrétaire Générale CGSP Wallonne,
Belgium
106. Esther Vivas, periodista, Estado español
107. Pierre
universités

Salama,

economiste,

professeur

108. Teresa Gómez, economista,miembro del
(Economía,Ecología y Energía) de PODEMOS

emerite

Círculo

des
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109. PACD (Plataforma Auditoria Ciudadana de la Deuda), Espana
110. Liliana Pineda, abocada, escritora -15M-movimiento por la
defense de agua, Espana
111. Claude Calame,Directeur d’études, EHESS, ATTAC,Ecole des
Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales, Centre AnHiMA
(Anthropologie et Histoire des Mondes Antiques, UMR 8210),
France
112. Teivo Teivainen,

Professor of World Politics, University

of Helsinki, Finland
113. Yannis Thanassekos, Professeur de Sociologie politique,
ancien directeur de la Fondation Auschwitz, collaborateur
scientifique à l’université de Liège, Belgium
114. Enrique Ortega,, professor-movimiento por la defense de
agua, Espana
115. Dr. Karl Petrick,Associate Professor of Economics,
Western New England University, UK
116. Rosa Moussaoui, grand reporter à L’Humanité, France.
117. Eric Corijn, Professeur
Universiteit Brussel

Etudes

Urbaines,

118. Dr. Jorge Garcia-Arias,Associate
Economics,University of Leon, Espana

Vrije

Professor

of

119. Lankapeli Dharmasiri, member of the Polit Bureau of the
NSSP, Sri Lanka
120. Colectivo Internacional Ojos para la Paz
121. Yves Sintomer, Membre de l’Institut Universitaire de
France, Professeur de science politique, chercheur au CSUCRESPPA (CNRS/Université Paris-Lumières), France
122. Prabhat Patnaik, Economist, New Delhi.
123. Roger Silverman, Workers’ International Network, UK
124. Des Gasper, professor of public policy, The Hague,
Netherlands
125. Dr Julian Wells, Principal lecturer in economics, School
of Economics, History and Politics, Faculty of Arts and Social
Sciences, Kingston University, UK
126. Lluís Alòs i Martí, profesor economia,Barcelona
127. Benoit Hazard, Anthropologue, Institut interdisciplinaire
d’Anthropologie du Contemporain (UMR Ecole des Hautes Etudes
en Sciences Sociales/ Centre National de la Recherche
Scientifique), France
128. Bruno THERET, Bruno Théret, économiste, Directeur de
recherche émérite au CNRS, université Paris Dauphine, France
129. Steve Keen, professor Head, School of Economics, Politics
& History,Kingston University London, UK
130. Jennar Raul Marc, écrivain, France
131. Franchet Pascal, vice-président CADTM, France
132. Adda BEKKOUCHE,Juriste, France
133. Marie-Dominique Vernhes, Rédaction du “Sand im Getriebe”
(ATTAC), France

134. Claude Serfati, Economiste, France
135. Samy Johsua, professeur émérite Aix Marseille université
136. Dr. Antoni Domenech, Full Professor of Methodology of
Science Faculty of Economics, University of Barcelona, Espana
137. Bibiana Medialdea, economist, Espana
138. Judith Dellheim, Berlin, Zukunftskonvent, Germany
139. Dra. Patricia Britos (Universidad Nacional de Mar del
Plata, Argentina)
140. Syed Abdul Khaliq, Focal Person,
Executive Director
Institute for Social& Economic Justice (ISEJ)
Pakistan
141. María Elena Saludas, ATTAC Argentina / CADTM – AYNA,
Argentina
142. Gerard PERREAU BEZOUILLE, Premier Adjoint honoraire de
Nanterre, France
143. BENHAIM RAYMOND, CEDETIM, ECONOMISTE, France
144. António Dores,
Professor Auxiliar com Agregação do
Departamento de Sociologia do Centro de Investigação e Estudos
de Sociologia (CIES/ISCTE-IUL), Portugal
145. Annie Pourre, No Vox International, France
146. Pedro Ibarra catedrático ciencia política Universidad
país vasco, Espana
147. Dan Gallin, Global Labour Institute, Geneva, Switzerland.
148. Cossart Jacques, économiste, France
149. Richard Danie, responsable syndicale FGTB, Belgium
150. Rome Daniel, Attac – Professeur d’économie gestion,
France

151. ANGEL GARCÍA PINTADO (escritor y periodista), Espana
152. Gotovitch José, historien, Professeur hon. Université
Libre de Bruxelles, Belgium
153. Nacho Álvarez, Professor of Applied Economics, University
of Valladolid, Member of Podemos, Espana
154. Dr. Jeff Powell,Senior Lecturer, Economics,Department of
International Business & Economics, University of Greenwich,
Old Royal Naval College, London, UK
155. J. Francisco Álvarez
DNI 41981064S
Full Professor of
Logic and Philosophy of Science. National Distance University
of Spain. Madrid, Espana
156. Christian Zeller, Professor of Economic Geography,
University of Salzburg, Austria
157. Dillon John,Ecological Justice Program Coordinator,
KAIROS: Canadian Ecumenical Justice Initiatives, Canada
158. Jean-Claude SALOMON, DR honoraire au CNRS, conseil
scientifique d’Attac, France
159.
Dr.Oscar
Ugarteche,Instituto
de
InvestigacioneEconómicas,UNAM,Ciudad,universitaria, Coyoacán,
México DF04510,Coordinador OBELA, Mexico
160. Alberto Montero, economistas de Podemos, Espana
161. Dr Vickramabahu,new same society party- NSSP, Sri Lanka
162. João Romão, Music Sociologist, University of Leipzig,
Germany
163. Michel Rouseau, Euromarches, France
164. Julio Alguacil Gómez. Profesor de Sociología. Universidad
Carlos III de Madrid, Espana

165. Fernando Rosas, professeur universitaire, Portugal
166. Dr Neil Lancastle,Senior Lecturer, Department of
Accounting and Finance, DE MONTFORT UNIVERSITY, LEICESTER, UK
167. Rosaria Rita Canale,Associate professor in Economic
Policy, Dept. of Business and Economics, University of Naples
“Parthenope”, Italia
168. Antonio Baylos, Professeur du Droit
Université Castilla La Mancha,
Espana

de

Travail.

169. Abdallah Zniber, ancien président du réseau Immigration
Développement Démocratie (IDD) – France
170. Eric Fassin, sociologue, Université Paris-8, France
171. Paul Ariès, politologue, rédacteur en chef du mensuel les
Zindigné(e)s, France
172. Nuno Rumo, Democracia e Divida, Portugal
173. Roland Zarzycki, Not Our Debt, Poland
174. Nicolas Sersiron, Président cadtm France et auteur,
France
175. Noemi Levy, phd in economics. Chair professor Noemi Levy,
UNAM. Economic Faculty, Mexico
176. Domenico M. Nuti, Emeritus Professor, Sapienza University
of Rome, Italia
177. Christine Pagnoulle, ATTAC Liège, Université de Liège,
Belgium
178. . Dr Judith Mehta, heterodox economist, recently retired
from the University of East Anglia, Norwich, UK.
179. Maria João Berhan da Costa, CADPP, Revista Rubra, Habita,
Portugal

180. Héctor Arrese Igor, profesor Universidad de Buenos Ayres,
Argentina.
181. Ciriza Alejandra, Dra. en Filosofía por la UNCuyo.
Investigadora Independiente del CONICET, INCIHUSA CCT Mendoza.
Directora del Instituto de Estudios de Género (IDEGE) de la
Universidad Nacional de Cuyo, Mendoza, Argentina.
182. René Passet, Professeur émérite d’économie à l’Université
Paris 1- Panthéon-Sorbonne, France
183. Dr. Susan Caldwell, professor (retired), Conseil
d’administration d’Alternatives, Montréal, Canada
184. Dr.

Deborah Potts , Reader in Human Geography, King’s

College London, UK
185. Dr. James D. Cockcroft, author, professor (retired),
Honorary Editor Latin American Perspectives; a founder Red en
Defensa de la Humanidad; Montréal, Canada
186. Daniela Tavasci , senior lecturer ,Queen Mary University
of London, UK
187. Wilfred Dcosta, Indian Social Action Forum – INSAF,New
Delhi, India
188. Malcolm Sawyer,Emeritus Professor of Economcs,University
of Leeds, UK
189. Matyas BENYIK, Chairman of ATTAC, Economist, Budapest,
Hungary
190. Ricardo Ortega Gonzalez, economista, funcionario de Eusko
Jaurlaritza-Gobierno Vasco, Espana
191. Gabriel Colletis, Professeur de Sc. économique
l’Université de Toulouse 1-Capitole. France

à

192. Adam Rorris, National Coordinator, Australia-Greece
Solidarity Campaign, Australia

193. Carlos Durango Sáez , Universidad Carlos III de Madrid,
Espana
194. Dr. Laura Horn, Associate Professor, Roskilde University,
Denmark
195. Dr. Peter Herrmann, Федеральное государственное бюджетное
образовательное
учреждение
высшего
профессионального
образования «Российский экономический университет имени Г.В.
Плеханова/
Federal state-funded educational
professional education Plekhanov
Economics, Russia

institution of higher
Russian University of

196. Dr. Miriam Boyer, ibero-Amerikanisches Institut, Germany
197. Jérôme Duval, CADTM, Estado español
198. Michael Hartmann, Professur für Elite- und
Organisationssoziologie, Technische Universität Darmstadt,
Germany
199. Dr. Ulrich Duchrow, professor, Scientific Council of
Attac Germany
200. Mogens Ove Madsen,Associate Professor, Department of
Business and Management, Aalborg University, Denmark
201. Guglielmo Forges Davanzati, Professor of Political
Economy,University of Salento, Italia
202. Mehmet Ugur,Professor of Economics and Institutions,
University of Greenwich Business School, UK
203. Jacques Berthelot, économiste, France
204. Herbert Schui, Prof. of Economics, Germany
205. Mateo Alaluf, Prof émérite de l’Université Libre de
Bruxelles (ULB), Belgium

206. Michele CANGIANI, economist, ecrivain,
Foscari, Venise, Italia

université Ca’

207. Marcela de la Peña Valdivia, Chargée de missions
(Sociologue, Maitrise en gestion interdisciplinaire de
l’environnement, spécialité femmes et développement.
Certificat interuniversitaire d’évaluation de politiques
publiques, Suisse
208. Jean Batou, professeur, Université de Lausanne, Suisse
209. Julia Varela Fernández, catedrática de sociología de la
universidad complutense, Espana
210. Benny Asman, Economic historian, Belgium
211. Pepe Mejia, activista/militante de Attac Madrid,
Plataforma contra la operación especulativa en Campamento,
Plataforma en Defensa de la Sanidad Pública de Latina, miembro
de Podemos y de Anticapitalistas, Espana
212. Joaquin Aparicio Tovar, Catedrático de Derecho del
Trabajo y La Seguridad Social. Decano, Universidad de
Castilla-La Mancha, Espana
213. raffaella bolini – Arci
214. International Alliance of Inhabitants (Cesare Ottolini
IAI Global Coordinator)
215. Marco Bersani, Attac Italia
216. Professor Robert Dixon,Department of Economics, The
University of Melbourne, Australia
217. Nicolás Giest, argentinian lawyer, and a also
researcher about the argentinian external debt, Argentina
218. Anastassia Politi, metteur en scène – comédienne, France
219. Luis Glez Reyes. Ecologistas en Acción, Espana

a

220. Georges Menahem, Economiste et sociologue, directeur de
recherche au CNRS, MSH Paris Nord, France
221. Franck Gaudichaud,
Grenoble-Alpes (France)

enseignant-chercheur

Université

222. Iván H. Ayala, profesor universitario, investigador del
Instituto Complutense de Estudios Internacionales, Espana
223. Asier Blas Mendoza – Profesor del Departemento de Ciencia
Política de la Universidad del País Vasco UPV/EHU, Espana
224. Jean NKESHIMANA, Country Program Manager, Terre des
Jeunes du Burundi
225. Piero Di Giorgi, direttore di Dialoghi Mediterranei,
Italia
226.

Dr.

Stefanie

Wöhl,Guest

Professor,University

of

Kassel,Political Science Department, Kassel, Germany
227. Enzo Scandurra, Full Professor of Urban Planning,
Sapienza University of Rome, Italia
228. Massimo Pasquini, Segretario Nazionale

Unione Inquilini,

Italia
229. Manuel Martínez Forega, Crítico literario y filólogo.
Estudios de Filología Española, de Filología
Románica y de Derecho en la Universidad de Zaragoza, Espana
230. Josep Maria Antentas, profesor de sociología de la
Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona (UAB), Espana
231. Barry Finger, Editorial board member, New Politics,
Netherlands
232. Giusto Catania, Assessore al Comune di Palermo. – Ex
Deputato europeo, Italia

233. Janette Habel , universitaire, France
234. Francesco Denozza, Professore ordinario di diritto
commerciale., Dipartimento di diritto privato e storia del
diritto., Università degli Studi di Milano, Italia
235. Javier De Vicente, (on behalf of) UNION SINDICAL OBRERA
(USO), Secretario Confederal de Accion Internacional, Espana
236. Sebastian Franco (Alter Summit wants to sign the Call for
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An urgent appeal from Polish

miners:
workers

Don’t

shoot

at

Boguslav Zietek, “August 80” free trade union,
12 February 2015.
Don’t shoot at workers!
Don’t use state institutions against protesters!
On 12 February the courts ruled illegal the strike by several
thousand miners at Jastrzebie Colliery Company (Jastrzebie
Spolka Weglowa, JSW) in southern Poland. On the same day, a
demonstration of miners’ wives and children marched through
the town supporting their loved ones in struggle.
The authorities will stop at nothing to break this strike,
which has already gone on for 16 days. Special police
detachments sent against the miners have tried to crush the
protest with unheard-of brutality, using anti-riot weapons
firing 37mm anti-riot rubber bullets, water cannon and tear
gas without any good reason.
More than 20 miners have been wounded, some of them seriously.
At the same time prosecutors have started charges against the
protest organisers, threatening them with financial
consequences bound up with “losses” the company suffers
affected by the strike. Among those charged are the trade
unionist Krzystof Labadz, one of the leaders of the strike at
“Budryk” mine which lasted 46 days seven years ago.
The striking miners are demanding the sacking of the company
managing director, Jaroslaw Zagorski, whose management has
brought to company to the very brink. Even though the
government holds more than half the shares, it will not give
way. The miners and their families are determined. They are

defending their jobs but also the right to protest of all
Polish working people.
We call on trades unions and social organisations across
Europe to support our struggle and to send us letters of
support. Only international solidarity, as with Greece, can
force back the diktats of the neo-liberals who rule us. Only
together can we face up to their anti-social offenseive in
Europe.
Boguslaw Zietek,
President of the Free Trade Union “August 80” (WZZ “Sierpen
80”).
Send solidarity messages to: darekzal74@gmail.com

Some fascists seen off – but
no cause for complacency
Saturday 29 November 2014, Greek Embassy, Holland Park,
London:
Fascists had planned to picket the Greek Embassy in support of
Golden Dawn – the Greek fascist organisation, several of whose
MPs are currently in jail on various charges including murder,
weapons offences and attacks on immigrants.
In the event about 20 turned up but they were seen off, after
about an hour, by anti- fascists who had assembled some time
before.
Polish fascists, who were reported to be behind the picket of

the Greek embassy, are beginning to organise amongst the
emigre community in the UK. They organised an attack on a
music festival in Tottenham recently.
The counter demonstration was called by several groups: Greek
Solidarity Campaign, Unite against Fascism and Anti Fascist
Action for Greece (AAfG). Later a group of young anarchists
arrived to give much appreciated support.
Speakers welcomed the necessary collaboration of groups from a
variety of political backgrounds.
A National Union of Journalists (NUJ) member spoke of the
increasing anti-immigrant noise coming out of the media,
including the BBC, reflecting the capitulation of the main
bourgeois parties in United Kingdom to the United Kingdom
Independence Party (UKIP), a right-wing nationalist and antiimmigration party which hopes to do well at the general
election in May.
Greek comrades outlined the extreme social dislocation,
unemployment and social hardship in Greece as a result of the
EU bankers’ imposed austerity measures. This is the background
to the rise of Golden Dawn (GD) ̶ a fully-fledged fascist
party which openly applauds the Hitler regime and organises
attacks, including murder, on immigrant populations, trade
unionists, socialists and anti-fascists. They are currently
the third grouping in parliament with close ties to the police
and various sections of the state and the ruling class.
The fact that the Greek state has, for now, felt constrained
to “crack down” on GD shouldn’t for a moment convince anyone
that the fight against fascism can be left to the state to
take care of.
To quote an interesting leaflet distributed by Anti-Fascist
Action for Greece (AAfG) on the counter-picket: “The political
servants of Greek capitalism are neither ready nor willing to
step aside on account of a potential coup by fascist forces,

and nor is the Greek ruling class prepared to resort to a
fascist solution before exhausting every parliamentary means
to implement the most reactionary regressive ant-labour and
anti-democratic laws in Greece’s history.”
In UK we have somewhat different situation. An anti-immigrant
party – UKIP – gaining support due to the bourgeois parties’
programme of austerity and a widespread disaffection with
“normal” politics. It’s not yet a fascist organisation but
such a container could easily be filled with a different
content.
So long as workers and other people get no answers to basic
issues like housing and unemployment from the main bourgeois
parties and socialists fail to construct an alternative, the
potential for a fascist movement is there. There is no room
for complacency.
Nick Bailey[\threecolumns]
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Greece: 595 public sector cleaners show the way

Stop
the
destruction
of
social
gains!
March
separately, strike together!
In defence of the workers and people of Greece – first
victims of capital’s offensive
European march on Brussels!Response to the “Common Appeal for
the Rescue of the People of Europe” launched by Mikis
Theodorakis and Manolis Glezos,
by Balazs Nagy, Workers’ International (20 February 2012)
From a stricken Greece, long-familiar voices are calling on
the peoples of Europe to defend themselves and come to the aid
of Greece and its working people. Above all for the working
people of Greece, living standards and indeed the whole
setting within which they live, and their public services and
properties, are once more under vicious attack and their very
existence threatened by the intensified, concentrated
onslaught of aggressive and arrogant world capital. Greece was
the cradle of our civilisation and is now in the cross-hairs
as the initial site for the destruction of gains the modern
age has contributed to that old civilisation: a series of
rights, to fair wages, to work and decent housing, to the
equality of citizens and individual and collective liberty as
a whole. Greece is a symbol for all of this, since the
suppression of these rights and advantages so lately won by
civilisation, their deliberate destruction undertaken by
capital, raises the spectre of their imminent annihilation

along with the ancient civilisation born in Greece which is
the foundation and natural framework for all that has been
achieved. Theodorakis and Glezos are a thousand time right to
invoke the dark shadow of fascism on a Europe rendered numb
and vulnerable by capital.
Greece and her working people are particularly undermined –
and also denigrated and slandered – as they have been picked
on as the first to undergo the creeping barrage of capital’s
heavy artillery. But don’t fool yourselves! Working people in
the other countries have already felt the first salvoes and
the strategists of capital have them in their sights too.
Portuguese, Spanish, Italians and all the rest … they will not
be spared by the shattering fire of this class war.
Our analysis of the crisis and its effects is not the same as
that of the Greek authors of the appeal. We believe that the
first and most important target are the workers and other
working people of Greece. They are attacked, not because the
are Greek, Italian or whatever, but because they are workers;
that the attack on them is organised and waged by the world
bourgeoisie, and not just by the American banks, which are
only one pernicious head of the immense thousand-headed hydra.
Ministers – whether unelected like Papademos and Monti, or
elected, like Merkel and Sarkozy — are infinitely closer to
Goldman Sachs than to the workers of Athens, Rome or Berlin,
who in turn are class brothers of Greek, Portuguese or British
workers. The current European crisis – to speak only of Europe
– and the proposed “solutions” constitute a new and
particularly important episode in a class struggle that has
lasted over a century. In this struggle, Europe, as
constituted in her institutions, is neither a neutral nor a
well-intentioned entity, but an instrument of war on the the
social, political and cultural gains working people have made.
How true this is is proved by its presence in the hated
“Trioka” with its pitiless dictatorship over Greece. Whatever
differences there may be in analysis, the response of the

working people of Europe to the appeal from Greece cannot but
be massively positive.
To resist capital’s attacks, it is high time that working
people throughout Europe take up the only weapon at their
disposal: the organisation of their ranks. All they have to
defend themselves with is their ability to mobilise. It must
start immediately, as things are urgent. It must be
concentrated and it must be strong. Hesitation and dispersal
of our forces weaken us and strengthen our attackers.
The immediate goal of the mobilisation is to defend the
working people and the whole people of Greece.
Down with the dictatorship of the Troika with its
shameful exactions!
Throw this three-headed hydra out of Greece!
The people of Greece are the only sovereign power with
the right to determine what to do about the debt!
As a way to carry the struggle forward, we should without
delay prepare and organise the march of the working people of
Europe on the HQ of the bourgeois attacks in Brussels. From
every country, the chosen columns of working people can
converge on Brussels to express their determined opposition to
the predators and the desire to colonise their initial prey –
Greece, and to there present the determination and united
strength of the working people of Europe in a huge
demonstration as a culmination of the first stage of the
action and a prelude to a broader struggle.
Alongside our forthcoming defence of Greek working people and
in order to remove definitively the permanent threat facing
all working people and all peoples, we should open the way for
the main demand: for a Working People’s Europe!
The very recent general strike against the same enemies by
working people in Belgium as well as the decision of the
European Trade Union Confederation to hold a big joint action

at the end of February show that favourable opportunities
exist for such an action.
Let us eagerly seize these opportunities to introduce our
action in order to give redoubled strength to the defence and
resistance of the working people throughout Europe.
————————————————————–
Stop the destruction of social gains!
March separately, strike together!
By Balazs Nagy, member, Workers International
ALL over Europe, the various capitalist governments are
inflicting drastic and very similar austerity measures and
plans on working people. Obviously people in other continents
are not exempt from the effects of the deep crisis of
capitalism either, but it is here in Europe that they take on
their most significant and vicious dimensions. This is the
cradle of capitalism and therefore of the workers’ movement.
In the past, with the support of all working people, this
movement succeeded in winning significant rights and
advantages during over a century of bitter and stubborn
struggle. The crisis is far from over, however those in
government spin it. The determined frontal attacks on the
gains and rights workers have won will grow in number and
ferocity, so it is very important to know what they really
represent and where they come from.
Thirty (not so) glorious years
These attacks by the capitalist class did not just start with
the current crisis. In fact the material, social, political
and cultural rights working people enjoy are incompatible with
capitalism-imperialism (the overall period since the beginning
of the twentieth century, when finance capital merged with
industrial capital), particularly in its currrent state of
senile decrepitude. They were never freely given, but all of
them were won from the system by force in heroic struggles by
working people over many years, during and after World War II,

but also well before then.
At that point the balance of
forces, internationally and within almost every country, swung
clearly in favour of the working class. Terrified by the
underlying support for the powerful revolutionary wave in
Europe – and bankrupt – the capitalists were only able to
defuse the revolution with ready help from the leaders of
parties which called themselves socialist and communist. But
this came with a price tag attached, and so there started the
series of measures and reforms which culminated in what became
known as “welfare states” or “social market economy” (in
Germany) and the so-called “thirty glorious years”. But even
then the the rot had already set in.
Even if they had wanted to, the capitalist class and their
governments could not have granted these reforms and
advantages to working people on a permanent basis. And they
certainly did not want to let working people keep that
fraction of an accumulating mass of profits, which was
squeezed out of them in the first place anyway. In the end
they could not allow it to go on, especially since, as time
went by, although the total sum grew, the rate of return was
shrinking by the minute. To put it in capitalist economic
language, the return on investments or the profits on capital
were no longer enough. Marx and his followers describe this as
the tendency of the rate of profit to fall. At its root was
above all the progressive shrinkage of the world market for
expensive western capitalist goods.
From this flowed two major consequences which were to shape
the course of capitalist-imperialism and the behaviour of its
major players. It was not totally transformed, but it would be
correct to say that its features were altered in a significant
and historical way. The first change was that it became a
system that not only could not carry any more genuine reforms,
but actually had to do away with and destroy the reforms and
advantages which it had been forced to concede under pressure
in the past. The second was to do with its structure. The

emergence of the imperialist phase at the beginning of the
twentieth century had already meant:
“… the merging of bank capital with industrial capital, and
the creation, on the basis of this ‘finance capital’ of a
financial oligarchy”.
This now went a lot further. In fact, in attempting
to
overcome market saturation and the declining substance of
profit, this marriage of convenience between industrial
capital and finance capital gave birth to a legitimate but
monstrously deformed offspring – the uncontested hegemony of
finance capital. Inevitably this artificial, overblown,
distorted and ill-proportioned substitute for real profits
mutated into an insatiable parasite sucking the life-blood of
the whole of society.
But please note carefully: well before it could infect every
pore of society, the capitalist class – both mother and father
of this formation – did everything it could to take back and
revoke the reforms and concessions it had been forced to make
earlier. At first it did not dare attempt a full, general,
global offensive against all these concessions, because it
felt too weak. The working class and working people in general
justifiably continued to think that the right to sickness
insurance, to a decent pension, to full employment and proper
care, to free education – in short, the whole system and
network of rights, assistance and protection – were an
essential part of their wages, and that capital had taken a
big enough cut out of them already. They correctly took these
things as a legitimate “social wage”, theirs by right.
This was far more than the increasingly insatiable capitalist
class were prepared to tolerate. But, however desperately they
wanted to launch an open frontal attack on these rights and
concessions,
congenital cowardice in the face of the
organised strength of working people cooled their ardour and a
cunning instinct to side-step such confrontations moderated

it.
Consequently, in the first phase of its war on the rights and
concessions working people had gained, in the 1960s and 1970s,
the capitalist class mainly concentrated on undermining real
wages and working conditions. They made constant and repeated
attempts to claw back the inroads that the “social wage” made
into their profits, doing what they could to increase the
productivity and intensity of labour and nibble away at wages.
But powerful strike actions, drawing in their wake not only
wider categories of working people but even top union leaders,
blocked these attempts and a succession of partial struggles
restored the real value of wages by force. In the course of
those “thirty (not so) glorious years”, for example, working
people in Britain twice brought down governments through the
sheer scale of their struggles – once the Labourite Wilson and
once the Tory Heath. In France, at the same time, working
people engaged in a series of struggles, including a
remarkable national miners’ strike. They then united in 1968
in a long general strike and inflicted a resounding setback on
De Gaulle, who had been tasked precisely with smashing their
resistance and taking back their “social wage”.
Nor should we forget the German working class and working
people as a whole. Already bled white by Hitlers’ counterrevolutionary dictatorship and the years of total war, they
were were both divided and tied down in the late 1940s in the
four zones of military occupation. Thus the previously
powerful German working class, with its pivotal role at the
heart of Europe, was isolated and kept off the scene. And just
to make sure, working people in Germany were also stigmatised
with the vile insinuation that they were collectively
responsible for Hitler. The reactionary and extended
occupation regime was followed by the long drawn-out trauma of
the country’s surgical separation into two with the assistance
and complicity of Stalin. This veritable act of vivisection
was only compensated for, and above all partially masked, by

the efforts of international capital as a whole during the
cold war to use the western part of Germany as a shop-window
for their prosperity.
For many a long year, capital was forced to put up with paying
this whole “social wage”. Alongside repeated unsuccessful
attempts to make up for this in other areas (real wages,
productivity, etc.), it never stopped trying in every possible
way to weaken working people and to prepare the conditions for
a general assault on their rights and gains. Step by step,
exploiting every opportunity and helped by the complacent and
often complicit leaders of the workers’ movement, the
capitalist class nibbled away unceasingly at the scope and
extent of the advantages working people had gained. But above
all they acted to reduce the latters’ strength and ability to
resist by corrupting and suborning the general staffs of their
organisations. It continued the already long process of
domesticating the trade unions, and also of breaking up their
unity using rival and competing leaders. Working people’s
right to defend themselves was, little by little, patiently
reduced and increasingly strictly regulated, so that strikes
and demonstrations – not to mention other forms of direct
action – were confined and fettered in a rigid and repressive
legal straightjacket.
For all this, the European capitalist class were not able to
claw back all the concessions they had been forced to give.
But, more and more threatened by shrinking profit margins and
the international situation, they were forced to take drastic
steps to take back the reforms and improvements they had
previously conceded. At the same time they tilted the
structure of their system towards something that looked more
lucrative: the supremacy, not to say dictatorship, of finance
and its bastard child, speculation.
Capital’s frontal attack – and the fall of the USSR
The global offensive was unleashed by Thatcher in the UK and
Reagan in the US. Thatcher soon faced a formidable miners’

strike, and even though they were left in the lurch by the
bureacracies of the other unions, the miners stood up to the
government’s offensive as long as they could. Their defeat was
the signal for a general offensive right across Europe. It was
the beginning of a great general frontal attack on working
people’s gains, an attack whose origins, however, lay much
earlier. Never forget that the capitalist class had spent
years carefully honing their weapons for this great offensive.
It is also important to emphasis that the continent-wide scope
of
this offensive was supported by strong, allegedly
socialist, parties led by François Mitterrand in France,
Gerhart Schröder in Germany and Tony Blair in the UK, ably
assisted by bureaucrats at the helm of so-called Communist
Parties.
The bourgeoisie’s “European” project fitted in with the trend
towards the concentration of capital and offered the means and
the tools to consolidate and boost this offensive. So the
general attack on the rights and gains of working people known
as “neo-liberalism” was centred on the “European” institutions
in Brussels, Strasbourg and Frankfurt. Each section of the
European bourgeoisie gained at least three advantages from
this. The first was unquestionably that it allowed them to
shelter their own anti-working class offensive behind the
attractive screen of building a united Europe. The second
advantage resulted from the fact that it appeared as if
policies and measures directed against the interests of
working people emanated from a centre in Brussels and each
individual country was merely carrying them out; this
appearance implied that nobody in any particular country was
to blame, so that nobody in a given country could be held to
account. The third and last advantage rested on the fact that
this centre, detatched from any real political and social
life, is so profoundly anti-democratic and the majority of its
members so anonymous, that any struggle against it is
impractical, not to say impossible, within the normal

framework of democratic politics; its chiefs and their staff
are parachuted in anonymously, unelected and without apparent
qualifications. It is a monstrously distended bureaucracy
which abuses the whole idea and conception of Europe, while in
reality it is nothing but a scurrilous parasite unable to
achieve anything, let alone a European entity. On the
contrary, this overblown, very expensive and useless organism
is an agent of the capitalist class’ main and most pressing
objective and acts solely to organise, regulate and supervise
its overall offensive and to destroy systematically the rights
and gains working people have won.
Shortly after the concerted attack on working people’s rights
intensified in this way, a historical event of considerable
importance gave a new and extra boost to the capitalist class
and their offensive. At the same time, it both directly and
indirectly weakened working people’s resistance. There is no
doubt that the collapse of the Soviet Union stiffened the
capitalists, consolidated their position and increased their
confidence. Quite apart from what anyone thought about the
fall of the USSR, and despite the disastrous role of the
bureaucracy which was both its manager and its grave-digger,
the whole world working class and working people everywhere
lost an advanced post and a precious base for their goals of
emancipation. For how long we do not know, the relationship of
forces has tilted clearly to the advantage of the capitalist
class and to the detriment of working people.
Capital and all its devoted supporters, in a rush of blissful
satisfaction and smug arrogance, crowed their overweaning
self-satisfaction and arrogance to all and sundry, culminating
when one of their intoxicated “thinkers” even proclaimed the
end of history. In any case, the sequel was clearly more and
stronger cynical and shameless attacks by capital and its
supporters and a confused and chaotic retreat by workers
forced onto the defensive. Over the last twenty years or so
workers have continued to retreat more and more markedly. Some

of their big organisations, following leaders already
integrated into the system, have identified themselves with
the temporary victors, while others have melted like butter in
the sun or simply vanished. Unions, too, which used to be
official defenders of working people, have, under the
leadership of inveterate bureaucrats, publicly become “social
partners” of vengeful capital. Even the sinister warning
creaks of a system in temporary – but nevertheless alarming –
crisis did nothing to disturb these good folks’ deep content.
Shock therapy disguised as “reforms”
In this state of artificially induced euphoria, bumptious
capital nevertheless went on reducing, cutting and one by one
taking back the advantages working people had won, limiting,
circumscribing and slimming down their reforms. All these good
people were brutally awoken from their pleasant reverie by the
alarm bells of the latest great crisis. We are right in it
now, but there is no point going into detail about that here.
Everybody knows perfectly well that to reduce the negative
impact on themselves and to get out of the crisis, the
capitalist class and their system – as is their nature – are
doing everything they possibly can to put the whole burden of
dealing with and “solving” the crisis onto the backs of
working people.
However, what is less clear to a lot of
people ? because it is hidden ? is the fact that the crisis is
being used as a pretext to ratchet up out of all proportion
the scale and force of capital’s murderous offensive, which is
bearing down on the people of Europe like a tornado.
Governments of every type are shamelessly presenting the
destructive attacks they inflict as “reforms”. This viciously
abuses the traditional attachment working people have to
genuine past reforms which actually tangibly improved their
lives. Sadly, the unanimous din from the opinion-formers means
this pernicious deception has contaminated the whole of
society. More seriously, the general staffs of the left
parties and of the unions use the same dishonest terminology,

whose purpose is precisely to camouflage the dismantling and
destruction of the very same genuine reforms in the near and
distant past. That is how the “troika” – which has assumed
right of attorney over Greece’s financial affairs – commands
and supervises the stripping and deprivation of the working
people of their gains and rights while all the time presenting
this destruction as “one-off structural reform” for the
“benefit” of the Greek people. As we all know, language and
choice of words are never innocent.
Here “disaster capitalism” is applying the “shock doctrine”
used more or less all over the world as described by the
journalist Naomi Klein. Her book has never been refuted or
disproved. (While we are on this subject, there is no doubt at
all that her accusations are true and supported by a mass of
proven facts. What you can hold against her is that she
presents this whole scandalous and revolting situation as an
excrescence, a deviation within a healthy capitalist system,
whereas it is its essence in its present phase of decline,
naturally woven into the very fabric of its existence.) What
is happening in Greece – and this is just the prelude – gives
us a foretaste of the determination of the capitalist class
and its acolytes to squeeze the very last halfpenny out of a
people who they have (most democratically) quarentined so that
they can be offered up to the tender mercies of “the markets”,
i.e. to capitalists usurious to the marrow of their bones.
For Europe’s working class and millions of working people, the
most important thing to understand is that what is happening
is no accident or passing whim, not some passing attitude on
the part of capitalism arising just from this particular
crisis. Get your heads round this: you should expect
absolutely nothing from the capitalist system and its
servants. They themselves are all telling us that their
society is ill-suited to meeting the needs of working people,
that it cannot do it. They keep repeating the mantra that
working people are to blame for “living beyond their means”,

but this merely recognises and confirms that their system
really is not able to guarantee the advantages and rights
people rely on. That is something that really is “beyond their
means”. Indeed, thinly-veiling an implied threat of
punishment, they have decided to dismantle and end all the
previous social gains for once and for all in order to bend
working people into the narrow straitjacket of their moribund
system’s stunted “means”.
An historic turning point
We are at an historic moment. In the past, the capitalist
class launched successive attacks aimed at reducing the gains
working people had made, culminating in a general offensive by
Thatcher and co. which exploited the weaknesses of the
workers’ movement. Now the capitalist system is using the
crisis to develop a final all-out assault on working people.
It is not just another skirmish or even a partial or isolated
confrontation, such as we have often seen in the past, nor
even their subsequent extension and development into a general
offensive. It is a new stage over and above that, where the
ferocity, extent and depth of the blows struck and our
capitalist opponents’ resolute firmness of purpose absolutely
all reveal their determination to go all the way. One further
proof of this implacable determination is their peculiar
insistence on ravaging gains even beyond the point where the
attacks deliberately reduce, indeed annihilate, any resources
that offer a potential way out of the crisis. Now it is the
turn of Italian working people to sit in the hot seat: others
are not far behind …
In such a threatening situation, you can only welcome the fact
that people get angry in the face of so much deceit and malice
and express that anger publicly. There are more and more of
them all over the world, an obvious sign – following the
spectacular and uncompleted risings by a series of peoples in
North Africa and the Middle East – of a reawakening of working
people that it still groping for a way forward. All of these

expressions of anger and protest in place of resignation and
fatalism are in themselves precious as the first signs of
incipient consciousness of the threatening reality. But
bearing in mind the enormity of what is at stake, the global
extent of the conflict and the enemy’s unyielding
determination, passive indignation and verbal protest are
helpless. Those in power, by the way, simply see them as
public disorders, at worst annoying, or maybe as street
entertainment.
Annoyed or amused, they are not going to
change by one iota their destructive plans. You really need to
do a lot more. In this respect you have to salute the
Portuguese working people whose powerful general strike has
shown us how to fight. There is no doubt that Greek working
people, who have been savagely attacked by capital, will find
a path to the kind of vigorous struggle they have always waged
over the years. There is also no doubt that other European
countries will follow the same path.
The response must be international
Anyone who will not put up with cuts and measures that destroy
their rights and advantages, or with present and future
austerity plans, and wants to oppose them, needs to get their
heads round the idea that this struggle goes far beyond
national boundaries. Capital’s frontal attack is
international, even if it is carried out on national soil and
tailored to fit each specific national set of circumstances.
The enemy is everywhere the same. Consequently, struggles
confined within the framework of one or another nation,
fragmented and isolated from the others, lack the necessary
strength to repel attacks that are international in nature and
to force into retreat an adversary who is also completely
international. Solidarity and links between the various
movements in different countries are important but inadequate
on their own. We absolutely must field against these degrading
plans and actions a movement that is both organically
international and also struggles on an international scale.
Obviously none of that precludes movements and struggles in

each individual country, which provide the base and the
framework necessary for any international action.
There is no doubt that what makes a movement of struggle and
its action international in character, and what forges its
fighting potential, is that it really is international. That
is the only way it can measure up to the international
character of the plans, actions and offensive of an adversary
who is attacking the social position and conditions of life of
working people all over the globe, even if what he does varies
considerably country by country and continent by continent.
Despite the distances that separate them and the great
divergence between their respective positions and conditions,
that is what solidly unites, for example, working peoples
engaged in their own local battles who have recently revolted
in the Middle East and North Africa. And that is why there are
signs that the working people of Europe are stretching out a
fraternal hand to their natural allies, the revolutionary
working people of Egypt and Syria engaged in their own bloody
struggles.
“Anti-globalisation” a blind alley
Nevertheless, it is necessary to reject calls for an “antiglobalisation” struggle. To characterise the current world
economic and political system as “globalisation” is simply
wrong. The bourgeoisie and its ideologists have invented and
introduced this mystifying term to hide behind its eminently
geographical character the present phase of their economic and
social system, which is that well known capitalism-imperialism
that is now in a state of advanced senility. As for
capitalism, in its distant and still vigorous youth Marx and
Engels described “globalisation” in the Communist Manifesto:
“Modern industry has established the world market …” “The
bourgeoisie has, through its exploitation of the world market,
given a cosmopolitan character to production and consumption
in every country…” “In place of the old local and national
seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have intercourse in every

direction, universal interdependence of nations.”
These notions and concepts of capitalism and its globalisation
have long since formed part of the elementary knowledge of the
whole of humanity. We are still dealing with the same old
system. The changes are only quantitative and moreover are
connected with an enormous worsening of its defects.
So it is no surprise that those who have risen to the poisoned
bourgeois bait and support “anti-globalisation” are
inextricably trapped in confusion. It is very hard for them to
shake off the accusation of a bad dose of protectionism, since
that is actually the reactionary nationalist and historically
outmoded antidote to the world market, with its largely
interconnected and interdependent parts. All the noise about
“de-globalisation” takes us straight into a dead end alongside
the confused and backward-looking prophets of anti
productivity, when there are officially a billion people in
the world suffering from starvation, not to mention other
millions condemned to vegetate in poverty. We should reject
capitalist “productivity” spurred on by greed for profit, but
we should also fight to expand production to meet the immense
unsatisfied needs of humanity.
It is understandable that the first steps of those who want to
struggle against the actions of capital should lead them to
embrace “anti globalisation” or “anti productivity”, but these
first steps lead into a blind alley scarcely different from
that of the “indignant ones”. These are a one-way street to
confusion and disillusionment.
The capitalist class cannot unify Europe
The situation in Europe pits us above all directly against a
section of the European capitalist class more or less gathered
together into a deeply contradictory, unstable and muddled
conglomerate called “Europe” or more precisely the European
Union. And it is through this body with its monstrously
swollen head that it hopes to impose its outrageous plans to

wipe out the social advances working people have won. That
objective is its central pre-occupation and determines what it
does. From this point of view and for that aim, the
governments of the European countries, varied as they are, act
as its arms and executive agents, even the ones which appear
to keep their distance.
That is why the movement against the attacks and attempts to
dismantle and destroy working people’s rights needs to be
organically international, very concretely Europe-wide, and
not simply an occasional adding together of those arising in
each country. While reinforcing these, the European movement
as a whole needs to concentrate its fire on the capitalists
class’s self-proclaimed centres (Brussels, Strasbourg,
Frankfurt) and on its planned dirty deeds and manoeuvres.
But it is highly important to understand that a continent-wide
movement to defend working people cannot be anti-European. On
the contrary, it is the capitalist class that struts around in
stolen “European” clothes to hide their concerted attack
behind fine phrases about Europe. To tell the truth, this
exploitative and oppressive class with its train of servile
politicians is absolutely incapable of unifying Europe. The
birth of this class was all mixed up with the birth of the
nations with which its entire life is bound up. Two
catastrophic world wars testify to this, obviously from the
negative side. And since it was only the appearance of this
class way back in time that gave birth to nations, so only
its disappearance will signal that they too will also die
away. The several decades of the European venture provide
adequate proof that the capitalist class is quite incapable of
unifying Europe but at the same time stolidly determined and
able to attack and demolish the gains and rights working
people have won.
The colossal level of indebtedness, or rather specifically the
way the debts are configured in Europe, is one of the main
aspects of the current world crisis which has clearly put into

relief these two “European” faces of the capitalist class.
Instead of bringing them together on the road to a greater
European integration, it has laid bare the divisions between
countries, even their extreme separation. At the same time as
successive capitalist governments have let domestic
inequalities build up and grow to a monstrous level, their
“European” agents have reproduced and reinforced these many
and varied inequalities in their stunted “Europe”.
They have already divided Europe into several more or less
concentric circles. There is the outer circle of poor,
untouchable pariahs waiting for their masters – usually their
former imperialist rulers – to save them by letting them into
a second circle of the chosen elect. They are tossed around
according to the whim of the lords of Europe, the banks and
their packs of patronising politicians. Within the circle of
the chosen elect, there are two more circles: that of the
countries which are doubly elect because they possess the
single currency and the others, looked down on pityingly, who
have not yet tasted that bitter fruit. Even though they have
caught the same disease of debt, small and large, from Poland
to the UK, they are not fettered directly to the calamitious
consequences of an articifical currency. (Of course, their
working people undergo the same frontal attack by capital on
their gains. On this there is no country that is different,
inside or outside Europe.)
And then, behind the deceptive veil of the European “Union”,
within an already pretty restricted inner circle, the policy
of destroying social rights and gains in order to save the
capitalists has increased and enlarged the inequalities
between countries. That artificial pseudo-currency the euro
has powerfully contributed to extending and increasing these
inequalities. The monetary aspect of the crisis has revealed
and at the same time deepened not just a “simple” growth in
inequality but a veritable fissure between these supposedly
“united” countries. The leaders of the “more equal” ones and

their entourage speak slightingly about certain “less equal”
countries like Greece, Portugal, Italy, etc. which these
arrogant leaders disdainfully describe as the “periphery” of
Europe, echoing the contemptuous and fearful French mantra
about the “dangerous banlieue”.
Today even this – only yesterday broad and compact – camp of
close-knit European insiders has fairly well broken apart.
Confronted with a veritable rout in which the concentric
circles of a pseudo-Europe are gradually shrinking and tending
openly and cynically to be reduced to the so-called “GermanFrench axis”, “pro-European” politicians and journalists speak
and write openly about the possiblity of the euro collapsing
while their “Europe” falls apart. It is worth repeating that
their artificial money, conceived in the feverish imagination
of monetarist dogma and first seeing daylight under the magic
wand of voluntarism, is before our very eyes colliding with
the realities of a fragmented Europe on which it will
inevitably break apart. Glimpsing this abyss, some economists,
more lucid than the mass of politicians and other “experts”,
foresee a much narrower grouping of countries as the only way
to furnish a more or less realistic and adequate base for a
euro which is being tossed about in the air like a
shuttlecock. But one can also see clearly the obvious fear
leaders have of taking this route, one more proof that the
capitalist class are by their very nature incapable of
unifying Europe. The euro is an artificial currency condemned
to disappear, and its collapse will lead to that of the
capitalists’ counterfeit Europe.
Of course this capitalist class and its leaders will never
acknowledge that their European (misad)venture is a fiasco.
After all, for better or for worse, it is in line with the
move towards greater concentration of capital and guarantees
it a wider unrestricted market. But most of all, rickety and
deformed as this scaffolding is, it provides a framework, a
way and a cover (and now also as a pretext) for organising,

pursuing and carrying out its frontal attack on the rights and
gains workers have achieved, which is ultimately essential if
they are to keep their crumbling system going. On Europe, the
sharper the contradiction becomes between reality and the
capitalist class’s obstinacy, the heavier the burden they will
put on the backs of working people.
Dream of a “social” Europe or fight for a working peoples’
Europe
So what is needed to fight this general and frontal attack by
the bourgeoisie is a broad movement of working people. While
they camouflage that attack behind the pretence of dealing
with the crisis, that is actually the concrete form in which
the attack is taking place. You can see that clearly in
Greece, Ireland, Portugal and a succession of other countries.
Italy is next on the execution block. Given the nature and
extent of these attacks, the movement against them cannot but
be international and, more concretely, Europe-wide.
Every single one of the great organisations traditionally
supposed to defend and promote the interests of working people
stops at the borders of its own country, despite the wellknown fact that they have sister organisations in every
country in Europe. They do have some sort of European or even
international centres, but what stands out is these zombie
bodies’ total and absolute lack of any European-wide platform
or programme. What most of them do is mimic the capitalist
class’s attitude on Europe, including its general offensive
disguised behind a fig-leaf of “reforms”. At most, they
embroider lovely little designs to set themselves apart, but
always on a canvas provided by the capitalists. What they
absolutely will not ever do is work out and put forward a
coherent programme for Europe, different from, and opposed to,
the one currently in force. Not to mention the essential precondition for such a programme, i.e. a critical global
analysis of the capitalist class’s programme.
At most, the leaders of these organisations will from time to

time humbly petition the “competent authorities” to give
Europe a social dimension by introducing a series of social
norms amoung the other conditions and criteria of their
“European project”. In this connection it is brutally
revealing that these norms and social rights have been
deliberately set aside and have simply disappeared from all
plans for “Europe”. These ridiculous Don Quixotes never say a
word about that and make fools of themselves when they
ocassionally flaunt themselves as champions of social rights.
It never occurs to them to put forward social demands of their
own.
Obviously it is extremely important to defend the gains
workers have made in each country, because the general
offensive to dismantle them often takes a particular form
depending on specific national conditions. But if it stays at
this national level, the movement to defend them will be
delayed and ultimately defeated. We must both strengthen them
and unify them into a Europe-wide movement right from the
outset. But such a continent-wide movement cannot be limited
to just defending social gains, which at the end of the day is
a negative objective. The only way it can attain the stature
it needs is if it has a positive goal to aim for. To put it
another way, it is not enough to be against something, you
have to be fighting for something. The banner of this movement
must therefore say what it stands for, i.e the construction of
a “working people’s Europe”. Only a struggle with a clear and
open orientation on that scale will be in a position to parry
and defeat the capitalist class’s frontal attack on working
people’s rights, an attack embodied in their their pseudoEurope with all its destructive plans.
It would be pretentious and premature to try to work out in
advance a detailed and complete programme for the movement
towards a working people’s Europe, but we should state some
aims and demands which flow from the concrete current
situation, as well as some of the principles and methods which

ought to guide its activity and help it bear fruit.
Main central demand
First of all there is the crisis of this bankers’ Europe which
currently centres on the colossal levels of debt faced by all
the countries in the euro zone (and the rest), causing
intractable quibbling and haggling in search of a “solution”
which looks more and more like squaring the circle. (Unless,
of course, they can impose massive impoverishment on working
people under conditions of totalitarian oppression.) The Greek
leader Papandreou made a feeble attempt to escape this
implacable vice by suggesting that the Greek people should be
consulted over what to do about the debts in a referendum. The
moment he said this, all the leaders of Europe and their
entourages rose in protest as one man, violently and angrily,
as if stung by a scorpion. What impertinance! How dare he ask
the people what they thought, when those in charge have
already decided to squeeze them and their rights even harder!
This vain effort tore away the mask and showed the true face
of their runt “Europe”.
On the one hand this was one more confirmation that they will
never be able to pay back the gigantic debts (which at the
same time sheds light on the cynical, off-hand, way these
leaders trample democracy underfoot). On the other, it exposed
how profound the crisis – or rather death agony – of the euro
actually is. How significant that not a single one of all the
“socialists” who are are up to their necks in this “Europe”
and its euro stood up for their “comrade” Papandreou.
What is more, the plan to salvage creditor capital (and
definitely not the Greek people), born amid so many protracted
and painful labours, also required a good dollop of help from
– that same capital. Whether the banks are willing to repeat
the experience is more than doubtful. Attempts to consolidate
the much-touted European fund to help states meet their debts
are certainly not welcomed with open arms in every quarter and
are in fact in a bit of a sorry state. The queue of potential

victims – Italy, Spain and then France – is coming into
sharper focus. The billions that have to be paid back are
joined each day by further billions as the usurious interest
rate keeps going up, set and raised arbitrarily at the
insatiable whim of finance capital, or – to use the oracular,
antiseptic language of the spin doctors – “the needs of the
markets”. They make old Shylock look a mere beginner.
The sorcerer’s apprentices of modern “Europe” are at least
partly responsible for setting up this reality, but they
cannot contain the infernal mechanism which is at one and the
same time their servant and their master. Desperately trying
to get a grip on a situation which slips through their fingers
and threatens to carry them away in their turn like Papandreou
or Berlusconi, they have opened fire on the ratings agencies.
These are unquestionably parasites on the system which have
the juicy job of informing finance capital how profitable
their investments are, using a continuous grading system.
Their ratings are scanned as anxiously as the class dunces
read their end of term reports. Because the agencies have
recently handed downgrades even to their star European pupils
in view of their poor economic performance, these former
teachers’ pets have turned on them furiously and used some
rather choice language over the loss of their cherished
triple-A ratings. Just like the ancient Romans who put to
death the messenger who brought bad news.
The steady and yet disproportionate growth in the already
monumental weight of debt actually reflects the real economic
situation. That, and the quite bleak prospects for the future
mean that it will never be possible to pay the debts back. The
few more clear-sighted economists and journalists point out
that the main reason for the debts is that economic growth is
slowing down considerably, if not just marking time.
Consequently they point out that the way forward is a series
of measures to improve and increase this growth. And they are
right – on paper. Growth is not an isolated, separate economic

phenomenon which you can stimulate and increase at will. In
capitalism, it depends exclusively on the ability of domestic
and export markets to absorb the goods produced. Without going
into detail, suffice it to say that these markets are more or
less saturated, resulting in chronic over-production. In any
case, for a long time now markets have been inaccessible to
European (and American) goods which are too expensive and
(with the exception of Germany) of inferior quality. That is
the actual fact hiding behind the insistant calls by a handful
of economists and even fewer politicians for production in
Europe to be made more competitive. To put it in simple
everyday language, they must produce goods at a better price
and of a better quality, etc., if they are to sell them
against ever tougher competition from the massive quantities
of goods at unbeatable prices appearing from the so-called
“emerging” countries, made possible by the shameless superexploitation of their workers.
Of course capital and its economic and political managers, as
ever, see a way out of their serious situation, but it is
their “way out” in line with their system, starting with a
savage determination that their debts will be paid in full,
come what may. Next, they seek to improve their economic
competitiveness, i.e. cut their production costs. This is
exactly what they are doing with their continuous attacks –
not to say a veritable grand offensive – on the rights and
advantages working people have gained, achievements which are
now definitively incompatible with this reduction in
production costs, and therefore with their system as a whole.
But they do not stop there. In the next wave they will take
direct aim at real wages, and this has already started in
places. Do not forget that the German capitalists consolidated
their industrial competitiveness by drastically squeezing
incomes across the board through a wage freeze “agreed” by
compliant trade unions, and this has been going on for years!
Don’t pay the debts!

All this means that for a prolonged period the crisis is going
to get worse and consequently we must expect a redoubled and
sharper offensive against working people on all fronts. There
can only be one serious response: we must propose a general
refusal to pay back these debts, which are growing all the
time as the interest goes up. This should be the first demand
of the Europe-wide workers’ movement in connection with their
call for “a working people’s Europe”. At the same time it
builds a barrier against further destruction of workers’
rights. The series of harsh austerity plans inevitably
threatens human civilisation as a whole, a terrible sacrifice
on the hideous altar of capitalism in decline.
Historical regression of this sort would not be confined to
economic and social conditions; gloom would also spread across
political life, and to an extent it already has. No-one should
forget that in a similarly tortured situation fascism
conquered power in Germany, having already triumphed in Italy.
It is no accident that it is already making giant strides in
several European countries on the same basis of capitalist
convulsions and taking advantage of the same dereliction of
their most elementary duties by workers’ official leaders. If
workers and their representatives remain inactive and turn
their backs on this struggle to defend themselves boldly and
unite their forces at a European level, there is no doubt that
new Hitlers and new Mussolinis will take their place. The
worrying progress they are already making in a growing number
of countries goes hand in hand with no less disturbing
retreats by the workers’ movement. The only effective way to
fight these shades of barabarism was and is an energetic
united struggle to defend the rights workers have gained and
to transform a Europe shrouded in shadows into a free “working
people’s Europe”.
While it would be silly and pointless to try to work out a
complete scheme of detailed demands for such a Europe-wide
workers movement in advance, it does seem necessary to put

forward a few important points and principles to guide its
activity.
Against a stunted “Europe” and its banks
The central target is European policy, summed up and
concentrated in the offensive described above, and Europe’s
anti-democratic central institutions. The Europe-wide workers’
movement is directed against this policy which is profoundly
anti-democratic in every way. The movement will be aimed
directly against these so-called European institutions whose
establishment, character and methods, in line with their
policy, are not merely anti-democratic but brutally opposed to
democracy. These tyrannical organs are veiled in an anonymity
from behind which they issue and impose binding decrees
without appeal, squandering vast sums of money in the process.
Swarms of idle parasites gravitate around the inumerable
pressure groups, wooing and winning support for this or that
group of capitalists. In the name of elementary democracy, the
Europe-wide workers’ movement will fight these anti-democratic
monsters, spectres of a long-vanished feudal rule. The Europewide workers’ movement should loudly insist that the whole lot
of these autocratic, parasitic and enormously expensive bodies
should be abolished. And while we are about it, it will fight
to establish democratic bodies based on the mass participation
of workers and all working people.
Everything about the problems under discussion shows very
clearly that this Europe-wide movement will have to have a
working-class character. It also means that that this has to
be laid down clearly and unequivocally. This stands out when
it comes sketching even in outline the aims, programme and
method of such a movement. As the partial mobilisations have
so far have emphasised, the Europe-wide workers’ movement must
beyond doubt be directed against the main threat, i.e. finance
capital and its institutions, which are already exploiting the
crisis to unleash a large-scale offensive. It is therefore
clear that, from the start, the movement must aim to undermine

the very basis for this evil offensive. The conviction arises
naturally that in doing so it is impossible to disentangle
social and economic troubles in general, and the refusal to
repay the debts in particular, from the circumstances and
position of the banks. Consequently one of the very first
demands will be to end banking secrecy which, by the way, will
reamain a pious wish unless it is accompanied by
nationalisation of the leading banks under workers’ control.
That is the natural, logical and concrete way to strike a real
blow at the source of their power, as opposed to the endless
chatter and demagogic fantasies, devoid of both content and
consequences, around “regulation” of finance capital and its
movement. It is also the only serious way to strike a definite
blow against the pressure towards impoverishment. Only a
radical step like this, under the watchful supervision of
workers, would provide at the same time an indispensible basis
for and a means to manage credit vigourously and healthily and
get an effective grip on the arbitrary up and down movement of
interest rates. Such steps are also important in defending the
many thousand small, often family, firms which are being
mugged by capital. They are the natural allies of working
people and their movement in this struggle. What is downright
culpable is the almost total silence on these basic questions
emanating from the big “Left” organisations. In this they have
absolutely turned their backs on their own – not too distant –
past.
Renew the trade unions
To even get off the ground, never mind flourish, a Europe-wide
workers’ movement absolutely must be allied to the trade
unions. Actually there is much more at stake here. The current
situation is marked by the general merciless offensive of
capital on the one hand and the successive retreats and
political and organisational disarmament of the working class
and all working people on the other, so the trade unions are a
particularly important force and tool in the latters’ hands.

After all, the sole and original reason for unions is to rally
working people together, represent them and defend their
interests. They are probably the only levers that actually
exist in every country and internationally which can give a
decisive boost to their movement, unifying and strengthening
them. That is precisely why, ever since they first came into
being, capital has always done whatever it couldeither to
destroy and outlaw them, or co-opt them and turn them its own
servants.
They have long since succeeded in shepherding unions, through
their leaderships, into a sort of “peaceful co-existence” or
even class collaboration, sometimes masked or hidden, but
suspended and interrupted outright in times of heightened
class-struggle. From this point of view, the characteristic
trait of recent decades, while capital has been preparing and
launching a general offensive, has been the way these trade
union leaderships have turned openly and publicly into
auxilliary detatchments of capital, or, as they themselves put
it bluntly, “social partners”.
One disastrous consequence of this attack on the innermost
core, the most fundamental being of trade unionism, and the
kind of behaviour it gives rise to, has been a considerable
fall in membership. Massive desertions by workers and working
people in general express a lack of trust in trade unions and
have reached alarming proportions in every country. One of
the most urgent tasks facing the European workers’ movement is
to put this into reverse and take back the unions – from top
to bottom.
The mass of workers who did stay on in their unions did not
follow the same path as the trade union bureaucracies, of
class collaboration codified and underlined by their
conversion into “social partners”. This stopped the rot from
spreading too far and prevented the unions from becoming fully
integrated into the state. Despite losses, they have actually
maintained their independence and thus their ability to get

back into the fight.
On this basis, workers and all working people can and should
get back into their unions. In any case, the unions belong to
them and not any particular individual, least of all the trade
union bureaucrats who put at risk the the very existence of
unions, whose main justification after all is that they stand
up to capital. The decisive argument in this re-conquest of
the unions by workers is this: without these organisations and
their mobilising capacity, it would be very difficult, not to
say practically impossible, to develop a powerful Europe-wide
movement of workers.
However, it goes without saying that this camapign to take
back the unions means that they must at the same time be
turned back into organisations of struggle against capital’s
offensive. To do this, a platform of union-organised workers
must urgently express in words the need to break with class
collaboration (“social partnership”) in order to achieve
independence from bosses and government.
Combative actions, not carnivals
Merely deciding to go for that sort of independence, or just
talking or writing ringing declarations about it, will not
bring it. It will only take concrete shape through involvement
in real, resolute struggle against capital’s offensive and all
its manifestations. Such a struggle is fundamentally different
from all the pretend and pseudo-actions used as a pretext by
the leaderships of the “social partner” unions, first and
foremost because it completely denounces capital’s offensive
and condemns it from every angle. That means clearly-defined
and precise workers’ demands rather than the kind of puerile
gestures requesting “realistic negotiations” which trade union
bureaucrats often indulge in. It also requires serious actions
and combative, determined demonstrations instead of the happygo-lucky clownish carnival-like processions used to lull
working people into a false sense of security.

A particularly important criterion in this involvement is its
international – above all Europe-wide – scope and character.
Trade unions have significant links and even an apparatus at
an international and European level. The acutely painful
situation we are in means that these entirely bureucratised
links and offices must be turned boldly into (or replaced by)
pillars of continent-wide struggle against capital’s offensive
and the machinery of it concentrated in Brussels, Frankfurt
and Strasbourg. A series of actions in these centres and
across Europe should replace the very occasional European
rallies disguised as tame village fêtes.
This shows why there is no way the great mass of working
people will be able to re-conquer the trade unions without reestablishing complete workers’ democracy within them. Besides
freedom of discussion, the main test (success criteria) for
such democracy is freedom for tendencies and factions to
express their views including the right to organise an
opposition. This internal democracy is vitally necessary and
the only way to work out the best orientation, achieve the
necessary flexibility and make sure that the most appropriate
slogans are selected. It is the best guarantee against the
deadly snares of capitulation through unprincipled opportunism
or marginalisation in sectarian sterility. Of course it is
also the only way to give the unions back to working people
and make the changes to them that are needed.
A Europe-wide workers’ movement can only exist and develop
through the involvement of a multitude of political, trade
union, cultural, etc. organisations and movements in the
various countries. In the nature of things, these
organisations functions on the basis of a very broad spectrum
of different conceptions and programmes and a variety of
attachments and affiliations. What will unite them and
assemble them into a single movement – besides their workingclass character – will be their determination to fight back
against capital’s attacks on the rights working people have

won and the gains they have made. In a situation like this,
there is only one way to achieve and guarantee on the one hand
the unity and integrity of the movement and on the other the
freedom and independence of each of its components. That is
the historically-proven method of the international workers’
movement, the united workers’ front. Almost 100 years ago
Lenin, one of the great leaders of this movement, summed it up
succinctly in the words: “March separately – Strike
together!”.
This is the only effective way for our broad and diverse
movement to achieve its common goal.
December 2011

The ‘future’ the bourgeoisie
wants: Back to Mass Poverty
by Balazs Nagy
Another day, another worrying news item. One minute a sudden
squall blows away the Dutch government’s oddly cherished
triple-A credit rating; the next, the UK officially announces
it is mired in – “double dip” – recession. That most
distinguished of French dailies, Le Monde, carries a pre-May
Day editorial headed “Spanish crisis rocks Europe”. Then the
Greek people resoundingly toss out Papademos, the banker
“democratically” inflicted on them as chief puppet in a
government of marionettes. The first round of the Greek
elections was certainly a powerful rejection of the austerity
imposed by the bourgeoisie’s puny, misbegotten Europe.
Actually the bourgeoisie is in pretty poor shape, both as a
whole and in each of its various national formations. The

world crisis is far from over, in fact, it looks like getting
worse. The bourgeoisie exploits it but suffers from it too, so
they are trying even harder to get out of it safely – at the
expense of working people, of course, since that is how they
do things. So they impose wartime-style policies, on Greece at
the moment, but soon on Portugal, Spain and the rest.
Each one in a shock sequence of devastating austerity plans
has come with a cynical guarantee that it will finally solve
the problem. But in all these countries – especially for
working people – things are getting worse by the day. The
awful debts are spiralling upwards, the exact opposite of what
was promised. Bloodthirsty capital inflicts these “rescues”
from behind a shroud of anonymity that also hides its servants
and faceless, unelected and incompetent hangers-on lurking in
the shadows of that self-perpetuating authority they loftily
but misleadingly call “European Union”.
The Troika (European Commission, European Central Bank and
International Monetary Fund), helped and supported by world
capital, simply impose colonial satraps on entire countries
and dictate their policy. These local henchmen include at
least two wily old hands from Goldman Sachs, the US bank
notorious for greed and guile. Papademos in Greece and Monti
in Italy were both parachuted in – neither of them by way of
an election – to run puppet governments in the glorious name
of democracy, the creed all these gentlemen lyingly profess to
support. They didn’t need to use force, all they had to do was
pass on the names, since the existing governments welcomed
these bankers as saviours, the majority “socialist” PASOK in
Greece no less than the unfrocked “Eurocommunist” bureaucrats
in Italy. But as we know, the Greek people resoundingly
rejected this arrangement and sent them packing.
Europe’s two-faced architects toil away, producing sinister
results
In November-December 2011, I wrote that the way European
countries’ debts were spiralling and uncontrollably feeding

off themselves as interest rates increased:
“…means that it will never be possible to pay the debts back”
(Stop the Destruction of Social Gains, Socialist Studies
Pamphlet, p.17) and that “for a prolonged period the crisis is
only going to get worse” (ibid. p.18).
Indeed, the bourgeoisie’s public affairs people (pretty well
all their lower-ranking agents) were doing their fevered best
to push these nations over “the brink of the precipice”, to
borrow a phrase, not from an opponent of the system, but
Patrick Artus, an economist whose devotion to it is beyond
question.
How deep is this precipice? Their Europe has clearly split in
two, even the most frankly favoured eurozone bit. You don’t
need to be clairvoyant to see the tension constantly growing
between the two sides, driving them apart by their own
momentum like galaxies. The language various countries use
about each other is already ripe and it will get worse are the
gap grows. Frightened by the outcome of the May elections in
Greece, Le Monde starts by describing it as “chaos”, then,
even more amiably informs the Greek people they have “voted
the wrong way” and must re-run the election. The certified
democrats in Brussels, as ever, blithely ignore reality and
assume that they are the true guardians of European unity. You
can count on it: the wider the gaps grow between the different
parts, the more grimly they will cling to “unity”.
Take a closer look at Greece. Not long ago, I and others said
how urgent it was for the working people of Europe to respond
quickly, in a knee-jerk reaction, as it were, to the call for
help from the Greek activists Glezos and Theodorakis. Well,
apart from some public voices raised and fraternal action by
trade unionists and political activists in the UK, nothing
happened. We have to say that for all the many official
announcements, one European initiative announced by the
general staffs of the trade union amounted to little more than

a few very limited local actions. The action as a whole was a
washout because the trade union leaders (especially the ETUC,
the European Trades Union Confederation) obviously lacked the
will. The trade union leaderships couldn’t even manage to
organise a big action in Brussels to defend Greece’s working
people against the capitalists plundering them, and their
Greek and European agents and touts. There is still time,
though, and we must do something.
Thanks to the various “rescue” attempts by its kindly European
“saviours”, the Greek state is literally falling apart. That
unforgettable educator of the proletariat, Antonio Gramsci,
examined and laid bare the “integral state” of capitalism in
its dotage. It was actually never particularly robust in
Greece anyway, and now it is melting away before our very
eyes, exposing at its heart the violence of the repressive
apparatus. The parties of corrupt worthies, suspended in midair and ordered about by the arrogant, tax-levying financiers
who back them, offer barely a threadbare fig-leaf, behind
which we can glimpse the menacing profiles of generals. Never
forget that throughout the whole history of Greek working
people, these mercenaries of capital have drowned them in
blood every time they have dared raise their heads. Many
people still bear physical and psychological scars from illtreatment suffered in their gaols not so long ago. No doubt
the same torturers are again standing by to force a proud and
defiant people to do as capital commands, just as soon as they
can get away with it. Their political advance guard, the
resolute fascist group, has already appeared on the scene.
Fortunately, for the time being they are held in check by the
formidable resistance and mobilisation of working people.
Also, by throwing out the bourgeois accomplices and agents of
austerity, the elections too increased the specific weight of
working people. In fact for several years now they have, day
in and day out, proudly and indomitably resisted the
implacable dictates of the masters of European and
international capital, relayed by local stewards cowering

behind police lines.
We all know that the general strike is a powerful, redoubtable
but highly dangerous weapon which the working class turns to
when it has to defy and contest the power of the bourgeoisie,
and also as a final warning when its very existence as a class
is threatened. Since the attacks started, aimed at reducing
this cradle of democracy to a mere colony, and its inhabitants
to impoverished natives, the Greek working class has on five
occasions risen in an all-out general strike against all those
alleged democrats tormenting them in their own country. But
they cannot just go on using up their strength in endless
general strikes, any more than their Portuguese and Spanish
comrades who are boldly repeating similar tactics. (To grasp
the full gravity of the situation, read the interview with
Greek philosophy lecturer at London University, Stathis
Kouvelakis, with its very precise and striking depiction of
the sufferings and the struggles of the Greek people,
published in the Revue des Livres, Paris, March-April 2012).
The more working people fritter away their strength in heroic
– but exhausting – actions, the more deaf and unfeeling their
persecutors become. Indeed these persecutors grow bolder, as
if trying deliberately to provoke a situation where they can
inflict a death blow.
Trade unions must mobilise
Out of the blood and toil of the resistance put up by
significant sectors of the European working class, one
irrefutable fact emerges: to halt the bourgeoisie’s general
offensive, we need to mount a united struggle on a comparable
– Europe-wide – scale. When it comes to blocking these attacks
on the rights and gains working people have achieved, and
driving the offensive back on itself, struggles confined to
individual countries one after the other in isolation are
doomed to fail. And a partial success on a national level, as
in Greece, at least partially strengthens one section of the
enemy too, and exasperates others. This is true even though

the attacks are fine-tuned to reflect the particular features
of each country. It would be a fatal mistake to fall into a
nationally-blinkered outlook, when Greece, Portugal and Spain
make it painfully clear that struggles which are national in
scope will not do, because they can be isolated.
However, the unions do have the experience needed to avoid
this and similar snares. Even leaders who up to now have been
lured by the siren voices of a false, lying “partnership” with
states and employers against workers are now caught up in a
struggle against capital’s offensive and its plans to reduce
Southern Europe to slavery. Indeed, faced with the distress
people there are in and the threat of demoralisation, these
leaders have shown some desire to sharpen their act and
prepare a more consistent struggle. The unions have thrown
themselves into the fight in Greece, Portugal and Spain, and
they are getting ready to do the same in Italy and elsewhere.
Even in France the unions have started to stir.
The Confedération Générale du Travail (CGT) is the most
significant centre of working class activity in the country.
During the recent election campaign, its Executive Committee
roundly condemned the policy of outgoing President Sarkozy.
Everybody knows that the deposed President was the
bourgeoisie’s second-in-command next to Merkel. He was the
Godfather of Blitzkrieg against the working class, which he
toughened, honed and nurtured. Without him, the European
Fiscal Treaty of evil memory would hardly have got off the
ground. In response, on 13 March, the CGT Executive Committee
warned that if he was re-elected, this “… would almost
certainly open a new round of severe social regression … and
French society … would sink deeper and deeper into crisis”.
Barely a month later its leader, Bernard Thibault, underlined
this point in an interview with Le Monde newspaper where he
stated that: “all European trade unions are opposed to the
European Treaty (initiated by Sarkozy) which generalises
social austerity and insecurity”.

Although we should not foster illusions, this is a definite
step towards undoing the repellent and paralysing straitjacket
of “social partnership” which holds back and stifles working
people’s struggles. Limited as such statements are, they mean
a lot because they break the unions’ silence over the
“political neutrality” which is one of the main planks of
“partnership”. (Sarkozy understood this perfectly. He
immediately re-vamped his “simply” anti-social rhetoric into
downright fascist eructations, particularly venomous about
benefits “scroungers” and “busybody mediators” (particularly
trade unions), not to mention other favourite fascist targets
such as immigrants … most of whom are workers. He thus
revealed his spontaneous tendency towards fascism. This led
the other big trade union centre, the originally Christian –
and much more conciliationist towards employers and their
state – Confedération Française Démocratique du Travail
[CFDT], to protest as well).
These French trade union leaders are perfectly well aware –
particularly the CGT – that the Greek and other working people
in Southern Europe cannot win on their own and isolated each
in their own country because they are up against a stronger
enemy. They cannot win any tangible results that way, never
mind score an actual success. The only at all realistic and
practical way to fight successfully is internationally,
specifically on a Europe-wide level. The CGT is particularly
well placed to launch and organise such a fight to bring real
aid to the working people of Europe: Greek, Spanish,
Portuguese, Italian, not to mention the French and all the
rest.
They have taken a first step, and now we all hope they will
see it through. You can only say: “well done and get on with
it”, hoping they will link up with sister bodies across Europe
at present thrust into still scattered and unequal struggles.
That is also the only way they can escape the humiliating,
degrading, wounding and paralysing chains of a “partnership”

where they are the servants of the master. The CGT has the
depth of resources needed to initiate and deploy such a
struggle along with its sisters in Europe and to mount an
immediate and directly international line of defence, full of
ambitious actions aimed at the focus and source of the attacks
in Brussels.
Nobody can tell in advance how the French unions, especially
the CGT, will react to capital’s offensive, which without a
shadow of a doubt will grow stronger. It would be terrible if
the internal conflict over the succession caused by Thibault’s
approaching retirement from presidency of the confederation
were to provide the leadership with an excuse for not coming
up with the favourable response people expect.
Economists and experts at a loss, ill at ease and at odds
Unsurprisingly, with a few rare and muted exceptions, the vast
majority of economists and the countless
self-appointed
experts were at first completely stunned and overwhelmed by
the scope and violence of the crisis. Think about it.
Trained in years of the all-embracing hegemony of (so-called
“neo”) liberalism (although that was knocked back for a while
by the general crisis of 1929-1937), not one of them
anticipated the general upheaval and they have still not got
over the shock. They imbibed the “self-regulating markets”
dogma of “neo” liberalism with their mothers’ milk, so to
speak, and it has permeated and contaminated every pore of
society. They were totally dazzled and poisoned by it. The
main, monetarist, segment of this fetishistic catechism (M.
Friedman and his many imitators) unanimously announced that
crises belong among the imperfections of a distant past.
Consequently his followers and disciples have classified the
frequent present-day partial and unconsummated – and therefore
incomplete – manifestations of crisis under one or another
purely linguistic category in order to efface, obliterate
and/or corrupt their meaning, thus falsifying reality. So
today’s vulgar economists dub these manifestations

“dysfunctions”. Their utter and sincere stupefaction in the
face of a social tempest therefore speaks volumes.
Their economic credo refused to acknowledge crises and
expressed and promoted a veritable infatuation with
trivialities, so of course they had to wage a crusade against
Marxism. It was (and is) the other side of the (forged) coin
of their paeans to neo-liberalism. To justify their crusading
zeal, these economists did not hesitate to use as ammunition
the repulsive practice and anti-Marxist ideology of Stalinism,
although they are perfectly well aware that he and his
supporters entirely liquidated the party of the revolution,
physically exterminating its members in their tens of
thousands, and locking them up in their millions. Unable to
refute Marx’s theories, they relentlessly condemn the
Stalinist epigones who falsified him and whom they actually
applauded not so long ago. As for Marx, Engels and Marxist
theory, they at most poke inane fun at it, on the assumption
that the mere mention of the vile Stalin and his regime
releases them from any obligation to deal with it properly.
One can only welcome any who, although not themselves
Marxists, did not howl with these wolves.
How instructive it is, we must add here, that the leaderships
of socialist or social democratic workers’ parties have long
since publicly and officially repudiated Marxism, starting
with the German SPD at it Bad Godesberg Congress in 1959. This
made it easier for them to spread their policy of class
collaboration in often violent opposition to the theory and
practice of class struggle. As for the Stalinist parties, fed
with the dogmas of a falsified, distorted, deformed and
formal, Marxism, their leaderships finally slyly abandoned
even those stale, insipid leftovers. They too did so in the
attempt – admittedly more difficult in their case – to line up
with other collaborators with the bourgeoisie in denying and
recanting the class struggle. Some of them went so far as to
throw the very name “Communist” overboard.

So it is quite understandable that the intellectuals’ great
turn to the right on the heels of a succession of defeats for
the workers’ movement and a series of gyrations on the part of
their failed leaders, was also marked by a recantation and
massive rejection of Marxism. This is not the place to examine
it in detail, just to note that besides historians,
philosophers, literati, etc, it also involved a turn by
economists, not merely away from Marxism but also from
Keynesianism, that mongrel refuge to which the bourgeoisie
resorted when forced to make concessions to a menacing working
class.
Neo-liberalism is particularly clueless in the rather
significant matter of Europe, or specifically, how to unify
it. This was the goal that its initiators set themselves,
although they were also clueless about how to achieve this
happy consummation. Now in practical reality, the process has
barely started and, contrary to expectations, vows and
promises, not to mention specific statements, it has already
produced striking inequality which is actually growing ever
faster: inequality between the classes in each country and
inequality between individual countries. It has become a
common topic of general and somewhat anguished discussion.
Even economists normally anxious to sell the ideology of
Europe have a great deal to say about how it presents itself
and takes shape; the ones who notice it anyway, unlike its
stubborn devotees – and there are still lots of them – who
ignore the evidence or don’t consider this inequality worth
bothering about.
But those who do actually worry about such an about-turn from
supposed progress towards unity into its exact opposite
present a spectacle of various stages of disenchantment. First
the stupefaction provoked by the this cruel blow undermining
what had been reassuring certainty; then growing incredulity,
doubt or downright scepticism; finally, bypassing any actual
explanation of the phenomenon, they lose themselves, divided

and perplexed, in conjectures and misty and evasive
speculation. And so they launch into fantastic wanderings,
each one as extravagant as the other is absurd.
(I am not talking here about the backward-looking dreams of
“de-globalisation” or a “non-productivist” economy, nor their
equally reactionary and illusory twins, protectionism and the
call to consume only products of the national soil. Such views
undoubtedly flourish as distorted side-effects of the mass
rejection of the situation provoked by the Europe of capital.
They particularly flourished in the overheated atmosphere of
the French election campaign, for example, during which the
more prudent and thoughtful politicians, alongside a shrinking
remnant of the liberal bourgeoisie and fundamentally
disorientated petit bourgeois, clashed with official defenders
of the hated capitalist offensive. At the same time there
were, limited still but significant, attempts to beat a path
for working people, and don’t forget for an instant, on the
opposite side, the reactionary but dangerous disquisitions of
the fascists.)
So it is absolutely normal that in the intellectual desert
created as a sort of bonus under the omnipresent protection of
capital, practically all specialists and experts in “economic
matters” (leaving aside a few rare dissident voices) are
sincerely stupefied by how this glaring inequality has arisen
in a Europe unexpectedly torn apart. This is really too much,
especially given that they had been blind to the approaching
crisis in the first place. The surprise and astonishment is
all the greater since for decades, lined up behind the
capitalists and those responsible for their European mission,
they endlessly sang the praises of a supposed convergence of
nations, first the Common Market and then the European Union.
They were gripped by unshakeable faith in fraternal
cooperation and solidarity between countries – which to tell
the truth was closer to St Augustine’s “I believe it because
it is absurd” than to any objective analysis. It was a rude

awakening, so painful that they still keep step with the gurus
of capital and their European representatives, mechanically
repeating all the twaddle they come out with.
However, the obvious failure of all these “rescues” and the
growing sufferings of the people thus “rescued”, not to
mention their growing resistance, raise painfully embarrassing
questions. Doubts emerge, new ways out are sought, and this
accentuates and multiplies differences between them over a
possible solution. To go by some spokespersons, the disarray
among them is practically total, and that is confirmed from
outside by how often they change their minds and the obvious
contradictions in the positions they put forward.
The real meaning of inequality in Europe
The unhealthy imbalance developing between the eurozone
countries (but not sparing the others) as the crisis unfolds
has its impact on how people think, including economists.
First of all it is important to grasp that this inequality is
not just a fixed difference between these countries placed
neutrally side by side, arising from their different
development. Of course there are such differences between
countries, marked by their different geographical locations
and their varied natural attributes, but above all shaped by
and steeped in their own specific histories. I am not talking
here about the inequality that arises from their history and
heritage, although that continues to influence the one I do
mean.
The growing inequality between countries in question here is
not exactly the same as the one between classes, although
there is an organic link between the two. It is a living,
dynamic relationship, in a sustained movement, which measures,
compares and describes the relationship between countries and
their economic development. What is this relationship all
about? And where does this inequality come from?
To reply to these questions, the first essential thing to

grasp, which should never be forgotten, is that this
inequality develops between different countries with an
identical capitalist system. The accent is on the capitalist
character of their mode of production and their society, which
implies that the inequality between these countries develops
inevitably, as if dictated by fate, in line with their
respective powers and capacities. Now, one of the principal
characteristics of this system of exploitation is competition,
which governs economic life and regulates social relations,
even reaching right inside social classes.
Private ownership of the means of production and trade and
hence of the finance system drives and compels their owners,
the capitalists, into a savage struggle for a bigger share of
the markets. This competition is so significant and powerful
that it goes beyond the economic field to invade all sectors
of social, political and cultural life. It was no accident
that Marx exposed and analysed it in all its manifestations
and from every angle all the way through Capital and all his
joint work with Engels, where they presented and examined its
enormous power which drove the capitalists not simply to renew
production by repetition, but to improve it constantly and
without respite, the logical consequence of the fact that they
are placed in ferocious, implacable and merciless competition.
This bitter competition has inevitably and constantly led to
the concentration and centralisation of the means of
production, trade and finance embodied in powerful monopolies
that eliminate their victims either by absorbing or by
destroying them. This struggle, determined and to a large
extent conditioned by history and heritage, has gone on and
still goes on between these monopolies. The ever fiercer
competition between these giants of capitalist concentration
has led them to become intertwined with states. The state
constitutes a natural crucible and forcing-houses for
monopolies in a dense entanglement in which it serves as their
protector and also as their normal and legitimate

representative. As a consequence, the relationship of forces
and the competition between these monopolies are embodied and
at the same time manifested in those between nation states and
their mutual relations, not necessarily of course always in
their crude, i.e. immediate and brutal, forms, but mediated by
many factors, above all political ones.
This unbridled race for profit which sets the capitalists
against each other in a continual antagonistic struggle is
“regularised” and administrated by the nation-state. But
obviously, it crosses borders and is expressed, decisively,
within the framework of the so-called European Union which has
neither borders nor customs barriers. This binary or hybrid,
but in any case mongrel (both national and at the same time
European) character of capitalism on this continent is one
element in the flagrant and explosive contradiction of socalled “European unification”. It is so visible and striking
that many economists and even politicians, denounce it,
without, of course, explaining it, and particularly not by any
reference to its real substance, and in any case without any
of those responsible for such a calamity, or indeed their
critics, being in the slightest degree put out by it all.
Such a struggle to the death by capitalist competition – and
an extensive international literature testifies to how
savagely brutal it is – has nothing to do with the daily diet
of soothing music about fraternal solidarity and European
cooperation. The propagandists of capital
draw on the
biblical image of an encounter between the lion and the lamb,
but they would do better to study the fables of La Fontaine.
That would teach them something about the reality of the manic
struggle to survive, transposed into capitalist economy and
society as intransigent and omnipresent competition. If they
cannot study Marx, whom they reject and slander, this at least
would give them some food for thought. As for Lenin – on
monopoly, for example – lyingly considered to be a precursor
of Stalin, they don’t even mention him.

Since all they have to go on are the defective resources of
vulgar economics, it is perfectly logical that they fail to
see the essence of the matter: that behind the ringing phrases
about unification and cooperation, tempered by “gentlemanly”
good-manners and above all hidden by the virtuous veil of
Europe, what governs relations between nation-states is
unbridled, merciless competition between capitals. These
commentators also close their eyes to the fact that, the
better to conceal their starring roles, the real animators and
representatives of capital hide behind stage extras like
Barroso, Van Rompuy, Lady Ashton, Juncker and co, whose
considerable prominence as wreckers of social advances is
inversely proportional to any real personal significance.
It would be both tedious and unnecessary to recapitulate here
the whole history of this Europe in all its consecutive
stages. However, particular episodes like the establishment of
the Common Market and the introduction of the single currency
certainly do underline one fundamental point: in the many
confrontations over economic competition, these measures and
arrangements unfailingly gave considerable additional
advantages to the biggest and strongest, the best prepared and
the best equipped.
Dismantling customs barriers and allowing the free movement of
capital, uniform measures applied to countries whose economies
were clearly different in their structures and levels of
development (not to mention any other differences) acted (and
still act) as powerful and violent levers in favour of the
strongest at the expense of the weakest. The brutal and
iniquitous introduction of the euro – a fraught act, but one
that was absolutely necessary to complete and consolidate
these measures, stimulate them and breathe life into them –
forced all these countries to abandon currencies that were
issued in line with their actual economic strength and level
of development. From then on they had to adapt to a single
currency which actually expressed those participants with the

most developed economies. And so the euro acted as a tonic for
the biggest and deadly poison for the rest.
The consequences and natural effects of these measures very
soon showed themselves and acted more and more destructively.
Obviously they did not reflect the outpourings of exalted
balderdash about the supposed unification of Europe. Contrary
to these fairy stories, they followed and expressed (as they
still do) the logic of the economic laws discovered by Marx,
in this case those of capitalist competition between unequal
countries and its inevitable products: concentration and
enrichment of the capitals of the one side and weakening,
impoverishment and pauperisation of the other.
The bitter, sustained competition between capitals and their
monopolies within this European “unity” divided by nation
states has thus take on the form of a certain (albeit managed)
rivalry between them. But in the way of such things, it is
considerably tamed, domesticated and more or less brought
under control, and therefore concealed, by their European
“unity”. Nevertheless, it was this competition that structured
and then reinforced a hierarchy between the strongest and the
others beneath the appearance. Then “natural selection”
produced one nation-state, “the first among equals”, at the
expense of the rest. In this case, the rivalry produced a
situation where bourgeois Germany gradually emerged in a
dominant position. She has been assisted (until very
recently), but from a long way back, by France, whose
bourgeoisie’s strength is withered, and which is vassal-like,
complaisant and deferential towards that first-in-line of the
capitalist class. The losers line up in a long chain whose
links are twisting and writhing, with the weakest one at the
end – Greece – in the process of breaking.
German capital in command, served and feared by attentive –
but refractory – satellites
Needless to say, Europe’s media rarely even mention how the
economic structures of member countries are evolving in terms

of their respective performance, i.e. inter-European trade,
never mind paying any natural and regular attention to or
analysing this. Nonetheless, although finding them involves a
childish but instructive game of hide and seek, these
propaganda machines do drop occasional morsels of the
information for which we hunger. These meagre hints do allow
us to form a disjointed but nevertheless correct and faithful
picture.
The major share of each European country’s foreign trade – and
this includes the eurozone – is with other member states.
Capitalist competition does take place between them, and even
though it is codified and therefore alleviated somewhat, it
produces victors and victims in the European setting. The big
ones in front brutally eliminate the weaker ones who come
second, or swallow them greedily. Big fish eat little fish. In
the present crisis they gobble them up faster and in greater
numbers.
Today, Germany conducts between 40% and 50% of her foreign
trade within the eurozone. In consequence, by 2011 almost half
her positive trade balance amounting to 157 billion euros came
from the eurozone. To make up for that, Spain for example lost
47.2 billion euros in the same inter-European trade, Italy
24.6 billion euros, Greece 20.8 billion and Portugal 14.3
billion. This imbalance (to put it mildly), or rather genuine
act of pillage on the part of German monopolies, does not
mechanically cover the whole inequality, but it explains its
basic texture, since the volume of overseas trade,
particularly with China and the US, which also places the
weakest at a disadvantaged, is oddly and clearly lower than
that between European countries themselves.
To stay with Europe, it would be interesting to round out the
figures given above. That same year, 2011, brought a mindboggling negative trade balance of 84.5 billion euros for the
French bourgeoisie, for all their notoriously enthusiastic
attachment to German capital. And just to show that the whole

of Europe is drawn in, even beyond the eurozone, this colossal
loss in France’s foreign trade is eclipsed by that of the UK.
That same year of 2011 the latter showed a loss of 117.4
billion euros, even though the country was in a slightly
different economic setting, but still carried out 40% of her
foreign trade with continental Europe.
Other figures reveal a situation that both arises from the
development of an unequal relationship between countries and
at the same time creates conditions for it to get very much
worse. This is the role of industry as the spinal column of
the economic body, and also the role of its offspring, the
industrial working class, as the bearer and harbinger of human
progress. I shall concentrate on France, and occasionally the
UK, leaving aside the far worse-affected countries of the
south. France’s trade deficit in industrial products, which by
the year 2000 already amounted to 15bn euros, reached a
dizzying 92bn euros in 2011. This was the path of galloping
de-industrialisation, itself aggravated by the crisis,
simultaneously the cause and the consequence of capitalist
competition.
In 2010, industrial jobs represented a mere 12% of all
employment in France, compared with 16% in 2000. In Germany,
on the other hand, the comparable figure was still 19% in
2010, also down from 21% in 2000, but the fall was thought
“normal” since it reflects “usual” retrenchment and
rationalisation within the continual concentration of capitals
and quest for higher productivity. Although it stands outside
the eurozone, the proportion is even worse in the UK, where
14% for industrial jobs in 2000 shrank to 9% in 2010.
As a consequence, in 2010,
provided 13% of what is termed
2000, whereas in German this
was still 25%. As for the UK,
in 2000 and 15% in 2010.

French industry, for example
“value added”, down from 18% in
same “value added” by industry
the respective figures are 20%

(I shall refrain for the moment from criticising and frankly
rejecting this misleading and mongrel concept of “value
added”, because that would take us too far afield. May I just
state that it was dreamed up and spread and is still used by
bourgeois vulgar economics to mix up the real new value
provided by productive labour with the contribution of capital
– unavoidable in this society but which remains passive – in
an almost inextricable magma).
Be that as it may, despite the persistent shortage of data and
deceptive concepts like “value added”, these figures suggest a
real general tendency which must be clearly more marked and
devastating in and for the countries of Southern Europe. It
clearly expresses a relationship of German domination with
varying degrees of dependency on the part of all the other
countries in Europe. That is the precise content of this
famous and well-known unequal relationship, although as one
can now see, it is a rather vague expression because it blurs
the precision of its essence.
At this point it is extremely important to be specific about
the overall character of the struggle unfolding in Europe. I
have already mentioned, but should re-emphasise, that within
the framework of nation-states and behind the façade of and
often mixed up with the inequality and opposition between
them, this struggle is between capitalists on the one hand and
the working class, alongside all working people, on the other.
Its class content is masked because it is split and segmented
by the nation states and it is all the more likely to appear
to be a difference and a struggle carried out between these
nation states because there is genuine rivalry between them,
animated by real differences between capitalist groupings.
However the mask drops each time the fundamental interest of
capital’s offensive unleashes yet another attack on working
people in one austerity plan after another. Local bourgeoisies
tend to fissure, most of them immediately lining up as
“compradors” (colonial natives who act as the agents of the

colonising power — Trs.) of the dominant European capital.
Then the situation becomes clear, as it did recently in
Greece; that is, the antagonistic confrontation of the
fundamental classes tears away the national veil, while
wavering sectors of the national bourgeoisie, in the minority
for the moment, seek a way out of the vice in the arms of
fascism.
Consequently, it is nothing to do with a struggle against
Greece, for example, as the Greek scholar Kouvelakis (quoted
above) – who describes it rather effectively – seems to
understand the torpedoing of Greece, an impression shared by a
good number of Greek political activists. Of course it is
undeniably true that European, particularly German, capital,
has a voracious hunger to get its hands on Greece’s richer
pickings by destroying the resistance of her working people.
However, the main attack is on the working people of Europe as
a whole, concentrated for the moment on their most vulnerable,
Greek, section.
To make the same point from the opposite angle, it would be
absurd to think that Germany’s predominance in Europe is to do
with just that country as such on her own. Germany is also
divided into the same opposing classes as every other country.
German capital thrust itself above other “national” capitals
by subjugating and enchaining “its” own working class through
a whole system of brutal and refined restrictions of their
rights and the suppression of a series of other gains they had
made previously. In other words, German working people have
already undergone “their” austerity plan without “their” state
even being deep in debt, a plan which was a prerequisite for
the supremacy of Germany’s monopolies. Decisions imposed by
Gerhard Schröder, the leader of the Social Democratic Party
(SPD) in the early 2000s firmly ejected the “social” from the
famous description of Germany as a “social market economy”,
all done with the traditional servile compliance of the whole
trade union bureaucracy.

It is no accident that, in response to the combative
mobilisation of working people in several European countries,
the German working class has also raised its head. Recently,
it has forced the leaders of the IG Metall (engineering) and
Verdi (public service) unions to call a series of strikes and
demonstrations to impose a massive wage increase and other
improved conditions on the bourgeoisie. European working
people as a whole should be their natural allies, just as
German working people should be the European proletariat’s
indispensable partners in struggle. The basis and
prerequisites for this fighting alliance are ready and just
waiting to be put into actual practice.
Once more we should note, coming back to inter-European trade,
that its precise content and disappointing results are
carefully concealed behind a seductive but misleading screen
of “cooperation”. At most, the numerous professional
confusionists and brainwashers are forced to acknowledge this
growing inequality, since the evidence is palpable. However,
disconcerted in the face of this troublesome reality, they
merely mention it without venturing any explanation. At the
very most, and very rarely, they mention as an isolated fact
the power of the giant German monopolies. From time to time
one sees the odd reference to groups such as the steelmakers
and engineers Thyssen-Krupp, the electrical and electronics
giants Siemens and Bosch, or the world’s largest chemical
group, BASF, not to mention the pharmaceutical firm Bayer,
etc. But they never mention a single word about the role these
monopolies play or their place in European and international
industry. We know a little bit more about the car industry,
but even there nothing about what matters, i.e. inner
conflicts. But it is no secret at all that while the European
car industry has been wiped out except for FIAT in Italy and
Renault and PSA (Peugeot-Citroën) in France who have been
pretty well turned upside down and are, like the Swedish carmakers, struggling, the German monopolies rule at an
international level. It is a well-known fact that Volkswagen,

having seen off Opel and already swallowed Daimler-Benz,
dominates the world car industry and long since gobbled up
Czech “Skoda” and Spanish “SEAT”, to mention just two.
A few things that need saying
The great majority of economists and journalists are bourgeois
propagandists who embroider the official line, instead of
seriously and objectively examining the economic, social and
political processes at work in Europe. They point the finger
at China, who is mainly blamed for Europe’s economic ruin and
desolation, and accuse her of being the gravedigger of
European industry by “unfair” trading and dumping based on
shameless exploitation of Chinese workers. That last comment
is entirely correct, even if it sounds particularly
hypocritical coming from people who have never said a word
about capital’s slave-drivers in European factories and their
increasingly refined, inhuman and “scientifically” motivated
methods of driving up productivity at all costs.
Without going into too much detail here, I should just make
two points to put China’s role in its proper perspective,
starting with the fact, already mentioned, that each European
country’s trade with China is considerably less than their
trade amongst themselves. The first point is the unarguable
fact that the majority of China’s exports are made up of goods
manufactured by foreign businesses which have set up in China,
among them a large number of European ones.
The second is that in Sino-European trade, the European side
is heavily penalised less by the mass of cheap Chinese goods
than by a European currency exchange rate which is
particularly unfavourable to European trade. The euro is
outrageously over-valued in relation to the great world
currencies! What that means is that European economy is at a
singular disadvantage in purchasing cheap non-European goods
denominated in currencies clearly under-valued or at least
maintained well below the euro. On the other hand, the
eurozone exports commodities denominated in much more

expensive euros, i.e. at a considerable disadvantage in
international trade.
One single example will suffice, drawn precisely from Germany,
whose economy corresponds more or less to the elevated level
of the euro, or rather, is in harmony with the single
currency, give or take a little. That is one of the reasons
why the German bourgeoisie and its government, who inspire the
monetary policy of the European Central Bank (ECB), defend it
against comers. They cling obstinately to an over-valued euro
as a precious weapon to weaken and subjugate their European
competitors economically.
Opinion-makers in the service of the possessing class,
including the mass of economists, can manage to cloud even
quite lucid minds when rambling on about “unfair” Chinese
trade (is there any other kind?). However, the great majority
of them are absolutely silent on the role of the over-valued
euro. From time to time they accuse the yuan of being undervalued, which is true, but since they do not take the matter
any further, this itself is just an attempt to divert
attention from the main question. Indeed, in their silence
over the euro it is not just the German bourgeoisie they are
defending.
The overvalued euro with its unfavourable exchange rates
stands as a unique beacon in the international monetary
system, attracting manufactured goods at the lowest cost. The
euro peaks well above the US dollar, with one euro, despite
minor oscillations, usually worth $1.30. Thus it is largely an
open door for American goods, whose competitive edge is
already copiously stimulated by generous domestic subsidies
and all sorts of favours and privileges. When economists and
politicians lecture us about “unfair” Chinese trade, they
should be told to have a look at US capitalism-imperialism
too.
(I cannot delve any deeper into a detailed and critical

examination of the international monetary system within the
confines of this article. Such an analysis will form part of
volume 3 of my work on the world crisis, of which only the
first part has so far been completed, the rest being still on
the stocks. However, in order to understand the matters in
hand better, it does seems necessary to define certain aspects
of this system.
First of all, the general detachment of currencies from their
pedestal of gold, starting with the dollar in 1971, very much
facilitated, indeed greatly assisted, the flourishing, spread
and complete domination not only of speculation, but also of
monetarist economic conceptions, such as those of Milton
Friedman and co. for example. The outstanding characteristic
of this conception is that it considers money as a thing in
itself, or to be more precise, not as an organic part of
trading economy, above all of capitalism, but as an economic
entity not just autonomous but practically independent,
possessing only a good or bad link to economic reality as a
whole. Consequently, according to this monetarist fiction, it
is possible to use money, manipulate and adapt it supremely at
will.
However, even though it has thus been robbed of its virginity,
or if you will of its manhood, in the sense that it has been
dispossessed of its real substance in gold and therefore lost
its value, each currency has nevertheless retained an
effective correspondence with its home economy. This real
correspondence between currencies and economy appears in the
relationships between different national economies, among
other things in the respective currency exchange rates and the
interest rates of productive capital invested in these
economies. Now, like medieval monarchs who debased their
coinage by diluting the proportion of gold it contained,
today’s monetarists are also caught out by the harsh realities
of economics. They are then obliged to respond – with fresh
monetary
manipulations
[devaluations,
re-valuations,

quantitative easing] – or, as they so elegantly put it, simply
printing more money…)
Now it is a fact that today a goodly number of monetarists,
particularly (and not coincidentally) Americans, describe the
euro, the single European currency, as an artificial, unfit
and inadequate creation, i.e. as a mistake. Such austere
criticism shows that, even while they attribute independence
to currencies, they recognise and advocate that they should
retain a clear actual link with the economy of their home
country. Consequently they criticise the euro because it tries
to span countries at very different economic levels without
political regulatory unity and possessing only a limited and
imperfect central bank.
A comrade and friend, Nick Bailey, has drawn my attention to
an article written by David O. Beim, professor at Columbia
Business School in October 2011. I mention him here as a
worthy representative of such monetarist views. As such, he
exposes quite well the vain futility of the euro’s pretentions
to be the sole representative of countries that are so
different, as well as the unsuitability of the conditions
under which it functions, summarised briefly above. However,
these 9 pages of good and perspicacious analysis, complete
with graphs, suffer a generic conceptual deficit common to
monetarism. It studies and observes the euro as a sort of
original sin, a mistake from the very outset, without placing
it in step, in a sustained relationship, with the countries’
respective economies and their evolution. He notes the growing
tensions among countries over the euro, without establishing
any relationship between that and the contradictory economic
development the euro is struggling to cover. He is thus a long
way away from showing how these tensions arise from the
diverging economic development of these countries, as I have
tried to, merely making a few vague references to the obvious
differences between their balances of payment. He does not
look any closer at that!

The “solution” he proposes is consistent with his reasoning:
all that needs to be done is to recognise the mistake and take
the appropriate decision, i.e. unify Europe politically, or
give up on the euro. America’s fervent monetarists (and quite
a few of their European colleagues) clearly cannot understand
why the “stupid” Europeans cling to the euro.
The bourgeois unity of Europe is tearing itself apart, its
vaunted union in tatters
I must repeat: the emergence of inequality between nation
states and its mutation into actual opposition is not just an
appearance, a secondary manifestation. It contains and covers
other oppositions, more serious in different ways, which grow
between the social classes. It is merely the distorted and
impoverished reflection of those which the (dominant)
bourgeoisie as a whole arouses in the (dominated) mass of
workers by its offensive against their living conditions, in
the first place against the rights and gains they have
established.
Everywhere, the way “national” bourgeoisies have slavishly
transmitted this offensive and zealously applied it has
aroused workers’ resistance and utter rejection of the
additional burdens it imposes. The class struggle thus
whipped-up by the bourgeoisie has not only alienated and
distanced working people who were formerly passively hostile
to this bourgeois power and it servants, it has rapidly
exacerbated their opposition to the point of openly
challenging this power. Their resistance has grown more and
more, but, alas, has been organised only slightly or very
partially, whereas in the course of the last few months that
resistance has, here and there, and sometimes indirectly, led
them to put the bourgeoisie’s power in question. So much so
that a growing part of that class are alarmed by the risks
involved and feel the need to try to ease the pressure and
alter and lighten the intolerable burdens caused by European
austerity plans.

But there is good reason to preface an examination of this
political aspect of the crisis, an inseparable companion to
the economic crisis, with some mention of what preceded it.
Certain economists, seeking to define and describe the much
debated relationship between countries, let slip useful
observations about the character of some of these phenomena
and the associated dangers. That is how, while the mass of
economists have almost given up in sheer distress at the sight
of whole countries shattered by capital’s stormy offensive,
some among them, casting about in search of a way out of this
morass, stumble over a few scraps of enlightenment.
Take Heiner Flassbeck, the German Director of the Division on
Globalisation and Development Strategies at the UN Conference
on Trade and Development, who said recently in a lecture that:
“Berlin is making the same mistake with the eurozone countries
as the victors in World War I made with Germany.” (As quoted
in Le Monde, 21 April 2012).
There are indeed similarities, but it is not the same thing at
all, and above all it was never a “mistake”, then or now. Back
then, this “mistake” arose from (was part of) the relentless
struggle between monopolies based on private ownership for
supremacy in the market, monopolies embodied, privileged,
represented and defended by their respective nation states.
Between the wars, this “mistake”– which is actually an
inescapable law of capitalism – went up to and included the
military occupation of the Ruhr industrial region in Germany
by the French army (supported by Belgium and Italy). This
lasted from the spring of 1921 until the middle of 1925 – an
instructive episode in the capitalist conflict between the two
sides which provided such abundantly fertile soil for Hitler’s
fascist movement.
Today the same struggle is taking place in a different and
more “peaceful” form which allows them – for the time being –
to avoid armed interventions. Nevertheless, Flassbeck is

groping in the right direction, since the relationship is
again between victors and vanquished, just not in a clash of
arms (which is competition taken to its extreme) but muffled
and muddled up in competition whose aggression, sharpness and
duration in no way yield to real war except that they have not
taken up actual arms. Not yet, that is.
This capitalist competition nails the pious vows and inane
protestations of those who – surrounded by a state of
competition reminiscent of jungle warfare – beg for “fair”
trade and, if not actually friendly, at least polite
“reciprocity”.
One might imagine that such fond hopes arise from dreams of a
better society, or fantasies about capitalism “with a human
face”. In any case these good people do not realise that
captivated as they are by the “charms” of capitalism (to say
nothing about its more earthly attractions) they are closer to
medieval minstrelsy and chivalrous romance than they are to
any reality. Sadly, they have little understanding or
knowledge of those reckless business pileups whose victims
fill the graveyards of depreciated capitals, or of the daily
sufferings and difficulties faced by the growing masses of
people ejected from production, or indeed, any real economic
activity at all.
They simply refuse to acknowledge the struggle for a larger
share of an already shrinking market, or for simple survival;
a struggle between capitalists which at the moment, it is
true, is largely mediated, transcended and thus whitewashed by
the European “Union”. Moreover, the latter does all it can to
camouflage or deny this struggle for survival, tending to hide
it behind the deceptive screen of unification. This denial is
accompanied by the other, enormous, lie which denies the
reality of class struggle, a piece of mendacity whose
scandalous enormity is matched only by its unparalleled
success among the great and the good. Once that has been
blindly swallowed, simply ignoring the struggle between

monopolies and the conditions under which it takes place is a
comparatively minor offence.
But behind the fair mask of unification, the brawl carries on
unabated, although obviously using appropriate means and
methods. The Maastricht treaty and its single currency were
brought in as one of the most important routes to European
unification. And that continues to be celebrated with
delirious delight by just about the whole bourgeoisie and its
legions of propagandists, as well as anyone else they could
con or simply lead astray. The few discordant voices were
brusquely called to order – what could be more democratic than
that? – or vulgarly taunted by the media pack as “Eurosceptics”. And this cretinous insult, which degrades the
accusers themselves, is even now applied to all those critical
voices whose numbers are swelling by the minute. There is
nothing furtive about this shameless conjuring trick with its
procession of the blind or the bewitched. Even now its
incorrigible disciples deploy their attacks above and beyond
the call of duty.
In fact the process of capitalist concentration is fed and
stimulated by competition artificially sharpened in favour of
the strongest. Far from culminating in a kind of super-power,
its internal contradictions have been exacerbated. The
tendencies of dissolution and decomposition arising from the
profound crisis have spurred these contradictions on,
amplified them and speeded them up. Every day brings fresh
proof of how right Lenin was to criticise Kautsky’s fantasies
about “super-imperialism”. And so, instead of a hierarchical
unification, the sharper and growing inequality divides nation
states and lines them up in dependency upon the strongest,
Germany. At the same time that eminently centrifugal force
which is competition in all of its dimensions not only
separates these countries from each other, but also leads to
divisions between them and increasingly opposes them to one
another.

And that is why, under the capitalist system, the unification
of Europe remains as impossible as squaring the circle. That
explains why all the decisions taken and actions carried out
to achieve unification can only be imposed violently and by
force, which simply makes the contradictions worse, especially
as the cancerous growths which unfailingly appear and spread
unchecked on the sickly body of outdated and decadent
capitalism-imperialism, such as financial speculation,
scandalously exploit these flaws, and in doing so contribute
powerfully to the process of its destruction. Those who set
the euro up and supported it thought it would be the main tool
for achieving unification, but it has acted more and more as
the substantial instrument for disrupting it. The euro will
inevitably blow apart under the pressure of contradictory
forces, and that will sound the death knell on this “united”
Europe as it falls apart. That is unless something else breaks
up the unity before the single currency departs the scene –
since the exact route this process of dismemberment will take
is not yet clear. In any case speculation is more and more
contributing to it.
For example, this April “Eurex” (European Exchange – “Europe’s
Global Financial Market Place”):
“…launched a new interest rate futures based on the notional
long-term bonds issued by the French Republic”.
(www.eurexchange.com/about/press/press_787_en.html).
(Such paper contracts used to exist as a means of speculation,
but disappeared with the introduction of the euro, the symbol
of monetary union.) The vigorous rebirth of these contracts is
an infallible sign of the growing gap between German and
French interest rates (the famous “spread”), a gap which
expresses and measures the separation between these two
economic “entities” and at the same time offers a fruitful
opportunity for speculation. The re-appearance of a
consolidated and expanded “Eurex” after a recent trial run
based on Italian interest rates is yet another indication that

a growing disjunction and distance between the “unified”
economies is anticipated. Need I add that “Eurex” is a
subsidiary of the German stock exchange?
The political expression accompanying this whole rapacious and
disjointed economic process presents a fairly chaotic picture.
There is not yet a strong and conscious European workers’
movement with its own far-sighted and militant political and
trade union organisations. These bodies have been rendered
lifeless by the immense losses they have suffered and decades
of class collaboration on the part of their leaders. Therefore
the reaction of Europe’s proletariat has been scattered,
sporadic and very much reduced to disunited local actions
often hampered by routinism. The great mass of it remains
outside these organisations and, at best, dissipates its
energies in spontaneous and isolated surges based on immediate
and elemental reactions which are often not followed through.
That is how it responds to blows arising from the crisis and
made doubly worse by capitalists who are as calculating as
they are panicked. Worse still, quite significant sections,
thrown off course by their leaders’ treachery, look for a way
out outside of the workers’ movement and fall victim to
fascist or semi-fascist predators.
Indeed, one thing that really translates the emerging economic
divisions in Europe into the language of politics is a fairly
obvious step-change by a large part of the European
bourgeoisie. Visible cracks are appearing in their ranks. One
major part of its national cohorts openly places itself at the
service of the dominant capital in Europe. Another, far from
negligible, sector of the possessing classes and their hired
help fears a recrudescence of working people’s militancy, is
sceptical about the strength and ability of the liberal
bourgeoisie and is excited by a warmed-over, exacerbated
nationalism. It is clearly heading for one or another variety
of revived fascism.
The political formations which have sustained fascist ideology

and which have more or less lurked in the shadows for several
years past are today swelling and growing in strength in
almost every country in Europe. They are occupying an everbroader terrain, taking advantage of the weakness or even
absence of a vigorous workers’ movement. What they express and
develop is the growing separation and opposition, indicated
above, between groupings within local capitalist classes. They
define, fix and codify that opposition in their policies of
separation and national isolation. They focus in the first
place on violent, hate-filled attacks on immigrant workers,
the most vulnerable segment of the proletariat who make up a
significant part of it in Europe. That fact alone completely
exposes the real, undisguised content of their politics as the
most violent response of the bourgeoisie in danger. Fascism
and fascist parties are the warhorse of the awakening
bourgeois opposition and its main agent for breaking up the
European Union. It would be a mistake to forget that this
warhorse is a Trojan horse which makes no attempt to hide the
fact that it carries within its flanks anti-working class and
anti-trade union shock troops.
These fascist parties and their disguised front organisations
appropriate the anti-capitalist vocabulary of the workers’
movement in their conflict and disagreement with the pro-unity
bourgeoisie. This has been made all the easier since these
slogans have been abandoned and even repudiated by the
official leaderships of the workers’ movement. On the other
hand, the fascists use them to attract and trap a part at
least of the disorientated workers and rebellious pettybourgeoisie, like a hunter who conceals his murderous
intentions behind a lure. The economist Heiner Flassbeck came
within a whisker of evoking the conditions which gave rise to
Hitler in the analogy he drew between Germany’s treatment
after World War I and the current situation in the countries
she dominates. It would be a tragic, unpardonable error to
forget that in the 1920s not only Hitler but also Mussolini
used language strongly tinged with anti-capitalism, which –

long after it had led them astray – turned out to be a deadly
trap for workers. Never forget that Hitler’s party
fraudulently styled itself “socialist”, adding the adjective
“national”.
How the bourgeoisie shifts its ground
Its fascist alternative has undoubtedly gained ground, but for
the time being a clear majority of the bourgeoisie and forces
in its decisive organisations shun such a bracing cure for its
problems, believing it can be avoided and in any case is both
costly and pretty unreliable. So the majority of the
bourgeoisie is convinced it can go forward and secure the
success of its policies, including its offensive against
working people, using what might be called classical methods.
However, the working people in question are putting up
vigourous resistance. As it develops and spreads across
Europe, this has raised some doubts in the minds of the antifascist majority of the bourgeoisie about how appropriate and
effective the paths they are following and the methods they
are using actually are. Do they not – they must be asking
themselves – run the risk of provoking a qualitative
intensification of working people’s resistance into a more
powerful and more political movement? The range of responses
has shown cracks in that solid bloc of property owners, and
those who for the moment are shunning recourse to fascism have
in their turn raised proposals for a change of methods. In
particular, the idea has been put forward of supplementing the
destructive policy of one-sided austerity with one of economic
growth.
This bourgeois class is worn out, exhausted and in decline and
it is in practice increasingly resorting to a more and more
utterly basic narrow-minded pragmatism. It would take far too
long to follow step by step the laborious path by which it
came to an understanding of the need for a shift in objectives
and methods. Instead of describing the whole painful quest,
let me just note some of the important milestones along the

way. What made it even harder for them to make this change is
that a policy of growth is very close to if not identical with
Keynesianism, a doctrine of class conciliation which evokes
unhappy memories of concessions they were forced to make,
kicking and screaming, under the insistent pressure of the
proletariat when it was at full strength (1945 – 1975). Be
that as it may, the losses and pains associated with the
crisis have stimulated their thinking sufficiently to at least
partially revive this economic policy. This has been easier
because a – visibly reduced – number of its followers hang on,
like an endangered species, around shrunken bourgeois parties
that are inspired by a superannuated “liberalism” as well as
on the fringes of traditional workers’ parties.
In fact it was François Hollande of the French Socialist Party
who publicly launched the challenge of a policy for growth in
the election campaign in opposition to Sarkozy, who
personified the austerity offensive and its murderous plans.
It is worth emphasising that for months Hollande and his
project were isolated because they did not seem to fit in with
a general atmosphere reeking of the foul breath of the
austerity offensive. At first the whole bourgeoisie arrogantly
scoffed at the idea as preposterous, ironically commenting how
much a policy for growth would cost when everyone was
convinced they had to pay off the debts as soon as possible.
Its representatives had no qualms about getting Angela Merkel
involved in the election campaign, showing her on television
patronisingly sounding off alongside Sarkozy, as they tried to
overtake this maverick troublemaker.
And he did not give way. But the favourable responses to his
project (I am not talking here about working people, but a
growing number of economists) came from outside, in particular
at a seminar held from 12-14 April this year in Berlin by
financier George Soros’s Institute “For New Economic
Thinking”. The Secretary General of the Organisation for
Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) himself, Angel

Gurria, clearly stated that:
“most governments and international bodies are agreed on one
point: we will not bring back confidence and growth simply by
imposing austerity”.
Nobel Prize winning economist

Joseph Stiglitz warned:

“For whatever reason, countries in surplus are imposing costs
on others, and the persistence of these surpluses has
unsustainable consequences”. (Both quoted in Le Monde, 21
April 2012).
Even though he is a notorious speculator, Soros, in Paris on
his way back from this seminar, rammed the message home,
firmly supporting a policy of growth as the only way to free
up the means to pay the debt. Another Nobel Prize winning
economist, Paul Krugman, wrote in the New York Times of 15
April about the:
“apparent determination of European leaders to commit economic
suicide for the Continent as a whole”.
The US bourgeoisie and its thinkers have good reason to
campaign strongly and across a very broad front for growth in
Europe. Faced with competition from all directions, they have
a strong interest in making sure that there is a receptive
European market for US goods. Nor would they be displeased to
curb the appetite of German capital and weaken the damaging
competition it offers to US monopolies.
But the idea of amending the policy of one-sided austerity has
also been making headway among more and more European
economists and politicians of a bourgeois persuasion. In
April, the respected French economist Patrick Artus, supported
by many others, took up a position squarely and unambiguously
against the policy of austerity, showing how inadequate and
dangerous it is. He proposed a policy of monetary expansion
and changing the role of the European Central Bank to support

and guarantee it. Moreover, he clearly predicted (what was
already in the air) that:
“Mr. Hollande is completely correct and he will be supported
by Mariano Rajoy and Mario Monti” (the heads of the Spanish
and Italian governments).
The tide was starting to turn. The people who run
up some initial resistance, but then a whole
economists and leaders spoke out in favour, not
change, but for the most part of a sort of confused
which a muddled, ill-defined growth occupied
prominent place.
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Then the elections in Greece and France assumed a particular
significance, much greater than is usually the case. They laid
down a public and official marker of massive and total
rejection of the bourgeoisie’s offensive against social gains
and its austerity plans. In the same breath, the two elections
saw the emergence of the first independent political
regroupments of the European proletarian resisting capital and
was their first baptism of fire. (Do not, of course, overlook
the noisy appearance of fascist parties.)
Finally even the German leaders, Angela Merkel and her finance
minister Wolfgang Schäuble, announced that they, too, agreed
with a policy of economic growth. Everybody, along with Mario
Draghi, was now talking about a policy which obviously (!)
would need to be applied in full compliance with tight
budgetary plans. In unison they emphasised that austerity and
privatisations should retain their priority status, even ahead
of growth. All in all, they had to take account of their
gradually growing isolation but, firmly acting as they do on
behalf of the dominant monopolies, they resolutely held the
course they had set.
But then another significant event shook the leaders of the
austerity offensive with their unwavering dogmas. The several

weeks of strikes and demonstrations by 3.6 million German
engineering workers undoubtedly provided them with food for
thought.
On 19 April, after lengthy negotiations, the IG Metall union
won a wage rise of 4.3%, well above the estimated 2012
inflation rate of 2.3%. It is entirely legitimate to consider
this a step forward after 20 years of wage cuts and
“moderations” (the last time they got an actual increase was
…1992!). It came immediately after a wage rise of 6.3% for
public service workers, also following a broad movement.
However, that 4.3% rise was a compromise between the 6.3%
demanded and the original offer of 3% from the employers.
One can only very much and with deep satisfaction welcome
these results, which have made a considerable breach in the
concrete ramparts of austerity, even if it is hard to describe
them as a victory in view of the considerable concessions the
bureaucrats of IG Metall made over an important point in their
own demands. The employers refused to regularise the
employment of casual workers hired on short-term contracts.
The union chiefs bowed to this refusal, although there are
already almost a million casual workers in the sector. In the
same way the bureaucrats accepted the employers’ refusal to
provide automatic full-time employment of apprentices at the
end of their two years of training. Despite overall progress,
we cannot talk of a complete victory because of these
retreats, which break up unity in workers’ ranks. The final
outcome of these negotiations, therefore, brought some
consolation for political leaders even if it did not entirely
reassure them.
What was won was enough to shake the compact wall of the
authorities and their government, especially if you add the
results of a regional election (following those in Greece and
France) in North Rhine-Westphalia, Germany’s most heavily
populated region and a centre of the working class. Merkel’s
Christian Democrats (CDU) suffered a notable defeat at the

hands of the Social Democratic Party (SPD) there, even though
Die Linke – a party you could compare with Syrisa in Greece
and Front de Gauche in France – lost a lot of votes. Although
we didn’t get the hat-trick, it clearly put supporters of the
anti-working class offensive under growing pressure.
With that, all Europe’s leaders, even the Germans, started to
talk about the vital need for growth. But they all also
obediently tipped their hats to the sacrosanct European Budget
Treaty, which is actually a handbook of measures to wage the
bourgeois offensive. Partisans of growth, like Hollande, talk
about it as a supplement to the Budget Treaty, while Merkel
and Co. very clearly emphasise the imperatives of the Treaty
as an essential condition for any measures to encourage
growth. At this stage it looks as if everybody is being very
careful not to say exactly what they mean by “policies for
growth”.
Forced to switch tactics, the bourgeoisie maintains its
strategic offensive
A lot could be said about the different ways to achieve
economic growth in the capitalist system, but under prevailing
conditions there are only two main historically-validated
methods.
The first could be described as a policy inspired by a version
of Keynes’ doctrines. To put it briefly, it rests on the state
massively injecting financial credits for production and
investment, and on broad market demand sustained by high
wages. The second could be described as the exact opposite,
removing the state from that role on the basis that the market
supposedly regulates itself, and hoping to drive growth by
supplying goods more cheaply.
Obviously there is a considerable difference between the two.
In the first instance, wage rises are an indispensable
economic condition for growth and for increased and sustained

demand, guaranteed by the state standing outside the vagaries
of the market. In the second, however, the low level of wages,
by reducing production costs, is supposed to provide a lower
and therefore more competitive price. As for financing the
economy (investment, credit), that is left entirely to the
fluctuations of the market.
Very often, the two paths to growth are distinguished crudely
and vulgarly as demand management in the first instance and
supply-side policy in the second.
The bourgeoisie only turned to the Keynesian path (the first
instance) very unwillingly and in a difficult situation in
which it faced a vigorous workers’ movement. But it is also
true that this policy almost immediately inevitably engenders
colossal inflation. That is precisely one of the bourgeoisie’s
arguments, if not the most important one, against Keynesian
policy. They always object that it is impracticable because
the generally relatively high level of wages and their
consistent growth cause great inflation.
However, this statement is a cynical lie often used and
repeated as a myth or an axiom as if it required neither to be
proven nor examined more closely. In fact the fable that
rising wages cause inflation both deliberately conceals a very
significant and different reality and at the same time
slanders and abuses workers. The reality concealed behind this
barefaced lie is quite simply the contradictory and unequal
relationship between workers and capitalists.
When the general level of wages rises beyond a certain point
acceptable for the mechanism of the economic system, the share
of the profits which falls to the capitalists as their
individual revenue ought to diminish by at least as much in
order to balance out the “excess”. But capitalists will never
accept a reduction in the share of the profits which falls to
them as revenue while wages rise. On the contrary, the general
tendency is to increase this revenue excessively, not to

mention the other share of the profit which is wasted on
financing immense parasitical phenomena and activities which
weigh heavily on the currency. In fact what is expressed in
inflation is the tension arising from the specific
contradiction between this large useless expenditure and the
contribution made by production in relation to these expenses.
This is one more irrefutable proof that this elevated – i.e.
decent – level of wages is incompatible with capitalism over
any length of time. That therefore relegates all the slogans
about a “fair redistribution” of profits to the already overfilled ranks of utter fantasies. (Which does not exclude the
adoption of such slogans under particular circumstances, where
their only value is educative, to demonstrate in practise how
untenable and awful capitalism is).
After this short but necessary detour, we must get back to the
controversy which sets the various groupings in the European
bourgeoisie and their representatives at each others’ throats:
on the one side the solid defenders of German monopolies, and
on the other those who speak for the bourgeoisies they
dominate. A struggle has started over which of the two models
of economic growth to adopt.
There is a real risk that the offensive against the rights and
social advances workers have made will mutate into or get
mixed up with a struggle to create better conditions for
economic growth. This is a serious and weighty danger. It
would mean taking the path of wage cuts, speed-up and
deteriorating working conditions, the extension of casual
working, the destruction of rights; everything that would help
reduce costs and restore and increase that famous
competitiveness that is now so glorified, with a heavy
nationalistic flavour.
With a touch of the wand, the current offensive against the
working class would magically become a method and a means to
get economic growth. Soon it will no doubt be presented as a
noble contribution to growth rather than a direct attack aimed

at wiping out the debt. That debt is not going to disappear,
but the general offensive against the working class could well
re-appear, lightly disguised and in the form of a change in
this tactic of frontal attack on the working class and the
gains it has made into a more beguiling tactic of fighting for
economic growth.
It is not excluded that the outcome of the controversy now
starting will include some sort of mixture of the two variants
of growth, a sort of rotten fruit of a compromise which will –
there is no doubt on this score – retain the decisive elements
of the anti-working class offensive.
From now on working people have every reason to concentrate
their efforts on defending their gains and rights, in
particular those which are particularly threatened and picked
on a drag and a hindrance to classical capitalist economic
growth. They are for the most part condensed and contained in
the arrangements in the various country’s labour laws (which
have all had a battering anyway) and the positive regulations
which protect workers from the growing spread of
casualisation. It goes without saying that a close eye must be
kept on how wages develop in order to stimulate a constant
struggle to increase them, especially since the capitalists,
who might even grant a wage increase in “the interests of
growth”, have already announced that they are prepared to
allow a certain level of inflation. You can be sure – also in
advance – that this level will settle at the precise point
where inflation wipes out any benefits from a wage increase.
One thing is certain: the almost simultaneous appearance in
Greece and in France of radical political organisations
clearly to the left of the Socialist Parties is no accident.
They express the first sizeable independent political
regroupments of the European proletariat, clearly based on its
class interests in opposition to the bourgeoisie and its
servants.

After so many decades of retreats and defeats, the birth of
these organisations is an encouraging sign that could be
followed in other countries, such as with their German
precursor, “Die Linke”. So it is hardly surprising, after so
many often bitter experiences, mistakes and disappointments
both tragic and regrettable, that these new formations see the
light of day as coalitions of forces and organisations that
have joined together. And that is why, besides the fact that
they are the first-born, these coalitions of groups cannot
come into the world fully armed like Pallas Athene of
mythology from the head of Zeus. They do not possess the inner
consistency nor have they had the time needed to work out and
test a complete framework for the historical struggle of the
proletariat. Considerable as it is, their role in this most
important and now irresistible awakening of the working class
and its path towards re-conquering a complete theoretical,
political and organisational framework will no doubt be
transitory.
Certainly their halfway-house position gives rise to notable
weaknesses in all these organisations but, in the furnace of
experience and struggle, they will have the opportunity to
evolve rapidly – in either a good or a bad direction.
The first inconsistency is that these organisations, while
expressing a correct independent policy in the face of and
against the bourgeoisie’s general offensive, still remain
dependent on the trajectory that same bourgeoisie follows.
Syriza in Greece and Front de Gauche in France define
themselves in relation to the policy of the bourgeoisie; they
do not have an independent working-class policy. That is why
they have sought a place on the bourgeoisie’s chess-board and
will eventually try to stand alongside the “progressive” wing
that has recently appeared in the form of the growth policy I
described as neo-Keynesianism.
The second weakness is also bound up with the partial nature
of their break with the bourgeoisie. It is their containment

within national boundaries, as that class is, which prevents
them from appearing on an (at least) European stage in order
for example to bring about the unity of their slogans and
actions on an international level. This national horizon also
blocks them from organising their movements at a European
level, particularly in Italy and Spain. Instead of being open
to Europe, they confine themselves to occasional contacts and
meetings, like any old-style bourgeois or social democratic
party.
But despite these weaknesses and gaps, it is obvious that all
working people and every single one of their organisations
should help and support them. In France, the three Trotskyist
organisations (two of which can lay ever-diminishing claim to
the name) have made a big mistake in refusing to join Front de
Gauche in an electoral alliance. It is high time to put that
right. No formation which claims reference to class struggle
should waste its efforts; they should all support these
promising experiences, Front de Gauche in France and Syriza in
Greece, first of all by helping them to turn decisively
towards the trade unions and organise with them a broad and
militant European front with massive actions.
The struggle for the nationalisation of the banks under
workers’ control has a special place here as the only
effective way to struggle against the crisis and its effects.
In this framework, the demand to refuse to repay the debt
incurred by a prodigal and careless bourgeoisie will also have
value as a test of how determined people are to break with
that class.
Finally, it is high time to open a broader horizon and a
consistent struggle against a Europe of poverty and break-up,
to prepare and achieve a Working People’s Europe.
While working people and their organisations as a whole
recognise the value of these new formations, support and aid
should also be extended to those in other workers’ parties who

seriously oppose concepts of economic growth that are thought
up and put into practice against the interests of the working
class. There is no reason to criticise and condemn support for
a political action that is correct, even if it is socialdemocratic; the mistake would be to buy into it completely and
accept and identify with it.
Balazs Nagy, Member, Workers International,
May 2012

