Sloganeering and coat-tails
– A response to some South
African activists
John Appolis, Ahmed Jooma and Shaheen Khan have kindly passed on texts
they have produced dealing with the current political situation in South
Africa, as well as a contribution to discussion by Oupa Lehulere.
I must apologise for the delay in responding to these texts. It is not
easy to orientate oneself from a great distance away.
I have to confess I am still at a loss to understand why the various
authors continue to place their hopes for the future in an alliance with
this or that faction of the “official” liberation movement, the ANC, when
the country has seen major irruptions of the working class into public
affairs. The events around the miners’ struggle and Marikana unleashed a
huge wave of industrial action. All this was reflected in the December
2013 Special Conference decisions of Numsa and the progress made since
then in consolidating a combative new trade union federation.
The fact is I find the arguments presented in these texts unconvincing
and misleading.
Ahmed and Shaheen compare the current situation in South Africa with that
in Germany in 1932, on the eve of the Nazi seizure of power. On this
basis, they recommend that workers and young people in South Africa
should fall in line behind the Democratic Alliance, the South African
Communist Party, the various anti-Zuma factions of the African National
Congress (ANC) and the Economic Freedom Fighters (EFF) of Malema in the
“Zuma Must Go!” bandwagon. To ward off the danger of being overwhelmed by
all of that, they append a wordy “socialist” programme and cross their
fingers behind their back.
Revolutionary tactics cannot be deduced from a cook-book. Empiricists
identify any phenomenon abstractly (that is, they reduce it to a name, a
suitable label, leaving out all its complexity, internal and external

contradictions, motion, indeed its very life) and place this definition
confidently in the appropriate pigeonhole. When another phenomenon arises
with superficial similarities to the first, they say: “Ahah!”, sort
through their files, triumphantly fish out the label and the attached
recipe and tie it to the new situation.
They forget the warning traditionally drummed into medical students:
“Therapy is easy; diagnosis is difficult”. Patients who present with
apparently similar symptoms may be suffering from very different
diseases, and require quite different treatment
Without writing a full-on history of Germany between the World Wars, it
is useful to recall some essential details about the situation in which
revolutionary Marxists called for a United Front of working-class parties
to stop Hitler from coming to power.
For all her problems, Germany under the Weimar Republic was a highlydeveloped modern, industrial, imperialist state. There was a very
numerous and politically-conscious working class which had built not only
its own mass, nominally Marxist, Social-Democratic Party (SPD) but also a
the most significant revolutionary Communist Party (KPD) outside of the
Soviet Union.
This working class had made enormous experiences of struggle in the
course of World War I and the following 14 years. At one point a short
lived-socialist republic had been proclaimed. Workers had organised
strike waves, military and naval insurrections, a general strike to
defeat a right-wing coup attempt, workers’ and soldiers’ councils in many
cities and actual Red Armies in some industrial regions. In 1923, the
year of the great inflation, there had been serious moves to prepare,
equip and carry out a workers’ revolution.
The large German Communist Party was inspired and materially supported by
the successful revolution in Russia and the workers’ state established
there.
The Nazi regime was a reckless, foolhardy (and of course profoundly
criminal and barbaric) option forced upon the German bourgeoisie by the
rival imperialist powers who prevailed in World War I. It was underpinned

by a (fairly) worked-out ideology of blood, soil, violence and conquest.
This involved extreme nationalism, racism (towards all allegedly “nonAryan” races and most immediately affecting the millions of Jews living
in Europe), a leadership cult based on utter subjection of the mass,
hero-worship, militarism and a simplistic concept of the survival of the
fittest. Another aspect of this ideology was utter hatred of all kinds of
Marxism and a determination to stamp out Communism in the USSR and
everywhere.
We do criticise the policies and actions of the Soviet-led Communist
International (CI), and consequently of the German KPD, during the period
of “bonapartist” rule by Heinrich Brüning, Franz von Papen and Kurt von
Schleicher between 1929 and 1933. First of all, these alleged Marxists
did not see the real depth of the coming catastrophe. They had a
mechanical view of the effects of the economic meltdown of 1929.
The CI of the day saw the Social Democrats (the reformist socialist
party) and the Nazi Party as “not antipodes but twins”. After all, a
Social-Democratic government inflicted welfare cuts and austerity
measures on the working class and sent armed police to shoot workers
demonstrating on May Day. A Social-Democratic minister had said in 1919
“someone has to play the bloodhound” and unleashed vicious right-wing
paramilitaries on revolutionary workers. Could the Nazis be any worse?
But of course, they were!
The second mistake the CI made, as a consequence, was that they did not
anticipate what damage Hitler would inflict on the workers’ and socialist
movement, which was comprehensively crushed with the use of extreme
violence and intimidation once Hitler was elected German Chancellor. The
CI and KPD leaders thought that Hitler’s accession to power would
generate enough mass resistance among workers to lead to a Communist
counter-stroke: “After Hitler, us!” they said.
The third mistake the CI and the KPD made was to believe that they could
win over Social Democratic workers by propaganda alone, just by browbeating them with arguments. They offered a “United Front from below” to
SPD supporters against their own leaders. In effect, they were saying:

“if you agree with us, join our United Front on our terms” instead of
“let’s see how we can get your leaders to work with ours to stop Hitler”.
This attitude let the leaders of the SPD and the trade unions “off the
hook”, because it was clearly not a serious attempt to overcome the
division in the working class. If they had been sincere about a united
front, the KPD leaders would have negotiated jointly-acceptable terms on
which to organise one with the Social-Democratic party and trade union
leaders. In the face of the Nazi threat, such a workers’ united front
could have made sense.
It is worth quoting what Trotsky wrote in 1932 in Germany, What Next?,
not in order to appeal to some Holy Writ, but to get to grips with how
the dynamics of class relations are approached:

“ Without hiding or mitigating our opinion of the Social Democratic
leaders in the slightest, we may and we must say to the Social Democratic
workers, ‘Since, on the one hand, you are willing to fight together with
us; and since, on the other, you are still unwilling to break with your
leaders, here is what we suggest: force your leaders to join us in a
common struggle for such and such practical aims, in such and such a
manner; as for us, we Communists are ready.’ Can anything be more plain,
more palpable, more convincing?
In precisely this sense I wrote – with the conscious intention of
arousing the sincere horror of blockheads and the fake indignation of
charlatans – that in the war against fascism we were ready to conclude
practical military alliances with the devil and his grandmother, even
with Noske and Zörgiebel.”
But there was another side to the question of the United Front, a tactic
which the Communist International under the leadership of Lenin and
Trotsky had adopted: applied incorrectly, it could also become a cover
for passivity and inaction. Further on in the same text, Trotsky wrote:

“In the hands of the Stalinist bureaucracy, the policy of the united
front became a hue and cry after allies at the cost of sacrificing the
independence of the party. Backed by Moscow and deeming themselves
omnipotent, the functionaries of the Comintern seriously esteemed

themselves to be capable of laying down the law to the classes and of
prescribing their itinerary; of checking the agrarian and strike
movements in China; of buying an alliance with Chiang Kai-Shek at the
cost of sacrificing the independent policies of the Comintern; of reeducating the trade union bureaucracy, the chief bulwark of British
imperialism through educational courses at banquet tables in London, or
in Caucasian resorts; of transforming Croatian bourgeois of Radich’s type
into Communists, etc., etc. All this was undertaken, of course, with the
best of intentions, in order to hasten developments by accomplishing for
the masses what the masses weren’t mature enough to do for themselves.”
The mistake the CI leaders then made after they had digested the depth of
the disaster that Hitler’s take-over represented, was to believe that
there was a way to prevent the spread of fascism by forming an alliance
with “democratic”, anti-fascist capitalists in which the interests of the
working class were clearly and officially subordinated to the leadership
of the bourgeoisie. This policy of a so-called “Popular Front” also
enters our story, because it is the entire foundation and backbone of the
policy of the CI’s successors (although the body itself was wound up
during World War II) towards the colonial liberation movement in general
and the African National Congress in particular. They dressed this tribal
and bourgeois formation up as the main revolutionary force in South
Africa and systematically over many years did everything they could to
subordinate the South African working class to it.
But it was the black working class which drove the struggle against
apartheid forward. Nevertheless in 1990-1994, the ANC, supported by the
SACP and in close dependence upon imperialist governments, the mining
monopolies and the parties of the white minority, carried out its own
form of “state capture”. Subsequent history (as many can explain) has
exposed what this “state capture” actually meant.
Is Zuma Hitler?
No, Zuma is Zuma.
Since the end of apartheid rule, governments of the ANC in alliance with
the SACP and Cosatu have all provided a democratic screen, engaging the

support of as many local forces as possible while serving the interests
of international capital. Apartheid was ended and majority rule installed
by arrangement with the international mining companies, major banks and
imperialists governments.
The Triple Alliance was cobbled together from individuals in exile all
over the world parachuted into positions of authority in the major
institutions, including the trade union movement. “Sections” of the South
African bourgeoisie black and white were appeased to various extents to
make the Triple Alliance workable, while the commercial headquarters of
the big mining companies were prudently moved abroad to major imperialist
centres such as London. It is the imperialists’ requirements which have
predominated ever since under a veneer of national independence and selfgovernment.
But the Triple Alliance was fragile and it is breaking up, above all
under the pressure of the masses, first and foremost the working class.
Now candidates for power in South Africa must demonstrate to the
satisfaction of their international imperialist masters that they can
directly confront and subjugate that pressure. Zuma is up for the job,
equipped with the necessary qualities and eager to enjoy the fruits of
such work.
Such regimes practice a level of self-enrichment at the expense of their
own peoples which is not merely tolerated but actually encouraged by
their international patrons. These regimes were conceived in corruption
and live by it. They steal state property with impunity, rob the public
treasury and have been known to “nationalise” and then take over (or sell
to cronies) traditionally-owned tribal land, etc.
They will play every vile trick to protect their access to wealth,
including crushing democratic protests, imprisoning and murdering
opponents and fanning ethnic differences into open conflict.
To retain local control over their populations they rely on tribal elites
bought with a fraction of the loot often alongside the straightforward
rule of gangsters.

Such are the shared characteristics of African “independence” regimes.
And for that reason, they are instable regimes of crisis. But although
they share some features with fascist regimes (for example, suspension of
the “rule of law”, crimes against the people, even outright genocide in
some cases) they are not as such fascist regimes.
Labelling them “fascist” can be quite misleading. Tony Blair and George
W. Bush branded Saddam Hussain a “fascist” in order to justify the second
Gulf war. They went to war against the “fascist” Hussain, but it was the
Iraqi people they were aiming at and actually hit. You could say the same
about their treatment of Libya under Ghaddafi and Syria under Assad, all
in different ways.
Confusing Popular Front and United Front

“The Popular Front”, Ahmed Jooma and Shaheen Khan correctly say “is the
main strategic weapon of the bourgeoisie to tie the hands of the working
class to the interests of the bosses”. However, they soon go on to urge
NUMSA and its allies to plunge straight into – a sort of Popular Front!
They spend five sentences enumerating the forces predominating in the
“anti-State Capture Movement” which make it very clear that this is a
mass popular movement around a “single issue” (i.e “Zuma Must Fall!”).
They then write: “The class character of these movements is not as
important to ordinary people as the fact that they are ready to take up
the fight practically and immediately”.
Yes, it is good for the masses to get involved in political action. But
it is the job of revolutionary movements to point out the things which
are really important to ordinary people above and beyond what the
bourgeoisie presents as important.
Ahmed Jooma and Shaheen Khan think that the presence of a working-class
force inside the movement armed with “its own programme and banner” will
magically convert the Popular Front into a United Front. It is worth
quoting what they say in full:

“ 20: The task of the proletariat and its leadership is to join the
general movement. However, in doing so it enters the fray under its own

programme and banner. It applies the policy of the united front which is
‘unity in action’. March separately. Strike together”.
However, they have just spent more than a few lines describing the class
character of the “general movement” in considerable detail, which makes
it clear that this movement is NOT a workers’ united front but a crossclass popular front irrespective of whatever programme and banner we
Marxists “enter the fray” under.
Comrade Appolis (“Critical Comments on the article: Platform of the Left
Bloc in the Zuma Must Go Campaign by Comrades Ahmed Jooma and Shaheen
Khan”) notes the discrepancy here (which is to his credit). He also sees
the need to build a core of politically-conscious leading activists with
a breadth of vision which extends beyond the parochial. However, he both
turns his back on the main force able to bring about such a cadre (which
is NUMSA and the new trade union federation) and proposes a different
version of the same popular front which Ahmed and Shaheen put foward:

“The working class and its forces should enter this conflict with its
own vision, strategy and demands. It should enter it against the big
bourgeoisie and its system of accumulation by calling for Zuma to go. And
this call is in line with the sentiments and mood of the masses”.
Further on he notes: “the working-class movement exhibits numerous
weaknesses – organisationally, politically and ideologically. It is
marked by fragmentation, low levels of mass implantation and has a very
disperse advance guard who are caught up in the immediacy of its issues.”
He is impatient of the developments among organised workers:

“The trade unions are only now in the beginning phase of shaking off the
effects of years of false politics, bureaucracy and inertia. Legalism and
an excessive emphasis on an industrial relations’ approach to class
struggle seems to still frame its politics and methodologies. Its social
base is not as yet at the cutting edge of anchoring a mass movement.
NUMSA/SAFTU have so far express some correct sentiments but have a way to
go.”
It is true that trade unions cannot solve all the political problems of

the working class. The characteristics which John Appolis lists reflect
one side of the conditions under which trade unions operate: they deal
with the day-to-day problems of their entire membership containing a wide
range of men and women with a variety of outlooks; they deal with breadand-butter issues; they deal with employers; they stand up for their
members’ rights day by day within with the legal and political framework
of class relations and understandably both work within it and work to
improve it using established channels.
Trade unions have to have an administrative machine and responsible
leaders. If they are doing their job properly they have to spend a lot of
effort on organisational matters. This is their strength as class
organisations but at the same time it makes them susceptible to the
influence of the employers’ class.
What was overwhelmingly striking, following Marikana and the resulting
wave of mass industrial working-class action, was that the leaders of
NUMSA decided to use their union’s resources in order to lay the basis
for a political development by their class. The quantity of experiences
mounting up of 20 years of majority rule under the Triple Alliance turned
into a new quality, the determination to work for a new political
organisation which would fight for the interests of the working class,
the fulfilment of the promises of the liberation struggle.
The trade union movement is not just some undifferentiated mass. There is
a mass movement and there are leaders at various levels. Some leaders
were not equipped to draw political lessons from the struggles that broke
out. Others were loath to escape their intellectual vassalage to the
Triple Alliance. It is enormously to the credit of NUMSA’s leadership
that the union has taken forward its special conference decisions of 2013
into
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confederation around new positions in the movement.
Unlike them, Comrade Appolis is looking for a short-cut to overcoming the
movement’s “numerous difficulties”. He says:

“What the demand for Zuma to go offers is an opportunity to unite these
struggles, give them a national expression and a connection to a common

national cause. The present conjuncture requires this qualitative shift
in the struggles of the working class. And the Zuma must go provides the
basis to effect such a qualitative shift.

“The unification of these struggles on a national basis will not amount
to an artificial manoeuvre. Rather it will organically weave together the
thousands of different struggles of the masses into a national stream.
This will place the working class in a position to articulate an
alternative ideological and political explanation of the political
economy of corruption, of the class character of the ANC and its
factions, of the nature of the South African social formation and the
position of white monopoly capital therein”.
On this basis, he asserts: “This coalescing and cohering of a nation-wide
cadre of militants with their thousands of connections with the concrete
struggles of the masses is the key task of the moment”.
To achieve this, he proposes:

“The starting point is to convene a National Assembly of Representatives
of the Struggling Formations of the Working Class, especially those at
the cutting edge of the anti-corruption struggles, for instance
Outsourcing Must Fall movement, Abahlali Freedom Park, Housing Assembly,
Tembelihle Crisis Committee, SECC, Black Sash, R2K and many others. It is
these formations that must anchor the movement against the Zuma Bloc and
white monopoly capital. The coalescing of these formations on a national
scale with clarified class perspectives on the political economy of
corruption and crystalizing around a common set of demands shall enable
the working class to make its presence and imprint felt on the national
anti-corruption movement. NUMSA and SAFTU are to be engaged to be part of
this initiative. At some point overtures should also be made towards
COSATU to come on board.”
However, he proposes all this under conditions where the movement is
dominated by the demagogy of various self-seeking sectors and above all
of the Economic Freedom Fighters of Julius Malema.

“White Monopoly Capital” and demagogy of every kind

Oupa Lehulere is even more pessimistic about the role that organised
labour can play than is John Appolis. But this only becomes clear at the
end of a long and rather confusing article, Cronin and Company harness
Marxism to the service of White Monopoly Capital (The SACP and the
Cronification of Marxism), which foregrounds the significance of “white
monopoly capital”.
At the heart of Lehulere’s emphasis on “white monopoly capital” is the
idea that the future of the mass movement must involve an alliance with
one or another “sector” of South Africa’s black bourgeoisie as a
stepping-stone into the political arena; that such an alliance is
essential and possible against the common enemy, “white monopoly
capital”.
To put it briefly: The whole basis for the “Zuma Must Fall” agitation is
that in robbing the state finances alongside his Gupta associates, Zuma
is seeking to (or obliged to) “capture” the South African state, turning
it from a democracy of some sort into his own personal fiefdom.
The existence of black capitalists in South Africa is noted and they are
classified into two main sectors. The “credit” bourgeoisie are said to be
those who were bought off by the big international corporations with
credits which enabled them to become shareholders and then branch out
into businesses of their own. (One thinks of the former miners’ union
leader Cyril Ramaphosa).
The “tenderpreneurs” on the other hand, are those who exploit any kind of
relationship with the ruling alliance in order to win contracts to carry
out public or government works. Jacob Zuma and his Gupta associates are
meant to be placed in this category.
It is made into an article of faith that these are two separate groups
who constitute the South African black bourgeoisie. Essentially, all
those who call for the South African workers’ movement to advance by
joining the “Zuma Must Fall” campaign are arguing for the workers and the
masses to support the “credit” sector of capitalists.
Zuma carried out a cabinet reshuffle in March this year, removing Finance
Minister Pravin Gordhan and replacing him with the supposedly more

malleable Malusi Gigaba. Gigaba appointed as an advisor a well-regarded
left-leaning associate professor at Wits University, Chris Malikane.
Malusi Gigiba may have had good reason to believe that Malikane was a
Zuma loyalist, but he apparently had not gone into detail about how he
(Malikane) rationalised that position. That became clearer when people
got around to reading what Malikane actually wrote. Take How to break
monopoly

white

capital

for

example

(http://www.iol.co.za/news/opinion/how-to-break-monopoly-white-capital-87
79291).
Malikane starts dramatically by saying: “The class structure under
colonialism or apartheid remains intact. The African is at the bottom of
the food chain. The darkest skin performs the toughest job at the lowest
wage.”
He goes on: “Even within the capitalist class, the darkest skin is the
lowest in the hierarchy. It should also be mentioned that, within the
African capitalist class, the upper stratum which is credit-based is
found inside, and accumulates directly through, established white
monopoly capitalist structures.”
And: “White monopoly ownership and control of state power is even more
secured if the government in place is democratic, since the masses
believe ‘this is our government, we voted for it’. Yet, what cannot be
explained is why ‘our government’ is failing to resolve our centuries-old
problem of white monopoly of social power.

“The battle over the removal of the finance minister is the battle waged
by white monopoly capital in alliance with the credit-based black
capitalist, against the rise of the tender-based black capitalist class,
which also has links with the leadership of political parties.”
He explains further: “South Africa has now entered a phase of intense
rivalry between capitalist groupings. In this phase, it is not possible
to advocate political abstention, especially of masses of the oppressed
and super-exploited African working class.

“The fight against white monopoly capital and its black/African allies,

is an integral part of the struggle to consummate the national democratic
revolution.”
(The reference to “consummating the national democratic revolution’ rings
rather hollow in the mouth of a man who asserts that “white monopoly
ownership and control of state power is even more secure if the
government in place is democratic”, etc.)

“The tender-based black capitalist class”, he continues, “is not likely
to win without the support of the mass of the black and African working
class. Unlike its white counterpart, the tender-based black capitalist
class has no coherent historical international backing. Its relationship
with the organised working class, which is the only force that is capable
of disrupting white monopoly capitalist power at production, is very weak
if non-existent.

“ Nevertheless, from the standpoint of the objective analysis of the
class forces, in so far as the tender-based capitalist class has begun
the war against the dominant white monopoly capitalist class, it has to
be encouraged.” (my emphasis – B.A.)
And in order to “encourage” that “tender-based black capitalist class”,
Malikane took a government job under Zuma!
Apart from that one little detail, his proposals are the mirror image of
those of Ahmed, Shaheen, Appolis and Lehulere. They all say that the
South African working class is in no state to lead the struggle; its only
hope to get into the game is on the coat-tails of this or that “sector”
of the bourgeoisie; either sector. Toss a coin …
Lehulere is so enamoured of the phrase “white monopoly capital” that he
uses it nearly sixty times in his article. It is a conception he
profoundly shares with Malikane (and many on the radical left in South
Africa). It is a phrase which seems to evoke the condition of the black
masses, and it does capture one side of the imperialist oppression of the
people of South Africa. However, it leaves out so much about imperialism
that is easily abused by demagogues.
If it is thought mainly to be the whiteness of the foreign monopolies

(which are indeed in the main run by rich white men) which enables them
to exploit and oppress the people of South Africa, then the suggestion is
left open that black capitalism is a less daunting prospect.
What is startling is that Malikane’s proposals are also barely different
from the proposals of Julius Malema and the Economic Freedom Fighters
(EFF), proposals which “radical lefts” such as Rehad Desai now laud to
the skies in the TV documentary Julius vs the ANC! “White monopoly
capital” continues to rule South Africa, is the cry. Resources and
industries must be taken away from the control of “white monopoly
capital” and nationalised.
The fact that Chris Malikane’s attitude is simply as it were a
photographic negative or reversed mirror image of the attitude of the EFF
etc. places Lehulere in a certain difficulty. While he understandably
defends Chris Malikane against the cynical sophistry of the South African
Communist Party’s Cronin, his own adherence to the theory of “white
monopoly capitalism” is uncomfortable. Mouthing the catch-phrase “white
monopoly capital”, one could support Zuma against his opponents, or just
as easily support Malema, the SACP, the Democratic Alliance et al against
Zuma. It is a formula tailor-made for demagogues.
To put some distance between himself and Malikane, Lehulere drags in a
disagreement over the question of the state.
It would of course have been quite enough to say that Malikane’s decision
to accept a job as an advisor to a minister hand-picked as a crony by
Zuma was either misguided or unprincipled. He (Malikane) may have
imagined that the job would enable him to advance the nationalisation of
the country’s resources and their mobilisation to fulfil the needs of the
population.
But if Lehulere had merely expressed that simple truth, it would have
left open to view how threadbare is the illusion that any “sector” of the
South African bourgeoisie is interested in furthering the interests of
the working class in any way.
So Lehulere raised his understandable disagreement with Malikane’s career
choice to the level of a principled disagreement over the nature of the

state. Lenin is dragged into the discussion, not to mention Gramsci. We
are told to concern ourselves not with “inside the state” or “outside the
sate” but in a different state. It is wrong not merely to sell yourself
for a job on the Zuma payroll, but to direct any demands on the state.
Now whatever Lenin thought about the state (and his works are available
for all to study), he never thought the working class (and the broader
masses) could ignore it. He encouraged workers to place demand upon the
state, to raise their political demands at the level of the government,
the state and the legal system, to try to place their own representatives
in institutions at that level.
The task facing the South African masses has little to do with individual
lefts taking government jobs. What is needed is what NUMSA has put
forward: a united front throughout the masses alongside a movement for
socialism, enriched by a study of the examples of struggles for socialism
around the world and leading to the formation of a genuine workers’
party.
There are no short cuts to this. The organised working class in the
unions in the new federation needs to be a backbone of iron sustaining
this movement. The work has to go forward systematically and soberly. It
can only succeed if, alongside a growing mass of conscious support, a
cadre is steeled in the course of the struggle. The movement must train
itself not to be stampeded or derailed by demagogues of any stripe. The
stakes are too high.
Bob Archer, 23 June 2017

Urgent International Appeal
Help fund our work in Southern Africa
Dear Comrades,

WE are launching an ambitious Appeal to members and supporters
to raise funds for our work in Southern Africa.
It is there that the global re-awakening of the workers’
socialist movement is most concentrated and advanced, and
where material resources are most needed if the movement is to
make the progress which it can and should make.
The Workers Revolutionary Party in Namibia has won a position
where all oppressed and exploited groups in the country turn
to it for help in their struggles.
This is possible because of the party’s thoroughgoing
understanding of the role the South-West African People’s
Organisation (SWAPO) government plays as a caretaker for
imperialism, based on corrupt rule by a narrow tribal
leadership imposed in a deal between the Soviet Union and
various imperialist powers in the early 1990s. This regime is
both a mockery of democracy and a copy-book example of milking
public assets in collusion with imperialist financial
interests.
The heart of the WRP(N)’s work is among the country’s miners.
The Party’s leadership has worked closely over many years with
the TCL miners in their campaign to get back the pensions
stolen from them when the company which employed them was
liquidated. It has united with the most advanced leaders of
the current mine-workers with the aim of making their union
(Mineworkers Union of Namibia – MUN) an effective and classconscious weapon of the country’s working class. Meanwhile,
the WRP collaborates with other present and former miners and
smelter workers campaigning to protect their homes threatened
by financial chicanery by former mine-owners in cahoots with
the government and in pursuing claims against their employers
for work-related illnesses.
The WRP(N) also stands four-square with:
Railway workers trying to track down the theft of state

property;
Road workers protesting against bullying, malpractice and
neglect of health and safety by their foreign employers
contracted to develop the country’s road network;
Fishery workers on the Atlantic coast who have been on
prolonged strike against diminishing wages, overwork and
dangerous conditions. From being the best-paid workers in the
country, they have become among the lowest-paid, while
government-sponsored corruption lets foreign businesses
ransack the rich fisheries around Walvis Bay;
Home-owners defending their homes against collusion between
crooked lawyers and financiers who try to dispossess them;
Young people demanding access to homes;
Small farmers protecting their traditional lands against
seizure by business interests;
Ethnic groups who suffered under German colonial rule seeking
access to the compensation pocketed by SWAPO ministers;
Bushmen too now have a WRP(N) member among their leaders.
Former soldiers seeking access to their pensions, also stolen
by SWAPO ministers;
Former Peoples Liberation Army of Namibia (PLAN) fighters
seeking acknowledgment of and compensation for the deaths and
other sufferings inflicted on them by the SWAPO leaders during
liberation.
The WRP(N) won two parliamentary seats in the 2014 elections,
but is denied the official resources which should accompany
this electoral success. The party has had to spend a good deal
of time fighting off a state-inspired sham “breakaway” which
seriously impeded its work.

Nevertheless it held a very successful second congress in 2015
and is now developing a network of branches and conducting a
serious programme of theoretical education in Marxism for the
new forces coming into the leadership of the Party.
And the WRP is now in touch with the United Front established
by the National Union of Metalworkers of South Africa (NUMSA)
and is preparing to collaborate in its work.
A decisive political break in South Africa
NUMSA launched the United Front initiative in connection with
the decisive break with Stalinism in which it is engaged.
NUMSA has correctly declared the South African Communist Party
(SACP) and the ruling African National Congress (ANC) to be
bourgeois parties and called for a Movement for Socialism to
build a Marxist workers’ party.
What they have established is a genuine United Front bringing
community groups together with trade unions led by the working
class. Its purpose is to stand up for real working class
communities in the context of extreme inequality, exploitation
of workers, unemployment (especially among young people) and
mass poverty.
NUMSA’s aim in building the United Front (and a Marxist
workers’ party) is to transform the National Democratic
Revolution of 1994 (which left the working class out of the
picture and maintained the imperialist exploitation of South
Africa intact) into a socialist revolution led by the working
class.
The United Front has appealed directly to Workers
International to Rebuild the Fourth International for
political, practical and material assistance in standing
United Front candidates in South Africa’s local elections on 3
August.
We are sure these developments inspire and encourage our

sympathisers and supporters as they do us. We have a target of
£5,000 and very little time. Please give generously.
How you can donate
1. Use the button on the top right hand corner of
the workersinternational.info home page marked ‘donate’,
making clear that your donation is for the Southern Africa
Appeal.
2. To transfer from your bank account, send donations to:
Unity trust Bank
Account: The Correspondence Society
sort: 60 – 83 – 01
account: 20059400
3.

Send cheques made out to Correspondence and marked on the

back “Southern Africa Appeal” to : PO Box 68375, London , E7
7DT, UK.
Yours in solidarity,
Bob Archer

Disarmament, Demobilisation
and
Reintegration
of
Namibia’s Ex-combatants
By Hewat Beukes 11 June 2016 at UN PLAZA, Windhoek
Introduction
The struggle for what is today known as Namibia started in
1884 with the advent of German colonialism. At first it

started with the southern peoples, the Nama, Baster, Damara,
the Herero and the Bushman where the Germans had immediately
seized land. The groups initiating the struggle against the
German were first the Nama followed by the Herero. The Baster
later followed.
These struggles against the Germans culminated in the
extermination wars against first the Nama and Herero in 1904-8
and thereafter the Baster in 1915.
In 1919 the League of Nations ceded the administration of the
‘territory’ including Ovambo and Kavango lands with the
Çaprivizipfel’ to South Africa. Having been driven out of
South Africa by ever expanding colonial annexation and land
expropriation, the Khoisan in specific the Rehoboth Basters
were the first to resist. Since 1919 they filed petitions to
the League of Nations to object against South African
colonialism. In 1923 an uprising of the Herero and Baster was
looming in Rehoboth, but the town was encircled by South
African troops with machine guns and canons. The Baster and
Herero were disarmed, the Herero banished from Rehoboth and
more than 40 ‘ringleaders’ of the Baster were to die by firing
squad. A last minute intervention by the League of Nations
staved off the execution. By then the Herero had lost
virtually all their land and the Baster 2 thirds of their
land.
The resistance continued on the political level with frequent
petitions to first the League of Nations and then its
successor in 1945, the United Nations Organisation (UNO).
Civil resistance was continued by the nationalities led
informally by Hosea Kutako of the Herero. He would later
commission Baster, Herero, Ovambo emissaries to the UN to
argue the case for Namibia and present the demands for in
particular the land and self-determination of the nations of
Namibia.
In the meanwhile a new evil had arisen under South African

colonialism. Contract labour. In 1943 as a measure to
institutionalise slave labour from the populous northern areas
of Ovambo and Kavango lands, the South West Africa Native
Labour Association (SWANLA) was established by the South
African Administration. It brought young men from the north
under conditions tying them to specific employers
(owners/hirers) in the south in particular the mines, but also
to the farms. Farmers and even small businesses of all races
and tribes in the south used the facilities of this slave
system.
Farms became killing fields for many of these young workers.
Together with skilled and semi-skilled labour from the south
they built the Namibian infra-structure and untold profits and
wealth for the mining bosses, commercial business and a
fledgling industry including fishing.
The toll on them was horrendous. Besides the horror on farms,
fathers and youngsters were broken from the families in
humiliation and deprivation. It was the most complete system
of deprivation and dehumanisation.
By 1960, the following social-economic and political demands
and expectations, expressly and implied, led in the national
demand for self-determination:
1. An end to contract labour and proper wages and labour
conditions;
2. An end to restriction of movement and pass laws;
3. A restoration of landed property of the Herero, Nama,
Damara and Bushman;
4. The right to self-determination of all nationalities in
the territory now known as Namibia, including the
independence of the Caprivi.
In 1959 there was the Old Location Uprising. SWANU leaders
such as Kaukwetu played distinctive roles in directing the
masses led by Damara and Herero women.

The sixties saw SWAPO initiating a token guerrilla war on the
insistence of the AOU. This was not a serious attempt as
illustrated by the fact that the Commander-in-Chief Sam Nujoma
and his second-in-command Lukas Pohamba from Lusaka visited
the South African Army and Intelligence at the international
airport in Windhoek from where they went to Pretoria after
which they returned to Zambia.
REPRESENTATION
By 1970 the nation was politically represented by tribal
chiefs, SWAPO was an Ovambo tribal organisation, SWANU a
nationalist organisation supported by workers and lower middle
class elements. Workers were embroiled in labour struggles in
particular the contract labourers but by 1978, there was a
fully-fledged national workers movement led by the Rössing
miners articulating broad workers’ demands.
In 1971/2 contract labour staged a national General Strike
which ignited the whole of the Southern African sub-region and
led to 4000 youth fleeing in its aftermath to Zambia following
persecution and torture by northern tribal authorities.
In 1970, in an attempt at a United Front, the National
Convention was convened on 13 November 1970 in Rehoboth by the
tribal chiefs, the Volksparty, SWAPO and SWANU. In response
thereto the UN declared SWAPO the Sole and Authentic
Representative of the Namibian Nation.
This was a clear renunciation of the
Determination of the Namibian People.

Right

to

Self-

Again, in 1975 after the declaration of the Namibia National
Convention as the successor of the National convention the UN
reiterated the status of SWAPO.
But, already a crucial incident had occurred earlier in 1974.
Chief Clemens Kapuuo commissioned by the NC visited Europe and
the United Nations to argue the case for independence for

Namibia. While in Europe he sought the assistance of Peter
Katjavivi the West European Representative of the SWAPO. While
hosting the Chief and his delegation, Katjavivi blocked his
access to African, European and Carribean Governments by
slandering the Chief as a South African agent. The Chief met
closed door upon closed door and was informed of SWAPO’s Sole
and Authentic Representation status.
This broke up the National Convention. The Chief returned and
joined the South African initiative to ostensibly lead Namibia
to self-determination through what would become the Democratic
Turnhalle Alliance in 1976.
This opened the door to forced conscription of Namibians into
the Territorial Army.
There would have been no successful forced conscription if it
was not for this particular event offset by SWAPO’s Sole and
Authentic Representative status.
The malice of this act by the UN and the imperialists is seen
in the fact that at the time they conferred Sole
Representative status on SWAPO, PLAN and SPYL were in
political struggle on the following issues:
1. SWAPO was in alliance with UNITA and South Africa
against MPLA.
2. The SWAPO leaders were selling provisions (clothes,
food, medicines, weapons) donated for the guerrilla war
stored in massive warehouses as wholesalers while PLAN
fighters were dying in the camps of hunger, went
barefeet and many were without weapons.
3. SWAPO had no political programme.
4. SWAPO was not the representative of the Namibian
peoples.
The foreign missions and the United Nations in Zambia were
aware of the full extent as the SWAPO leadership’s inability
to be the Government of Namibia.

SWATF, PLAN and the agreements for DISARMAMENT, DEMOBILISATION
AND REINTEGRATION
It is within the above historical background which the
question of the SWATF and PLAN must be viewed.
With the clear denial by the UN and the imperialists of the
Namibian peoples’ right to choose their own representatives,
tribal chiefs saw their only way out of a prospect of
dominance by a tribal force itself as accepting the prospect
of at least limited self-rule by the colonial power.
A result was forced conscription which saw teenagers and young
men forced into the army most against their will, some out of
joblessness, and a few out of choice. They were from the
working class and poor peasantry.
The war itself was a low intensity war. More SWAPO members
were killed by the SWAPO leadership and the SWAPO leadership
in collaboration with South African than died in the war. The
war reached some degree of seriousness only because of the
commitment of fighters who thought they were fighting a just
cause. Those who excelled were killed, because the war was not
meant to be serious.
(Cassinga in 1978 and 1 April 1990 alone caused an estimated
1500-2000 deaths.) Thousands more were killed and thousands
were not accounted for.
Nevertheless, this ‘war’ is the stuff from which the SWAPO
leadership manufacture enduring myths: the war (meaning they
as freedomfighters) brought independence. SWAPO was not part
of the negotiations, in any event, not a decisive participant:
The terms of independence were determined by the 5-Western
Powers and negotiated with the Soviet Union, and South Africa.
The period 1976-89 had seen a giant working class rise in
South Africa in solidarity with the Namibian working class who
were fighting pitched battles and brought the South African
economy to its knees. By 1989 4 million workers could down

tools at any one time.
South Africa could no longer rule under Apartheid and it found
in the SWAPO leadership the tool to continue its rule.
Thus, since 1982 they worked out the conditions under which
Namibia would become independent. SWAPO as a condition to be
allowed to rule Namibia agreed to every condition guaranteeing
the continued rule of the colonial ruling classes.
The issue of the SWATF and its demobilisation
reintegration were merely technical issues.

and

These modalities were contained in the 1982 and subsequent
agreements and in terms of the Labour conventions of Namibia.
Severance pay, pension and insurance had to be paid out. Jobs
had to be created, preferably by integration into a Namibian
Army.
SWAPO reneged on these terms immediately upon taking over
government.
The reason why they did so and why they could so were twofold:
1. The need to enrich themselves as quickly as possible,
and,
2. The lack of leadership amongst the demobilised soldiers.
3. The lack of good faith from the side of the brokers of
the agreements.
A black irony started to emerge. The issue of PLAN and SWATF
were treated as a moral dichotomy: the one was a freedomfighter and the other a murderer.
However, most PLAN fighters and former SPYL members were
barred from benefits as slandered as spies.
Today, both groups remain on the edge denied income and work.
The criteria for conciliation, benefits and the coveted War

Hero status took contradictory forms: Aupa Indongo a
billionaire and known collaborator with South Africa has been
anointed as War Hero with street names in Windhoek, police
spies and former collaborators are SWAPO parliamentarians:
Elton Hoff, a demobilised SWATF is Supreme Court Judge,
etcetera, etcetera.
The problem which the soldiers and the PLAN face is that they
have no clear programme to counteract the denial of the SWAPO
leadership on the following:
1. No effective counter-propaganda;
2. No effective action plan;
3. No clear set of demands.
Our position is clear as contained in our manifesto. We
support the soldiers not only for compensation but as a
section of the working class of this country which is being
exploited and oppressed.
We will continue to propagate their position as part of our
overall programme for the working class to take political
power.

Two opposed conceptions of
the socialist revolution: A
response to Irvin Jim
A fresh wind really has started to blow from South Africa,
where the leadership of the National Union of Metalworkers
(NUMSA) has responded positively to the growing resistance of
the masses against the African National Congress (ANC) regime

and the situation following the massacre of platinum miners at
Marikana in 2012.
NUMSA proposes to:
(1) Break the trade unions away from the ruling alliance with
the ANC and the South African Communist Party (SACP) because
that alliance has been “captured by hostile forces”
(2) Commission an international study of the history of
previous attempts to establish working class political parties
in different parts of the world in order to prepare to form
one which can defend the interests of working people today
(3) Establish a united front of struggle with all who are
suffering and resisting under the present pro-imperialist
government.
In a few short months since taking these decisions, NUMSA has
successfully organised political schools for its militant
activists and also held an international seminar attended by a
range of left-wing political and trade union activists from
different parts of the world. More recently they have managed
to achieve united-front actions to defend manufacturing jobs
and employment in the country and made great progress towards
organising an actual united front as an instrument to take
forward the struggle of the broad masses of South Africans.
The NUMSA website and other sources now provide a rich stream
of material in the discussion arising from this turn.
The union is at the heart of an increasingly fierce political
and organisational struggle as the panicking supporters of the
ANC-SACP alliance use a familiar range of strategies to
silence and isolate this threat to their class-collaboration
with the imperialist interests which are bleeding South Africa
and her human and material resources.
Late last year they bureaucratically forced through a decision
to expel NUMSA from the Confederation of South African Trades

Unions (COSATU) ̶ a body which NUMSA activists helped to
establish in previous decades in the teeth of apartheid
oppression! Workers’ International stands foursquare with
NUMSA and her allies against this undemocratic move to silence
her.
A campaign of slander and intimidation against NUMSA and her
supporters is now developing (cf. “Reinstate NUMSA in its
rightful place in the leadership of COSATU” in Workers
International Press no. 9.)
This present article seeks to contribute to the discussion
NUMSA has forced open, with particular reference to two
speeches by union general secretary Irvin Jim: his
introduction to the NUMSA political school last January and
the lecture he gave at Witwatersrand University in
commemoration of the SACP activist Ruth First, murdered in
1982 by terrorists in the pay of the apartheid state.
(The text of Comrade Jim’s address to the NUMSA Political
School
on
26
January
2014
is
available
at
https://www.facebook.com/polotiking/posts/691125047574724
.
His Ruth First Memorial Lecture of 15 August 2014 can be read
at http: //www.cosatu.org.za/show.php?ID=9329).
A major strength of Comrade Jim’s speeches is his excoriating
critique of how the ANC/SACP regime has failed to deliver on
the promises it made to the masses when it took office in the
early 1990s (“the 1994 democratic breakthrough” according to
ANC legend). It bears constant repeating: The ANC/SACP made
certain very specific promises when it persuaded workers in
NUMSA to shelve socialist aspects of their programme,
including nationalisation of industry under workers’ control;
it has not delivered. Read these explosive speeches and form
your own conclusions.
A necessary discussion
South

African

workers

and

their

own

leaders

in

the

organisations they control, such as NUMSA, have been trying to
force the leaders of the SACP and the ANC to make good on the
promises they made in the early 1990s, when government rule in
South Africa was peacefully handed over from the apartheid
Nationalist regime to the Alliance. The hope was dangled that
the constitutional handover would start a National Democratic
Revolution (NDR) which would gradually pave the way for a more
radical socialist transformation of society. It seems
inevitable that the present positive and necessary flowering
of political discussion in South Africa should take the form
of trying to hold the political leadership of the movement
around the SACP to make good what it promised then.
The conception of the NDR was rooted in the Freedom Charter
adopted by the SACP and the ANC in the 1950s. But long before
that they were the conceptions of the “official” Communist
movement which dominated working class politics around the
world for a very long time.
There are great and profound issues to air and clarify. What
is special about the “NUMSA moment” is the union’s
determination to mobilise on a mass basis to engage in this
process at the highest political level possible.
At stake are two conflicting views of the way forward for the
working class and broader masses in colonies and former
colonies like South Africa. (But a further note is necessary
here. The Stalinist view already separated such countries off
from the rest of the world in a “Third World”. The opposing,
Marxist, view is an internationalist one which sees capitalism
in its imperialist phase as an international phenomenon and
the working class as an international class, while
understanding that each country embodies a unique combination
of the system’s essential features.)
One strategy, the “two-stage” theory, explained that the first
stage was for the country to achieve its independence. In the
case of South Africa, which was independent but ruled by a

White minority apartheid dictatorship, the first stage was to
achieve majority rule and remove the various forms of
discrimination under which the Black majority suffered. Action
on a “second stage” of carrying out a socialist transformation
of society was to wait until the newly-liberated nation could
build up the economic and social resources needed for that
task. The Freedom Charter adopted in the mid-1950s lays out
this view.
The theory of permanent revolution, on the other hand,
explains that the two stages are in Lenin’s word “entangled”,
that although they are different, they are carried out in an
uninterrupted process.
Unless working people organise and play the decisive role in
dismantling imperialist rule in its various guises, the job
will be botched and incomplete and dangerous remnants of the
old oppression will remain.
Meanwhile, the conditions of world imperialism mean that most
countries cannot hope to replicate the way capitalism in
Western Europe (and then exported to North America) evolved
through a series of stages over many centuries. A gradual
development from feudalism to small-scale capitalism via
manufacture and trade towards the factory system and finally a
fully-fledged “modern” finance capitalism is not an option
today. And the exceptions here prove the rule: Countries which
have apparently achieved this have done so in a leap, either
because like South Korea they had an important role in the
West’s Cold War strategic arrangements, or because, as in
Japan and now China, their rulers have developed methods of
super-exploiting labour to an extreme degree.
Hopes of a new arrival achieving balanced national development
of society and economy today under capitalism are an illusion.
The real way forward involves nationalising industry and
finance under workers control and socialist methods of
planning, and the scope of the plan must be international. The

continent of Africa is one sustained essay on this topic from
the negative side.
Nevertheless, at the decisive moment, when the apartheid
regime faced collapse and a new page was turned, it was the
ANC and the SACP whose policies, based on the Stalinist
conceptions underlying the Freedom Charter, prevailed and won
the support of the trade unions.
Comrade Jim insists that the Freedom Charter written in the
1950s is and remains a valid “mass line” for South Africa. He
attempts to justify this by copious reference to Lenin’s 1905
pamphlet Two Tactics of the Social Democracy in the Bourgeois
Revolution.
Lenin

and

Leninism

really

can

guide

our

revolutionary

socialist movement today. But in reading Lenin’s writings we
should take his life and work as a whole which combined very
solid continuities with momentous changes and development, and
we need to read his various works and understand the tactics
he proposed within their historical context.
Lenin the social-democratic leader
Comrade Jim seems perplexed that some critics of the ANC have
described the Freedom Charter and the whole conception of a
minimum and a maximum programme as “social democratic”. In his
Ruth First lecture he insists:
“Ruth First was killed for the Freedom Charter! Yet today, we
are told that the Freedom Charter was influenced by the
social-democratic fashion of the 1950s. Others even say the
Freedom Charter is now irrelevant. Did Ruth First, and many
others, die for fashion …?”
Of course not! Ruth First, like many countless others, died at
the hands of the bourgeoisie as a fighter in the class
struggle. But the fact that she was deliberately murdered by
the other side does not of itself mean that the political line

and tactics she chose were correct.
The conceptions of “minimum and maximum” programme underlying
the Freedom Charter absolutely are drawn from the
̶
long
outdated
̶
arsenal of social democracy.
This must be known to Comrade Jim. Addressing the NUMSA
Political School in January this year, he quoted effectively
from a well-known author on the subject who was, at the time
he wrote the pamphlet quoted, a leading member of the Second
International and of the Russian Social Democratic Labour
Party, an author who at the time had a lot to say about the
question of maximum and minimum programmes. Jim said, for
example:
“Lenin makes this absolutely clear in his Two Tactics, when he
says: ‘A Social-Democrat must never for a moment forget that
the proletariat will inevitably have to wage the class
struggle for Socialism even against the most democratic and
republican bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie. This is beyond
doubt. Hence the absolute necessity of a separate,
independent, strictly class party of Social-Democracy. Hence
the temporary nature of our tactics of ‘striking jointly’ with
the bourgeoisie and the duty of keeping a strict watch ‘over
our ally, as over an enemy’…” etc.
When he wrote this, in 1905, Lenin (like all the serious
Marxists of the day) was a declared social democrat. Lenin
wrote the pamphlet Two Tactics of Social-Democracy in the
Democratic Revolution during the Russian Revolution of 1905.
The pamphlet explains the Russian Social Democratic Labour
Party’s programme and tactics intended to take that revolution
forward and showed how they could guide the working class in
Russia. He emphasised (in 1905!) how profoundly he identified
at that time with “International Social Democracy”:
“When and where did I ever claim to have created any sort of
special trend in International Social-Democracy not identical

with the trend of Bebel and Kautsky? When and where have there
been brought to light differences between me, on the one hand,
and Bebel and Kautsky, on the other—differences even slightly
approximating in seriousness the differences between Bebel and
Kautsky, for instance, on the agrarian question in Breslau?”
It must be said that what Lenin proposed in 1905 utterly puts
to shame the ANC-SACP alliance in terms of its sweep and
ambition.
Lenin against the theory of stages!
In 1905, Russia was a sprawling empire in which the majority
of the population were small farmers working the land under
very backward conditions. Barely forty years previously they
had still been serfs, the property of their feudal landlords.
In 1905 they were still paying redemption payments (in other
words buying their freedom by instalments) as well as rent for
the land. The political system was autocracy: The Romanov
Tsars ran the whole empire through a bureaucratic and military
machine ideologically backed by the Orthodox Christian clergy.
What stands out in Lenin’s handling of the question of
programme and tactics even in 1905 is his refusal to rigidly
separate the maximum and the minimum programme. This is one
expression of the difference between him and other prominent
leaders of the Socialist International who were later
themselves openly “captured by hostile forces”. He was, it is
true, absolutely convinced that the 1905 Russian Revolution
had the historical job to abolish tsarist autocracy based on
serfdom and replace it with a bourgeois society. He says in
Two Tactics:
”It means that the democratic reforms in the political system
and the social and economic reforms, which have become a
necessity for Russia, do not in themselves imply the
undermining of capitalism, the undermining of bourgeois rule;
on the contrary, they will, for the first time, really clear

the ground for a wide and rapid, European, and not Asiatic,
development of capitalism; they will, for the first time, make
it possible for the bourgeoisie to rule as a class.”
Against those who want to wait with folded arms while this
happens, he quickly adds:
“But it does not at all follow from this that a democratic
revolution (bourgeois in its social and economic substance) is
not of enormous interest for the proletariat. It does not at
all follow from this that the democratic revolution cannot
take place in a form advantageous mainly to the big
capitalist, the financial magnate and the ‘enlightened’
landlord, as well as in a form advantageous to the peasant and
to the worker.”
After all, he says, in tsarist Russia:
“The working class suffers not so much from capitalism as from
the insufficient development of capitalism.”
But it was never his view that the working class should just
stand idly by and wait for the bourgeoisie to carry out its
mission: It is to the advantage of the bourgeoisie, he says,
if the movement:
“… does not too resolutely sweep away all the remnants of the
past, but leaves some of them, i.e., if this revolution is not
fully consistent, if it is not complete and if it is not
determined and relentless.”
“On the other hand,” Lenin went on, “it is more advantageous
for the working class if the necessary changes in the
direction of bourgeois democracy take place by way of
revolution and not by way of reform; for the way of reform is
the way of delay, of procrastination, of the painfully slow
decomposition of the putrid parts of the national organism. It
is the proletariat and the peasantry that suffer first of all
and most of all from their putrefaction. The revolutionary way

is the way of quick amputation, which is the least painful to
the proletariat, the way of the direct removal of the
decomposing parts, the way of fewest concessions to and least
consideration for the monarchy and the disgusting, vile,
rotten and contaminating institutions which go with it.”
But the whole point of the handover which ended apartheid and
brought majority rule in South Africa is that it deliberately
avoided a revolution! That is why the Black population still
suffers from all the aspects of “putrefaction” which Comrade
Jim describes in detail in various speeches.
Later Lenin adds:
“We cannot jump out of the bourgeois-democratic boundaries of
the Russian revolution, but we can vastly extend these
boundaries, and within these boundaries we can and must fight
for the interests of the proletariat, for its immediate needs
and for the conditions that will make it possible to prepare
its forces for the future complete victory.”
He therefore recommended that workers and socialists should
take their struggle into provisional governments in order to
carry out the bourgeois revolution in the most thorough way
possible.
Even in 1905, when he was still a Social Democrat, even when
he firmly denounced any idea of the immediate possibility of a
socialist revolution in Russia, Lenin castigated his Menshevik
opponents who crudely divided the revolution up into “stages”.
Denouncing their “theory of stages”, he explained:
“they have forgotten that the revolutionary pressure of the
people will meet with the counter-revolutionary pressure of
tsarism and that, therefore, either the ‘decision’ will remain
unfulfilled or the issue will be decided after all by the
victory or the defeat of the popular insurrection.”
By 1917, Lenin’s views had undergone a significant shift.

However, today’s activists can still draw strength from what
he wrote in 1905 because it is permeated by the spirit of
active and practical struggle. He wrote: “The outcome of the
revolution depends on whether the working class will play the
part of a subsidiary to the bourgeoisie, a subsidiary that is
powerful in the force of its onslaught against the autocracy
but impotent politically, or whether it will play the part of
leader of the people’s revolution.”
And part the answer to this “whether” depends on the
leadership which the workers’ party provides. The pamphlet Two
Tactics is literally about two different approaches. Lenin
contrasts them:
“One resolution expresses the psychology of active struggle,
the other that of the passive onlooker; one resounds with the
call for live action, the other is steeped in lifeless
pedantry. Both resolutions state that the present revolution
is only our first step, which will be followed by a second;
but from this, one resolution draws the conclusion that we
must take this first step all the sooner, get it over all the
sooner, win a republic, mercilessly crush the counterrevolution, and prepare the ground for the second step. The
other resolution, however, oozes, so to speak, with verbose
descriptions of the first step and (excuse the crude
expression) simply masticates it.”
The resolution “steeped in lifeless pedantry” was the one
adopted by Lenin’s opponents in the RSDLP who formed the
Menshevik faction. In 1905, Lenin stretched the politics of
social democracy, of the Second International, as far as they
would go to make them serve the interests of the working
class.
In South Africa, it turns out that it was the leaders of the
ANC and the SACP who were actually “steeped in lifeless
pedantry”. Rather than trying to “mercilessly crush the
counter-revolution”, they made an accommodation with the

sources of counter-revolution’s paymasters in the big mining
monopolies and banks. Instead of fighting to “mercilessly
crush” the practitioners of apartheid, the SACP and ANC
leaders organised “truth and reconciliation” processes to
protect them.
That is why South African society continues to be scarred by
inequalities in every shape and form as well as social
deprivation and violence, particularly against women.
It turns out that the SACP leaders who loved to quote certain
texts by Lenin were closer to Lenin’s reformist, Menshevik
opponents than they cared to admit.
The Fate of Social Democracy
The first Russian revolution of 1905 happened on the cusp of
momentous changes in world capitalism, developments which
faced the Socialist International with challenges it could not
deal with. So when World War I broke out 100 years ago in
1914, it was revealed that the majority of Europe’s socialist
leaders had been “captured and taken over by right-wing
forces”. They supported the interests of their “own”
imperialist bourgeoisie (and dynastic regimes) against workers
ruled by other imperialists, and urged them on into the
carnage. This set the seal on the political collapse of social
democracy. Whatever long after-life it has had in western and
northern Europe, it has never reverted to its potentially
revolutionary days in the last decades of the 19th century.
One of Lenin’s responses to the outbreak of the world war was
to devote considerable time to producing a handbook on the new
stage reached in the development of capitalism.
His pamphlet Imperialism noted the end of the:
“… old free competition between manufacturers … Capitalism in
its imperialist stage leads right up to the most comprehensive
socialisation of production; it, so to speak, drags the

capitalists, against their will and consciousness, into some
sort of a new social order”, where “production becomes social,
but appropriation remains private”.
It was because the epoch thus ushered in is an “epoch of wars,
civil wars and revolutions” that the Socialist International
entered a crisis and the majority of its parties, having sunk
to the level of “passive onlookers” and increasingly “steeped
in lifeless pedantry”, turned out to have been “captured and
taken over by right-wing forces” when World War I broke out,
followed later by the revolutionary wave that started in
Russia.
The policy of waiting for the development of capitalism to
build up the numerical strength of the working class, while
the socialist movement attended to its level of organisation
and political maturity, hoping that the crisis of the system
would ultimately make revolution inevitable, collapsed as a
political project.
This was because the arrival of the imperialist stage of
capitalism signalled the need to actually carry out the
socialist revolution despite the unevenness of development
between different countries.
A leader of the Socialist International such as Karl Kautsky,
a man who had previously been Lenin’s mentor and ally and had
fought shoulder to shoulder with him, changed his approach to
imperialism. He came to view this imperialist phase as a
passing policy of the capitalists, a set of measures which
could be reversed by political pressure and agitation, without
a revolution. Lenin decisively broke with such leaders,
asserting that imperialism is a definite stage of capitalism,
and moreover, the stage which makes necessary the socialist
revolution. (From this point of view, Lenin’s work on
imperialism also forms a basis for understanding specific
features of economy, society and politics in South Africa.)

And Lenin was right! World War I led to the collapse of
tsarist autocracy and the 1917 Russian Revolution.
April Theses
Lenin’s guidance for the Revolution of 1917 is summarised in
the April Theses, written on his journey back to Russia from
exile. Lenin then believed:
“(2) The specific feature of the present situation in Russia
is that the country is passing from the first stage of the
revolution
̶
which, owing to the insufficient classconsciousness and organisation of the proletariat, placed
power in the hands of the bourgeoisie
– to its second stage,
which must place power in the hands of the proletariat and the
poorest sections of the peasants.” (My emphasis – B.A.)
He therefore insisted:
“(3) No support for the Provisional Government” which he
describes as a “government of capitalists”, and “(5) Not a
parliamentary republic … but a republic of Soviets of
Workers’, Agricultural Labourers’ and Peasants Deputies
throughout the country, from top to bottom … Abolition of the
police, the army and the bureaucracy … Confiscation of all
landed estates … Nationalisation of all lands in the country …
The immediate amalgamation of all banks in the country into a
single national bank, and the institution of control over it
by the Soviet of Workers’ Deputies.”
He knew: “It is not our immediate task to ‘introduce’
socialism, but only to bring social production and the
distribution of product at once under the control of the
Soviet of Workers’ Deputies”.
This is both a continuation of his approach in 1905 and a huge
significant change. And the October 1917 Russian Revolution
started to achieve the goals he set.

Back in 1905, in Two Tactics, Lenin had talked about a time in
the distant past when:
“… the slogans advocating mass agitation instead of direct
armed action, preparation of the social-psychological
conditions for insurrection instead of flash-in-the-pan
methods, were the only correct slogans for the revolutionary
Social-Democratic movement.” But even then, in 1905, he
already warned that:
“At the present time the slogans have been superseded by
events, the movement has left them behind, they have become
tatters, rags fit only to clothe the hypocrisy” of liberal
politicians and reformist socialists.
The “socialist” enemies of the Russian Revolution
Now the whole policy and programme of the Socialist
International had been “superseded by events”. Leaders of the
Socialist International supported the “war effort” of their
“own” bourgeoisies and tried to impose a class truce on the
working class, a cessation of hostilities against their own
employers. The end of the war brought revolution in Russia,
the collapses of the German, Austro-Hungarian and Ottoman
empires and revolutionary movements of international scope. In
Russia, the revolution established a government of Workers’
and Peasants’ Soviets. In these events, the leaders of the old
Socialist International opposed the Soviets and organised
troops to suppress revolutionary movements throughout Europe.
When momentous political changes are actually happening in a
seismic shift, clinging to a separation of “minimum” and
“maximum” programme partly reveals, partly fulfils a process
in which a whole movement has rotted from within.
The Communist International
Up until 1914, Lenin had tried to make the revolutionary
action which the new situation at the turn of the 19th and 20th

centuries required fit into the social-democratic division
into “minimum programme” and “maximum programme”. He had
“stress-tested” the politics of the Socialist International to
its limits. That whole organisation and its programmes had
become tatters and rags fit only to clothe its hypocrisy.
Lenin, the Bolsheviks and their allies rescued Marxism from
the wreckage of the Socialist International and took it
forward in the formation of Communist Parties and the
Communist International. How these organisations faced up to
the task of world revolution is recorded in the minutes and
other documents of the first four congresses of the Communist
International, which are now widely available for study and
should be carefully studied as part of the movement which
NUMSA is setting afoot.
Among the many problems the Communist International carefully
addressed was the task of winning over workers and workingclass organisations which were still dominated by socialdemocratic policies and leaders. Two vital tools in this work
were the policy of the united front and the development of
transitional demands as a bridge across which working people
could cross over from reformism to revolutionary politics.
Stalinism and social democracy
Lenin died in January 1924. Under a show of continuing his
work, his successors in the leadership of the Soviet Union and
the Communist International abandoned the struggle for world
revolution. They established a bureaucratic regime in the
Soviet Union and claimed that it would be possible to achieve
socialism in that country alone. This happened under specific
conditions under which hopes of a rapid spread of
revolutionary overthrows were disappointed. It is not simply a
matter, as Joe Slovo explained in his Has Socialism failed,
written in 1989, (and Zwelinzima Vavi repeats today) that
Communists in government got accustomed to the harsh practices
of civil war and the habit of issuing orders. Trotsky and his

followers in the Left Opposition and later the Fourth
International analysed and explained the many factors involved
in the degeneration of the Soviet Union and above all the
reactionary nature of the political line that came to dominate
in the Comintern. The crux of the political degeneration was
the policy of building socialism in a single country.
From being the world party of socialist revolution, the
Communist International started to abuse the huge respect and
enthusiasm the Russian Revolution had evoked in working people
to control and dominate the Communist movement. It inculcated
into its members unswerving loyalty to the Soviet leaders and
the view that the way forward lay in an accommodation with
capitalism under the slogan of peaceful co-existence (although
there were occasional but devastatingly destructive ultra-left
lurches).
Vavi lifts a corner of the blanket of confusion which
Stalinist history-writing has spread over the Spanish
revolution (See Vavi wades into the discussion, p.11). But did
you know that in the mid-1940s Stalin tried to hold back the
revolution in Yugoslavia, accepted the suppression (in which
the British army played a big role) of the Greek revolution,
told his supporters in Vietnam to crush a revolt against the
restoration of French rule once the Japanese occupiers had
been defeated and actually put pressure on the Chinese
Communists to collaborate with the bourgeois Guomindang?
A good example of Stalin’s policy in relation to colonies and
semi-colonies of imperialism was his support for Ghandi in
India. An entire library of books would be needed to trace how
Stalinist influence in the huge wave of revolts against
imperialism has systematically ended with local bourgeois
puppets of imperialism running corrupt and dictatorial
regimes.
Stalin and his supporters could only justify what they did by
actually returning to the “tatters and rags” of social

democracy. The policy of building socialism in a single
country is itself a social-democratic one. So is the idea
that, despite Lenin’s insistence that imperialism is a new and
final stage of capitalism, there is still such a thing as a
benign, non-imperialist capitalism within which working people
can reach an accommodation.
Today’s activists should study for themselves the history of
the movement in China in the 1920s and Spain in the 1930s in
order to understand what it meant for the masses in these
countries and the parties of the Communist International to be
guided by these “tatters and rags”.
Then for Britain, for example, Stalin is supposed to have
personally crafted the “British Road to Socialism” after World
War II, supporting gradual progress through parliamentary
reform and fostering illusions that working people could see
their needs met under a parliamentary bourgeois state with a
mixed economy (part state-owned, part private).
How cruelly history mocks these “tatters and rags”! The Soviet
Union has collapsed and many of its leading lights rushed to
join the thieving mafia which has taken over. All over the
world, including the “industrialised” West, workers bear the
brunt of the capitalist onslaught that seeks to dismantle all
the gains they made after 1945.
This after-life of social democracy was far from being just a
political fashion. It was a deliberate policy to disarm the
working class and dupe it into accepting a future under
capitalism, a “Faustian pact” as it has aptly been described.
The theory of a “democratic” revolution as an initial stage in
the socialist revolution is also just such “a tatter and rag”
and it too has been tested to destruction in South Africa
since the accommodation of 1990-1994. The process is ripping
apart the very force which fought might and main to impose it,
the South African Communist Party in alliance with the ANC.

The Left Opposition and then the Fourth International stood
against the degeneration in the Soviet Union and in the
politics of the CPSU and the Comintern. These comrades fought
to rescue and develop the work of the Russian Bolsheviks and
the Communist International in its early period. Workers
International to Rebuild the Fourth International continues
that tradition in the struggles of today. That is why we have
a distinctive and positive contribution to make in the great
project NUMSA has called into being.
Bob Archer
January 2015
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Appeal of the Kryvyi Rih
Basin Miners to the Workers
of Europe
Reprinted
from
http://rs21.org.uk/2014/05/16/appeal-of-the-kryvyi-rih-basin-m
iners-to-theworkers-of-europe/
The attention of the world community is currently focussed on
the confrontation between pro-government and anti-government
forces in Ukraine. This confrontation is becoming all the more
tenacious and bloody. All the more it is being turned into an
interethnic confrontation that is fuelling a hysterical mutual
hatred between workers of different nationalities.
What remains beyond peoples attention at this moment is the
sharpening social and economic situation, and not only in the

regions where the fighting is taking place. The rapid
devaluation of the hryvnia (Ukrainian currency), the steep
rise in prices of consumer goods, transport, utilities, as
well as the cutbacks in production in many enterprises all
this has led to a sharp fall in workers real wages. By our
estimates there has been a 30-50% fall in real wages.
The announcement by the governor of Dnipropetrovsk oblast
(province) of an increase in pay for April of 20% was actually
turned into an insulting hand-out to workers of 300-700
hryvnia (25-58). Miners received only 15% of the actual rate,
which often makes up less than half their actual income. As
well, the money was paid out as material support, which means
it will not be included in the calculation of their average
monthly wage and therefore in the calculation of their annual
leave.
As a result we have no option but to demand an immediate
doubling of the real wage in the interests of preserving
social peace in this country. We are deeply convinced that the
main cause of the destabilised situation in the country is the
greed of Ukrainian and Russian oligarchs, who pay a beggars
wage to workers, send all their profits off-shore and don’t
pay taxes in Ukraine. In fact the oligarchs are almost
completely exempt from taxes on their profits.
We turn to you with a call to support our struggle against the
oligarchs, who have brought Ukraine into the current crisis
and who continue to destabilise it further, threatening to
provoke a fratricidal war in Ukraine which without any doubt
will have catastrophic consequences for all of Europe. It is
necessary to put pressure on the corporations of the Ukrainian
and Russian oligarchs, many of whom have their shares placed
on the London Stock Exchange.
There is a mounting labour dispute in the enterprises of EVRAZ
plc, whose headquarters are in London. On 11 May 2014 the
miners marched through the streets of Kryvyi Rih to the
administration of the EVRAZ Sukha Balka plc and showered its
office with loose change as a sign of protest against the
fictitious wage increase for April. The Independent Union of

Miners of Ukraine calls upon the British public to picket the
offices of EVRAZ plc and the offices of other Russian and
Ukrainian oligarchs corporations in London and other cities in
Europe. If we don’t force them to come round the chances of
preserving peace in Ukraine will be elusive.
At the same time we are demanding that the authorities
officially recognise the miners self-defence and the arming of
miners brigades. Organised workers and workers self-defence
are precisely that stabilising factor which can effectively
prevent the escalation of violence in Ukraine. In those places
where organised workers are controlling the situation mass
actions never turn into mass killings. The workers defended
the Maidan in Kryvyi Rih. The workers did not allow any
violence when they took under their control the situation in
the city of Krasnodon during the recent general strike there.
We call upon the workers of Britain for solidarity. In
particular we will be grateful for any information and
humanitarian support, but the biggest need we feel right now
is for personal protective clothing for members of the selfdefence brigades (body armour and the like) and mobile radio
communications equipment.
Long live international workers solidarity!
By preserving the peace in Ukraine we will preserve the peace
of Europe!
Oleksandr Bondar, Head of the branch of the Independent Union
of Miners of Ukraine at the EVRAZ Sukha Balka plc
Yuri Samoilov, Co-ordinator of the Confederation of Free Trade
Unions of Ukraine in Kryvyi Rih, Head of the Independent Union
of Miners of Ukraine in Kryvyi Rih.

Numsa
President
Opening
Speech
during
Central
Committee at The Lakes Hotel
and Conference Centre on 12 –
16 May 2014
20 Years After 27th April 1994: what is the state the South
African Revolution?
“Nothing demonstrates better the increasing rigor of the
colonial system: you begin by occupying the country, then you
take the land and exploit the former owners at starvation
rates. Then with mechanization, this cheap labour is still
too expensive. You finish up taking from the native their
very right to work. All that is left for the Natives to do in
their own land at a time of great prosperity, is to die of
starvation.” (Jean Paul Sarter, 2001)
Numsa National Office Bearers,
Delegates to this Numsa CC,
All Numsa Staff,
Invited guests,
Media present.
On behalf of the National Office Bearers of Numsa, I welcome
all of you to this first Central Committee meeting of Numsa
after our historic December 2013 Numsa National Congress.
As we seat here, we are meeting after the first South African
National Elections in which Numsa as an organisation did not
support any political party.
This Central Committee must help all of us to fully understand
the moment we are in, from a clear Marxist-Leninist class

perspective. There should be no confusion over what Numsa
resolved to do, in the Numsa National Special Congress.
All of us must be very clear what these just ended elections
mean to the working class of South Africa. All of us must be
clear what our revolutionary and trade union responsibilities
are, post the Numsa historic Special National Congress.
From the beginning, please allow me to thank the General
Secretary, the Deputy General Secretary of Numsa and the
entire Head Office and all our staff in all our Numsa
provinces for putting together a most comprehensive
information and documentation package for this important
Central Committee. This is as it should be.
Among other important matters this Central Committee must
initiate is a serious and urgent national dialogue among all
the left formations in general and in Numsa in particular, on
the fundamental question of the form and content of the
socialism we want for South Africa and the world.
We are required to go beyond theoretical formulations to
concretely defining the economic and social formation we would
like to see South Africa and the world become, when we win the
struggle for a socialist South Africa and socialist world.
In order to help us all fully appreciate the moment we are in,
and the state of class struggles in the whole world in general
and in South Africa in particular, I want to, very briefly,
tackle the following:
A. The state of the world capitalist system;
B. The South African revolution: its theory and revolutionary
practice;
C. The Freedom Charter as the minimum programme and basis of
the class alliance of the forces that spear-headed the South
African violent revolution for freedom in South Africa;
D. The South African negotiated settlement and post 1994 South
Africa;

E. Numsa and post 1994 South Africa and the Numsa Special
National Congress;
F. The 2014 National Elections and their class significance;
and
G. What is to be done, to build the power of the working class
and accelerate momentum towards a Socialist South Africa as
the only viable alternative to the savagery of the current
racial capitalism and imperialist domination?
Obviously, in the course of this Central Committee delegates
must make time to reflect upon these and all the other
business of this Central Committee. My hope is that when we
depart this meeting on Friday the 16th of May 2014, no one who
will have attended this Central Committee Meeting must be a
source of confusion when we are back in our regions, locals,
communities and on the factory floors.
Numsa is a serious, mature and revolutionary Marxist-Leninist
inspired trade union. We pride ourselves in being a worker
driven and worker controlled revolutionary trade union.
Internal robust debates and discussions before decisions and
resolutions are taken is our democratic lifeblood. This is the
cornerstone of our democratic centralism.
It is my duty to always remind ourselves that our Constitution
charges us to, at all material times, grow the power of the
working class in the factories, in our communities and in the
whole world so that we can win the war against exploitation,
oppression, discrimination and for socialism.
We are a socialist trade union precisely because we know that
our real war is ultimately for winning the dictatorship of the
proletariat as the only true democratic state of affairs.
We understand capitalism as the dictatorship of the bosses, of
the capitalist, no matter how well concealed this fact may be,
behind false liberal hopes as captured in all liberal
constitutions.

Very briefly then, allow me, Comrades, to deal with the
matters I said I will tackle above.
A. The state of the world capitalist system
We all have a duty and revolutionary responsibility to
understand, in class terms, the world we live in. This is
important because we need to be fully aware at all times, of
the actual revolutionary potential for winning the war against
the barbarism capitalism inflicts upon the world working class
and peasant populations.
We also analyse the world in order to understand how our own
class struggles are linked to the rest of the class struggles
taking place in the world, so that we may better grow faster
the power of the world working class against our class enemy:
the capitalist class.
The world capitalist system is in a deep terminal systemic and
structural crisis. The world capitalist system is terminally
sick, it cannot recover. Unless the world capitalist system is
soon destroyed by the world working class and replaced by
revolutionary and democratic scientific socialism, the Earth
and all life on it are faced with the real possibility of
being destroyed!
This is not an empty threat, nor is it a false alarm:
capitalism has today developed enough atomic, nuclear,
biochemical and other kinds of bombs to destroy the Earth and
all life on it.
We now know that land, sea and air pollution are all at record
high and life systems in all these spheres are threatened with
total destruction. Global warming is not a joke. It is real
and is fast destroying the energy balance of our Earth system
as we know it.
As Marx and Engels so scientifically and correctly explained
more than 150 years ago in the Communist Manifesto, the world
today is ruled by the money form of value. Everything has been

reduced, is being reduced, into a money relationship – finance
(money) capital is dominant today. No human value or
relationship is immune to the penetration of money.
We live in the true age of imperialism as the phase of human
history in which finance capital is truly dominant.
The world capitalist class that owns and controls the global
economic production and financial system ultimately controls
all our lives, as they make sure that nothing that does not
serve the interest of money can survive and thrive! The search
for faster, more efficient, global means of accumulating money
is conditioning all economic and social activities, and
therefore all human life on Earth today.
Even our poverty, diseases, homelessness, ignorance and all
miseries are everyday being converted into businesses for
making money. If ways have not been found to make money out of
any of our problems, those problems will not receive any
attention until money can be made out of them!
All this is happening at a time when the development of
productive forces have never been so advanced! We now live in
the age in which no human being should go to bed hungry –
there is enough agriculture and food science to properly feed
more than 100 times the current entire human population.
No one should have no decent modern house to live in – there
is in fact too much construction science and technology to
ensure that every human being lived in a luxurious and
palatial house!
There is so much medical science and health technology that
each human being can today have their health problems attended
to, and medicines provided, according to their individual
needs and specifications.
There is so much communication knowledge, technology and
science that in fact nursery schools, primary schools,

colleges and universities as they exist today are actually
museums of ancient education: information technologies and
computers, and manmade robots have made learning, transferring
skills and education such a simple and accessible process that
every human being can virtually learn anything, know anything,
acquire any skill, communicate in an instant, as often and as
many times as they want in their life time.
In the meantime, billions of human beings live miserable lives
because the world capitalist class controls and dominates the
world production system, all for money, for profits, and not
for serving human beings and protecting our Earth.
Thus we see that on one hand, at no time have the productive
forces been so developed such that every human being can live
a full, enjoyable and happy life, on the other hand, precisely
because a small and minority world capitalist class owns and
controls the world economy for their profits, the majority of
the world peoples suffer terribly, and the Earth itself is
threatened with total destruction.
Thus there is no alternative to the victory of the world
working class over the world capitalist class, if we must save
human life and the Earth, from the potentially inevitable
destruction from the power of the world capitalist class. We
are engaged in a life and death war with world capitalism!
Because of their greed, the world capitalist class has
actually already stated curving up pieces of the moon for
themselves, even as we seat in this CC!
B. The South African revolution: its theory and revolutionary
practice
South Africa today is firmly and fully imbedded in the world
capitalist system. The 1994 negotiated settlement had as one
of its most important objectives the full and rapid
integration of the South African economy (inevitably, society
too!) into the world capitalist system.

This is not to imply that before 1994 the South African
economy was not part of the world capitalist system, rather,
the negotiated settlement removed all the impediments which
the Apartheid government had caused, and a post-Apartheid
neoliberal and vicious capitalist trajectory was adopted to
fast-track this “integration”.
But, when we say that there was a struggle for freedom in
South Africa prior to 1994, what do we mean? What were we
fighting for? What was the theory and revolutionary practice
of that “revolutionary struggle”?
Was our struggle for the fuller integration of, and the
normalization of the white minority South African economy into
the world capitalist imperialist system?
Was our struggle a struggle for a neoliberal capitalist South
Africa?
Was our struggle for social grants?
Was our struggle for the protection of white minority
cultural, social, political and economic rights at the expense
of the majority of South Africans who are Black and African?
Was our struggle for the mere reform of Apartheid education,
health and other social services?
Was our struggles for us to merely participate in choosing
which faction of the capitalist class should be in government
through the lottery of capitalist elections once in every 5
years, and then pretend that we too have “political power”?
Was our struggle merely for “basic services” in our apartheid
designed geographical ghettoes?
Why was our blood shed? Why did we shed blood? Was it for BEE?
For Nkandla? For Ghuptas? For tenders perhaps?
Indeed, was our violent revolutionary struggle just for “a
better life for all”?
For more than four centuries, why did we kill and risk being

killed?
Today, especially after the 2014 National Elections in which
the ANC has won a majority in both the national and provincial
legislatures, it has become extremely important to sharply
remind ourselves why we waged a violent revolutionary
struggle, what its theory and practice was.
Only when we fully connect to this understanding will we then
have the necessary and sufficient theoretical preparation and
understanding, to enable us to summon the courage we need to
continue the revolutionary struggle. For, indeed struggle we
must, precisely because the revolutionary war has not been
won!
Our struggle was about ending forced and violent colonial
occupation. Today, less than 8 percent of the white population
still own more than 80 percent of our land.
Our violent revolutionary struggle was abound ending social
and cultural domination.
Today, 25 million Africans live a life no cat or dog of the
rich white 10 percent of the population enjoys! They are
classified as extremely poor. 23 million Black and African
people in fact survive on less than R650 per month, far less
than the weekly dog food for a rich white and Black middle
class dog!
Our violent revolutionary struggle was about ending
exploitation of the Black and African majority who are the
bulk of the South African working class! Today, the majority
of Black and African people cannot survive without selling
themselves very cheaply to white or white black parasitic
capitalists!
Today, 20 years after 1994, the majority of Black and African
people, who because of our history of violent white land
dispossession were turned into labourers on white farms and
factories and mines, cannot find even these supper

exploitative jobs, thus they are left to die of starvation and
extreme despondency, at a time when South Africa is one of the
richest countries of the world!
Our violent revolutionary struggle was about ending land
hunger among the formerly disposed, and restoring the ability
and right to live anywhere where one desired in South Africa.
Today, neither land redistribution nor decent affordable
housing has been made available throughout the country to
enable the destruction of Apartheid distributions of our
population.
We fought and shed blood, not so that a few corrupt Black and
African elites should become the new prison warders of Black
and African labourers by becoming instant credit card
billionaires!
In South Africa as elsewhere in the capitalist and imperialist
colonies, we violently fought to end colonial occupation, to
abolish colonial domination, to abolish exploitation, to end
gender oppression and domination, to restore the right to land
to all the people of South Africa, to return the wealth of the
country to all the people of South Africa.
In a nutshell, we fought – we killed and shed blood – to
restore the humanity of both the oppressors, dominators,
exploiters and dispossessors and the exploited, dominated,
oppressed and dispossessed.
It is my submission that nothing, not even an iota, of the
theory and practice of our violent revolutionary struggle has
been achieved in the past 20 years.
The extra water, electricity, small poorly located and
constructed houses, poor quality but expanded health care, and
a raft of empty liberal political rights (precisely because
these rights are not backed by economic equality – which is
the only foundation of real political freedom) in the past
twenty years do not amount to even the smallest achievements

of the promise of our violent revolutionary struggle for
freedom.
There is nothing extraordinary that has been done in the past
twenty years that any ordinary capitalist formation would not
have done, I submit.
To the contrary, we now have become the most unequal country
on Earth, with the most violent of violent crimes, with an
explosive youth unemployment that threatens to blow this this
country up any time now, with the world’s largest and most
violent civil protests against inhuman conditions of life.
Our poor rural populations have simply been forgotten!
C. The Freedom Charter as the minimum programme and basis of
the class alliance of the forces that spear-headed the South
African violent revolution for freedom in South Africa.
With all the noise making the rounds about “a good story to
tell” and the results of the 2014 7th May National Elections,
it has become absolutely necessary to remind ourselves of the
basic demands that brought together the coalition of forces
that participated in the struggle for liberation in South
Africa.
The Freedom Charter is the basic document that contains both
the principles and the demands for the minimum programme that
was the basis upon which the revolutionary block of the
African, Black and White working class and other progressive
strata in South African society united, and constructed and
fought the struggle for freedom and liberation.
We
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

remind ourselves of the 10 demands of the Freedom Charter:
The People Shall Govern!
All National Groups Shall have Equal Rights!
The People Shall Share in the Country’s Wealth!
The Land Shall be Shared Among Those Who Work It!
All Shall be Equal Before the Law!
There Shall be Work and Security!
The Doors of Learning and Culture Shall be Opened!

8. All Shall Enjoy Equal Human Rights!
9. There Shall be Houses, Security and Comfort!
10. There Shall be Peace and Friendship!
To govern means to have political power. Land and economic
power has not been transferred into the hands of all the
people of South Africa as a whole. White monopoly capital and
US and British and other imperialist finance capital dominates
and controls the South African economy. The people are not
governing!
The 2014 National Elections perfectly captures the fact that
all national groups do not have equal rights!
The results of the Elections perfectly mirror the colonial and
racist distribution of the racial political groupings in South
Africa today. The results are a perfect reminder of the fact
that white monopoly economic and political power continues to
live side by side with majority Black and African poverty and
extreme inequality. Nothing best captures the colonial nature
of South African economy and society than the racial voting
patterns.
Black and African people are still condemned to live far away
from former whites only economic centres, rely on extremely
inferior education, health and housing facilities, are
condemned to inferior colonial wages and have no similar
access to modern science, technology and the fruits of their
labour! This explains why Black and African communities today
are warzones.
The fundamental point to note here is that as long as a
minority controls and owns the economy, with the support of
US, British and other imperialist backers, the essence, the
fundamental reason for our violent struggle for liberation
will remain unachieved: the transfer of the wealth of the
country into the hands of all South Africans!
Racism is a necessary feature of our continuing post 1994

racist colonial economic and social system, whose destruction
were the basis for our violent revolutionary struggle.
D. The South African negotiated settlement and post 1994 South
Africa
Today, 20 years after the 1994 negotiated settlement, we the
revolutionary South African working class are very clear that:
• While the working class in the townships were making the
Apartheid government and society “ungovernable” and sorting
out traitors in their communities, even by using burning
tires, the Black and African middle class elites at the heart
of the negotiations were busy stitching together with the
enemies of the working class, secretly, a neoliberal anti
working class and capitalist post-Apartheid South Africa,
without the formal democratic mandates of either the ANC or
SACP members and leadership structures.
• We now know that the totality of the openly and secretly
negotiated settlement firmly entrenched a neoliberal
capitalist post-Apartheid South Africa, and threw the Freedom
Charter into the dustbin of history!
• We now know that the racist dominant and exploiting white
block won by simply mutating racial social and economic
dominance into economic class domination and exploitation
through the South African liberal constitution which protected
their old and newly created economic and property rights.
• The 1996 South African most liberal constitution guaranteed
both existing and created new property rights for the white
minority population, especially in land – thus entrenching
racial capitalism, post 1994.
• We are now convinced that BEE was secured as a means both to
pay off and consolidate a Black middle class, post 1994 that
would act as the new policeman for the new version of the same
Apartheid capitalist society and economy that South Africa
became, after 1994.

• We are very clear that the 1994 democratic breakthrough was
nothing but the mechanism for the racial capitalist
transition, entrenchment of the racial social and economic
domination order we are now living in.
• The 1994 negotiated settlement laid the capitalist
foundation for the post-Apartheid rise of a kleptomaniac,
corrupt black and African political class.
• The negotiated settlement contained the seeds for the
dismantling of the popular and revolutionary block that had
waged the struggle for genuine freedom in South Africa.
We are therefore, not surprised that today, 20 years after
1994, Black and African working class communities will, on the
same day, participate in the elections by returning a black
government into power, even as they are coming straight from a
violent protest against their inhuman conditions of life. This
is a perfect reminder that our colonial and racist society and
economy are alive, and the struggle for freedom continues!
E. Numsa and post 1994 South Africa: the Numsa Special
National Congress Resolutions
Numsa is a socialist Marxist-Leninist inspired revolutionary
trade union. We make no apology to anyone for this fact.
In our December 2013 Numsa National Special Congress, we
confirmed and resolved that the ANC led alliance no longer
serves its revolutionary purpose. We, accordingly, ended our
political support for the ANC and resolved to campaign for
Cosatu to break the Alliance.
We further very correctly recognised that the SACP has
exhausted its revolutionary potential in South African
politics and in the South African revolution.
In order to prevent Cosatu from being destroyed and converted
into a useless and toothless formation of the working class
and the poor, we have resolved to call for a Cosatu Special
Congress to deal with the class paralysis and leadership

question in Cosatu.
I am happy to report that we have placed this demand before
the courts.
Our demand for the President of the ANC and the country to
resign because of the neoliberal trajectory and corruption in
government and the country stands. This CC must determine how
to carry this demand forward.
In order to sustain our membership growth and simultaneously
to defend and service our members, we produced and adopted a
Service Charter for Numsa. We must all live by this Charter,
in Numsa.
F. The 2014 National Elections: Significance
revolutionary South African working class.

for

the

We have already explained above that the continuing ANC
victories from all the previous elections and especially the
2014 National Elections are all simply proof of the racist
colonial polarization of South African Society – they are all
perfect proof of the continuing US/British financed
neocolonial economic and social status of South Africa.
The foundation of the South African social and economic
formation remains racial capitalism: the supper exploitation
of Black and African labour.
The ANC negotiated settlement guaranteed this neoliberal and
colonial status of post 1994 South Africa. The majority of the
population, therefore, who are Black, African and proletariat,
in the lottery that is the capitalist election circus cannot
be expected to vote for a white minority party with the same
capitalist policies as the black party, no matter how rotten
the black parties may be!
The solution to this crisis of development lies in the working
class (white, black and African) creating their own political
organ to continue the struggle for liberation which can only

inevitably lead to socialism as the only viable alternative to
the savage and backward system of capitalism and imperialism.
Numsa resolved in its December 2013 Special Congress to work
to unite the working class behind a movement for socialism,
and to work to initiate the formation of a genuine
revolutionary political organ of the working class.
G. What is to be done, to build the power of the working class
and accelerate momentum towards a Socialist South Africa as
the only viable alternative to the savagery and misery of the
current racial capitalism and imperialist dominated South
Africa?
Numsa must jealously guard and defend the unity of its
organisation as a revolutionary Marxist-Leninist inspired
trade union.
While retaining our independence and autonomy as a trade
union, Numsa must carry through its resolution to build a
united front of the working class in South Africa.
Simultaneously, we must deepen and sharpen our understanding
of what we want our socialism to be like, even as we work
towards the formation of a revolutionary socialist political
organ of the working class which must lead the revolutionary
struggle for a socialist South Africa.
The General Secretary will brief this CC on how we expect work
to explore the state of socialism in the world is going on. We
need to fast track this work. Socialism is international
because capitalism is international. The victory of the South
African revolutionary struggle for socialism will not be
possible if we do not simultaneously struggle for a socialist
world.
We must be humble, ready to learn from all other revolutionary
and progressive working class formations even as we are very
clear about what we want: it is not the resuscitating of any

version of some pre-Marxian utopian socialisms: ours is the
struggle for scientific socialism in which the dictatorship of
the proletariat is the ultimate goal, as the only true
democratic state of any society.
I am confident that this CC will do its work properly, and
contribute fully to growing our union and firming up our
revolutionary struggles for socialism!
Forward to a socialist world!
Forward to a socialist Africa!
Forward to the Socialist Republic of South Africa!
We cannot afford to fail. The future will not forgive us!
Andrew Chirwa,
Numsa President
12th May 2014.
original posted here:
Numsa President Opening Speech during Central Committee at
The Lakes Hotel and Conference Centre on 12 – 16 May 2014

Calling
On
All
Workers
Demanding a Strong and United
COSATU!
7 April 2014, Originally posted here

Come and Welcome Comrade Zwelinzima Vavi back to COSATU House
from 8.00am Monday 7th April at COSATU House at 110Jorrisen
St, Braamfontein (near Civic Centre)
The historic High Court ruling last week confirmed that
Comrade Zwelinzima Vavi had been wrongly suspended for eight
wasted months by the current leadership faction of COSATU.
Friends and comrades are gathering outside COSATU House to
say:
• Welcome back to work Comrade Zweli! Provide the dynamic
leadership we need!
• End the paralysis in COSATU! Give workers a strong and
independent voice once again!
•

Forward

to

a

COSATU

that

challenges

corruption,

exploitation, inequality and unemployment!
• Call the Special National Congress! Stop the victimisation
of NUMSA and other Unions!
•

Out

with

factionalism!

Build

a

United,

Independent,

Democratic COSATU under Workers Control!
Issued by the Nine Affiliates : Secretariat Comrade Radebe
Mike Bonile Sikani
0823368296Comrade

:

education @saccawu.org.za :
Stephen
Faulkner

cell
:

steve.faulkner@samwu.org.za : cell 0828175455

On

events

in

Bosnia-

Herzegovina: a letter to a
Trade Unionist
Dear Comrade,
Let’s think through what positive and appropriate proposals to
put forward in discussion with Bosnian worker or socialist
activists. We will be of some use if we just find ways to help
a given social movement to draw from the experience of the
international workers’ movement (which we know something
about) which is long-buried in Bosnia-Herzegovina. We don’t
need to invent anything, especially not substituting ourselves
for the Bosnians; all we need do is generalise and bring
together the demands they themselves are fighting for.
1. The character of the movement: (1) it is clearly social,
workers and young people suffering chronic unemployment;
(2) This movement is up against a political regime with
the following characteristics:
̶ political paralysis
as a result of the Dayton Accords which installed a twoheaded federation alongside another state (rebublica
serbska), this means no common measures of any
significance can be achieved;
̶ endemic corruption
whose source is the nationalist political parties;
̶ a liberal viewpoint, from which the fourth, socialdemocrat, component of the coalition is also not exempt;
(3) The whole has produced the worst possible remedy for
a war-ravaged country: all-round privatisation. The
slogans on the demonstrations and the political
programmes of the collectives involved (“Udar” and
“Revolt” in Tuzla) reflect this diagnosis.
2. Our position consists of: (1) supporting this profoundly
correct movement; (2) clarifying it from the class point
of view (to oppose provocations, running battles with
the police, looting and arson), things which workers
instinctively agree with; (3) sifting out which of the
demands raised are most appropriate to unite, structure

and develop the movement.
3. The main demand comes from the movement itself:
̶ Stop all new privatisations NOW, review all existing
privatisations, no privatisation without workers’
control! How? By a national commission of persons of
integrity, including qualified economists (like e.g.
Stoyanov, currently an economist at the university of
Rijeka), independent of the government and the bosses,
under the control of elected workers’ councils
(committees) in all workplaces and institutions,
including students and especially in the big mining and
industrial units, and structured at a Federation level;
total transparency of this Commission’s work via public
media (TV and major dailies): People should know the
whole truth about a quarter of a century of fiddles!
This Commission should have the authority to set up its
own investigation and enforcement branches, as there can
be no confidence in the state fraud squad, corrupted by
the crooks in the ruling political parties who appoint
and supervise them. Immediate payment of unpaid wages!
Social security for all! Free access to schooling and
hospital treatment for all! Cost-of-living indexing of
wages and pensions, etc.
4. A Federal emergency job-creation plan! Between those who
have lost their jobs and those who have never had one,
unemployment stands at 44%. This is a question of life
and death for hundreds of thousands of men and women.
Unless the government can very quickly come up with a
plan to absorb mass unemployment, they should go! They
should resign or be thrown out by the people. Working
people always prefer peaceful and democratic solutions,
but if that means keeping in power the class of
capitalist rascals impotent in the face of unemployment,
working people and young people will not stand idly by
as society decays. If they can find the will, tenacity
and discipline to elect their own central organ of
committees or councils of struggle, they can put forward

a government of suitably qualified people of integrity.
Without their own permanent, democratic and durable
rank-and-file organisations, all the demonstrations,
petitions and cries of anger will go up in smoke. If the
country has to look abroad to borrow money, at least it
should be used to create jobs. Life is more important
than the laws of the market!
5. Commission to review privatisations and Emergency plan
to deal with unemployment are merely the first measures
to put in place. There still remains the institutional
Gordian knot of the Dayton Peace, which engendered a
state paralysed from birth. Two or three states in one,
half a dozen canton-states in each of them, states which
straddle each other so that main roads have to leap-frog
over each other on flyovers and suffering unparalleled
legislative anarchy and negligence
̶ the situation
is untenable. Social progress is what brings peace, not
the nationalism which rampaged during the war. The only
way forward for working people and young people in the
Federation is stretch out a hand to their fellowcitizens, workers and young people of the so-called
“republica serbska”: For an independent, united and
democratic Bosnia-Herzegovina! No Bantustans! There is
room in such a joint federation for all the peoples of
the region, for all nationalities, all religions and all
alphabets, but not for war criminals or state mafias. A
joint confederation of three peoples ready to turn the
page and secure their children’s future is possible. Two
or three states in one, pulled this way and that by
great power influence, is not. Bosnia-Herzegovina is
condemned to political paralysis, economic stagnation
and social decay. Working people and young people in
“republica Serbska” have a choice: live together in a
common state, with the federation guaranteeing national
rights, or eke out a miserable existence as hostages of
a state which was criminal when Mladic and Karadzic ran
it and has turned into a mafia state under Dodik.

Working people and young people in Tuzla, Sarajevo,
Bihac and Mostar have shown that they do not want to
sacrifice their futures on the altar of nationalist
party rule; it is up to their fellows in Bania Luka to
respond by joining their struggle for an independent,
united and democratic Bosnia-Herzegovina and refusing to
be held hostage to rule by a mafia that can neither
acknowledge the crimes of Srebrenica nor catch the
guilty.
I think that is essentially the size of it. Privatisations and
unemployment
̶
immediate key issues. Medium-term
perspective: a re-united country, break with the paralysing
Dayton arrangements. Means to do it: Committees of struggle
(of action) of working people, unemployed and young people
̶̶ essentially all the stuff nobody else mentions. Long-term
perspective: links with the working and young people in Serbia
and Croatia, who have had to put up with the same liberal
treatment (privatisation, unemployment) and the same
nationalist straitjacket. In brief: suggest ways to strengthen
and broaden the movement.
All the best
Radoslav Pavlovic, 10 Feb 2014

